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RENO, NEVADA, WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 12, 2018,

2

3:00 - 7:30 P.M.

3

-oOo-

4

(At 3:20 p.m., Mr. Scott Carey gave the

5

following comment to the court reporter.)
MR. SCOTT CAREY:

6
7

the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony.

I'm the Planner.

The colony, we're a cooperating agency for this

8
9

And so I'm Scott Carey with

project.

We've been working with NDOT, FHWA and the

10

design team to examine any and all direct and indirect

11

impacts for the project on the RSIC community.

12

colony has carefully worked with NDOT, FHWA and the

13

design team on the designs of the proposed project near

14

the colony and to protect the interests of the community

15

and in the economic development enterprises.

16

The

The official endorsement of the preferred

17

alternative for this project will come from our Tribal

18

Council following the conclusion of the EIS public

19

comment period and a full staff evaluation.

20

The following verbal comments are provided from

21

the staff and technical perspective and do not represent

22

the official position of the RSIC Council at this time.

23

The colony will provide formal written comments on the

24

EIS at a later date.

25

following comments for the record.

We would like to provide the

5
SHANNON L. TAYLOR, CCR, CSR, RMR
(775) 887-0472

NDOT PUBLIC HEARING, DRAFT EIS, SPAGHETTI BOWL, 12-12-18
Tribal members and customers to the RSIC

1
2

enterprises rely on both 2nd Street and Glendale Avenue,

3

as well as the Mill Street interchange, to access homes

4

and obtain government and healthcare services.

5

or change in access on either Glendale and 2nd Street or

6

Mill Street could negatively impact tribal member access

7

to areas off the reservation for employment and personal

8

needs.

9

Closure

The colony appreciates the opportunity to have

10

worked with NDOT and the FHWA over the past two years to

11

present information to our community and receive input

12

from our leadership.

13

up with an alternative design that protects access and

14

interests of the colony.

15

This collaborative effort has come

Given the available information and data to

16

date, it is the opinion of colony staff that

17

Alternative 2 is the best overall design and least

18

impactful alternative for the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony.

19

Furthermore, it's the opinion of colony staff

20

that Alternative 1 and Alternative 3, as well as the

21

No Build Alternative, would cause a significant and

22

disproportionate adverse impact to the quality of life,

23

economy and existing and future revenue potential for

24

the colony.

25

The colony is working with NDOT and FHWA and
6
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1

the design team on mitigation measures for the proposed

2

project, also known as the Spaghetti Bowl Project, which

3

is directly adjacent to the Reno community.

4

of the SBX Project may have many localized impacts on

5

our community, the new freeway configuration and

6

constructing new ramps near the community.

7

remains committed to working with all the partners and

8

the design team to mitigate any and all potential

9

impacts from the SBX Project.

10

The design

The colony

It is the opinion of RSIC staff that there may

11

be localized impacts from the SBX Project that could

12

increase noise and degrade air quality conditions near

13

the community.

14

existing conditions for air quality and noise near the

15

community are measured and that any new impacts for air

16

quality and noise near the RSIC community are disclosed

17

to the public and properly mitigated.

The colony would like to ensure that the

18

In conclusion, the Reno-Sparks freeway system

19

is an important piece of transportation infrastructure

20

for the colony and the entire region.

21

forward to continuing to work as a cooperating agency on

22

the proposed freeway project and improve safety and

23

efficiency of the Reno-Sparks freeway system.

24
25

The colony looks

Thank you.
* * * * *
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(At 3:28 p.m., the first of two presentations

1
2

began, as follows.)

3

MS. MAXEY:

Good afternoon.

We'll go ahead and

4

get started with our first presentation.

5

the lights to dim.

6

we have left.

8

And if we could find what few seats

This is amazing.

7

If I could get

This is great.

So thank you

for turning out this afternoon.
We're here this afternoon to discuss the Draft

9
10

Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Reno

11

Spaghetti Bowl.
Hopefully, all of you received a handout

12
13

packet.

If you did not, afterwards you can go out to

14

the sign-in table and grab one.

15

I would appreciate you signing in as well.

If you did not sign in,

In your handout packet are all the display

16
17

boards and the presentation which you will be seeing.

18

The only thing that won't be in there, of course, is the

19

animation fly-through.

20

your handout packet.

It would be difficult to put in

All this information is on the NDOT project

21
22

website.

23

information is also in your handout packet.

24
25

So it's ndotspaghettibowl.com.

That

The last page in your handout packet in the
comment page.

It's available for you in English and in
8
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Spanish.
We do have an interpreter here today, Rosa.

2
3

She's in the back.

4

Rosa, would you raise your hand.

5

She's been assisting some of our guests

6

tonight.

So if you do need interpretation or a Spanish

7

translation, Rosa can help you with that.

8

Thank you, Rosa.

9

So let's go ahead and get started.

With us

10

tonight we have Bill Hoffman.

11

for the Nevada Department of Transportation.
Also here tonight is Dale Keller.

12
13

As well as Jenica Keller.

And she is with the

Reno Spaghetti Bowl Xpress.
So, with that, I'll go ahead and hand it over

16
17

He is the

Project Manager for the proposed Reno Spaghetti Bowl.

14
15

He is the Deputy Director

to Bill.

18

Thanks, Bill.

19

MR. HOFFMAN:

20

How's everybody doing tonight?

21

PEOPLE IN THE AUDIENCE:

22

MR. HOFFMAN:

Thank you, Julie.
Pretty good?

Pretty good.

Afternoon, I should say.

But

23

thank you all very much for being here.

This is a very,

24

very important project for NDOT and the community.

25

the last, I'd say probably over the last two, two and a

Over

9
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1

half years, we've done nothing but work on this project.
And I would like to thank our project team.

2
3

Cole Mortensen.

4

Taylor.

5

And Alex Hoeft.

6

people that have been working on this project.

7

just wanted to thank the team.

8

process and, essentially, they're making it a

9

two-and-a-half-year process.

10

Nick Johnson.

I know where John is.
So those.

Dale Keller.
Jacobs.

John

Steve Cooke.

I know there's a lot more
But I

They've taken a 10-year

So if we look at averages, to run through the

11

environmental process on projects this complicated, this

12

means taking a 10-year process and, essentially, brought

13

it back to two and a half years, which is exciting.

14
15
16

This community needs a project like this.

I'm

sure that's why you're all here today.
So if I didn't -- I don't think I formally

17

introduced myself.

I'm the Deputy Director, Bill

18

Hoffman, of NDOT, very happy to be here tonight.

19

overwhelmed by the number of people, quite honestly.

20

think, this is terrific.

21

MAN IN AUDIENCE:

22

MR. HOFFMAN:

23
24
25

MAN IN AUDIENCE:

I

Me, too.

Great.

excitement in the room.

I'm

Thank you.

That's great.

We got some

So --

I'm overwhelmed.

I mean I'm

also overwhelmed.
10
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MR. HOFFMAN:

1
2

And he's also overwhelmed.

Okay.

Very good.

3

So I thank the project team.

4

I just wanted to let you all know that these

5

are the final steps of the first large step.

So what

6

we're doing is completing the environmental process, the

7

environmental approval process for this project.

8

right.

9

do that.

All

And like I said, normally it takes 10 years to
Our team has boiled that down to two and a

10

half years.

That's a lot of work going out to

11

businesses, meeting with folks.

12

We'll come to the questions later, sir.

Okay.

13

So, anyway, just there's a lot of work.

We

14

know how important this project is to you and the

15

community.
And, with that, I'd like Dale Keller to come

16
17

up.

18

He'll walk you through what your job or your chore is

19

tonight, and that is to comment on the scenarios that

20

you see around the room.

21

And he'll dig into the process a little deeper.

But before I do that, I just want to, again,

22

one more time, thank you very much for all your time and

23

attention today.

24

right before the holidays.

25

So thank you.

I know that your life's very busy
So this means a lot to us.

11
SHANNON L. TAYLOR, CCR, CSR, RMR
(775) 887-0472

NDOT PUBLIC HEARING, DRAFT EIS, SPAGHETTI BOWL, 12-12-18
1

Dale.

2

MS. MAXEY:

3

And before we get started, Dale, I'd like to

4

Thank you, Bill.

step back in.
We will get to the questions and comments.

5
6

name is Julie Maxey.

7

for the Nevada Department of Transportation.

I am the Public Hearings Officer

I have Shannon Taylor here, our court reporter.

8
9

My

She will be taking down the presentation and the

10

questions and comments that will follow the

11

presentation.

12

your comments, questions until we get to that portion.

13

Thank you.

So I'd like to ask you to please hold

MR. KELLER:

14

All right.

Good afternoon.

15

Welcome.

16

the Nevada Department of Transportation.

17

being out here today and your continuous involvement on

18

this very important project.

19

My name is Dale Keller, Project Manager for
Thank you for

NDOT, as well as is the Federal Highway

20

Administration, or FHWA, has really reached a very key

21

milestone and to prepare this Draft Environmental Impact

22

Statement, or Draft EIS.

23

And I want to introduce as well.

Up here, in

24

front with me is our expert panel who assist in the

25

creation of this environmental document.

I'll let each
12
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1

person introduce themselves.

2

John, I'll start with you.

3

MR. TAYLOR:

Hi.

I'm John Taylor, the

4

Consultant Project Manager.

5

MR. COOKE:

6
7

I'm Steve Cooke.

I'm the Chief of

Environmental Services at NDOT.
MR. WEBB:

My name's Charlie Webb.

I work with

8

John and Steve.

9

working with Steve to prepare the Environmental Impact

10

I'm on the consultant team, and I'm

Statement.

11

MR. KELLER:

12

So the panel and I will answer questions at the

13
14

Thank you.

end of the presentation.
This project team, like I said, has reached a

15

key milestone in the NEPA process -- NEPA stands for the

16

National Environmental Policy Act -- and by publishing

17

this Draft EIS.

18

through that document, the highlights of its key

19

components, where we are today.

20

So today, we're going to kind of walk

And, also, we want to solicit your comment,

21

your feedback in this process.

22

opportunity for comment through January 15th, before we

23

wrap up the Final EIS and then the Record of Decision.

24
25

And this is the final

So we encourage comments.

But, please, hold

all the questions until the end.
13
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So why is this project needed?

1

That's a very

2

great question.

The project is, would contain a very

3

key local, state and federal transportation network,

4

address obsolete designs to improve safety and decrease

5

crashes, and accommodate existing and future traffic

6

operations to a more acceptable level of service.
And in order to do this, we really had to peel

7
8

back the onion.

As we all know, the freeway, the

9

freeway system doesn't operate by itself or isolated,

10

but it's also dictated by the adjacent local

11

interchanges that we have out there today.
In order to provide a safe and more efficient

12
13

transportation system, we studied all the project

14

limits.

15

On the western limits, we looked on I-80 all the way

16

down to Keystone.

17

the way up to Parr Boulevard.

18

to all the way to East McCarran.

19

And on the south, we looked all the way down to

20

Meadowood Mall.

21

local interchanges as well as the Spaghetti Bowl proper

22

itself.

23

So here in the center is the Spaghetti Bowl.

On the northern, on 395, we went all
On the east side, we went
Right, there we go.

So this study area included over 16

On needed for the projects, for who drives it

24

every day, like me, it's very clear.

25

reduce the traffic delay.

First, is to

So the traffic delay is the
14
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1

result of traffic congestion.

2

is characterized by slow speeds, longer trips, and

3

longer lines of stopped or slow vehicles.

4

really an indicator that it's reached capacity in the

5

system.

6

Traffic congestion delay

And that's

And this original Spaghetti Bowl was built in

7

the late 1960s, where Washoe County had roughly over

8

160,000 residents.

Today, the Reno-Sparks area has over

9

300,000 residents.

And the traffic on this facility

10

sees over 260,000 vehicles a day.

11

not going to end.

12

the next 20 years, we're going to see increases on I-80

13

of 25 percent and, also, on 395 northbound all the way

14

up to 100 percent increase in traffic.

15

there to introduce the safety of the travelway.

16

This traffic today is

It's going to continue to grow.

Second is the group safety.

In

So the need is

Between 2011 and

17

2017, on this stretch of the freeway, the number of

18

crashes almost doubled.

19

day, with one injury accident per day, in this location.

20

And, sadly, during this time on this stretch, we had

21

eight fatalities.

22

interchanges in the state of Nevada, this has been a key

23

factor, and it's a lot higher than other urbanized

24

interchanges in Nevada.

25

for the need.

There were three accidents a

Compared to other urbanized

So this gives it a key factor

15
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1

Next is the bridge conditions.

There's over 50

2

bridges in this area, and they're all reaching their

3

useful life.

4

also responsible for some of the substandard design that

5

you see out there today.

6

As you can see in this picture, they're

And, then, lastly is optimize the system

7

connection.

I-80 is the second-longest interstate

8

system in the nation, from San Francisco all the way to

9

New Jersey.

It provides a very important freight

10

commerce.

11

connection to the southern and northern California,

12

Washington and Oregon.

13

Also, on I-580, it provides an important

So the purposes of the project is pretty clear.

14

It's to address an obsolete design that's now over 50

15

years old, to improve traffic operations and reduce

16

fatal and injury crashes.

17

So this process started back in spring of 2017

18

where we introduced this project and talked about what

19

the needs are for the Spaghetti Bowl.

20

Then, later, in the fall of September 2017, we

21

presented a range of alternatives.

We received comments

22

and input, and at that time that's been evolving.

23

today, what we're looking into is finding how these

24

three alternatives evolved and how we identified the

25

preferred alternative.

And

16
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1

During this process, we met with over -- a lot

2

of different stakeholders, had over 180 meetings to

3

date, since January 2017.

4

So where we are in this NEPA process.

Those

5

orange stars are where the public meetings are.

6

today is the selection of the preferred alternative in

7

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

8
9

And

So this is the copy of what we are looking for
today, and as regarding the public input is input on the

10

draft document itself, input on our preferred

11

alternative, which is Alternative 2, and then also input

12

on the Reno-Tahoe Airport Authority's design option for

13

that Alternative 2 for that direct access.

14
15
16

And, again, please hold all the questions
towards the end.
So the range of alternatives that we looked

17

into, it's kind of solved what the project's needs are.

18

And these three alternatives, like I said, were

19

previously introduced in September 2017.

20

been evolved based off your input and 70 different

21

stakeholder input and meetings at that time.

22

And these have

So I'm going to highlight the key different

23

scenarios.

24

highlight in more detail, in case there's any questions.

25

And the drawings around the room kind of

So the first one we had looked into is the do
17
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1

nothing alternative.

What happens if we don't do

2

anything for the next 20 years, what's going to happen?

3

Leave everything as it is today.

4

changes to the existing transportation system.

5

problems that we see out there will remain in place, as

6

well as avenues continue to back up onto the southbound

7

I-580.

8

and increased safety issues as well.

There will be no
All the

And we're just going to see continued congestion

Now, all three alternatives have some common

9
10

elements.

The first one is we're going to have five

11

freeway lanes in each direction.

12

those lanes will go through the center of the Spaghetti

13

Bowl, adding capacity, adding ability through the heart

14

of our freeway system.

With that, three of

In addition, they'll all have all freeway

15
16

shoulders to help out with safety.

17

accident or incident, you can pull over safely into the

18

shoulders.
And each of these alternatives will be built in

19
20

phases.

21

you saw on the project limits.

22

built over the next 20 years.

23

If you have an

Like I said, this is a holistic approach, as
So this means it'll be

And, lastly, a right-of-way will be required in

24

advance of construction.

If you have specific

25

right-of-way questions, Craig Reynoldson, please raise
18
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1

your hand.

He can help you answer any of those

2

questions on an individual case.
So Alternative 1, what is Alternative 1?

3

It

4

keeps all of the existing access, keeps ramp-braiding,

5

keep weaving conflicts on the freeway.

6

footprint and the number of bridges existing on this, we

7

combined onto the ramps themself, and all the weaving

8

units would occur on the ramps.

So to reduce the

Alternative 2 modifies that access.

9

It uses

10

ramp-braiding to improve safety and operations.

11

Spaghetti Bowl was significantly changed, with extra

12

lanes.

13

the new hoop ramp would be introduced for the northwest

14

quadrant for the west to south movement.

15

weaving units would still be out there today.

16

The

It increases posted speeds on those ramps.

And

And then some

In Alternative 3, it would eliminate some of

17

those access and modify the interchange to improve

18

weaving operations and minimize that project footprint.

19

And this would result in a lower cost.

20

would close down some of the local interchanges that we

21

use today.

22

But, also, it

So with that, as I talked about, we identified

23

Alternative 2 as the preferred alternative.

We feel

24

this strikes the best balance between satisfying the

25

project needs, minimizing those community environmental
19
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1

impacts, and we touched on why we reached this

2

conclusion.
So a few of the comparisons we'll touch upon

3
4

briefly here.

5

To help you out, there's a map on the bottom right of

6

the screen to kind of show you where you are at in Reno

7

and Sparks.
So we're going to start downtown I-80 and

8
9

We'll start on I-80, on the western leg.

Virginia Street here.

The only really alternative that

10

changes things is Alternate 3, with the consolidation of

11

that access at Sierra and Virginia Street, where you're

12

longer at the south of Wells, and that Wells overpass

13

would then be closed.

14

today.

Alternatives 1 and 2 leave it as

Moving towards the east is our favorite

15
16

interchange, I-80, Wells.

I know it's mine, because I

17

take it every day going home, to work and back.

18

Alternative 1 keeps all the accesses you have today.

19

We introduce ramp-braiding.

20

new concept, but maybe a new concept here to the Truckee

21

Meadows.

22

under, to avoid any of those merging conflict points,

23

which helps out with safety and mobility to the public.

24

So this one, you'll see all access, both north on I-80

25

as well as on 395 and I-580.

And

Ramp-braiding, it's not a

It's where you take traffic up and over and

20
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1

Alternative 2 changes it slightly.

So on

2

Wells, Wells primary is going act as access of the I-80.

3

So you no longer can get to Wells from 395.

4

with Oddie, with Oddie, we're asking people to use Oddie

5

for 395 itself.

6

access I-80.

7

spreading those trips out and helping out with better

8

mobility.

9

mobility, some weaving left in place as well.

10

Likewise,

So on Oddie and 395, you no longer can

So we're spreading those trips, we're

There'll be some ramp-braiding, but also

And Alternative 3 leaves it as today.

Instead

11

of weavings, we're going to increase the distance by

12

introducing some of these cloverleaf-type interchanges

13

at Wells, but very similar to what you have today.

14

Go east of the Bowl down to Sparks, we're

15

looking at I-80, Kietzke and Rock Boulevard.

16

Alternative 1, once again, keeps all the access that we

17

have today, by keeping ramp-braiding and a frontage road

18

to Kietzke.

19

Alternative 2 actually moves the 4th Street

20

interchange to Kietzke, and Kietzke is now your main

21

on-and-off-ramp into this Kietzke and Rock area.

22

there'll be a frontage road over to Rock.

23

vice versa, heading westbound, you can use the frontage

24

road from Rock to Kietzke, and you can jump on the

25

freeway there.

So

And,

And this does have all access to 395 and
21
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1

I-80 as well.
In Alternative 3, once again, this actually

2
3

closes 4th Street altogether, and all of that traffic is

4

going to be consolidated at Rock Boulevard.
And, lastly, Alternative 1, at Pyramid, like a

5
6

highlight, too, is that this solution creates braided

7

ramps, causing realignment and a cul-de-sac at Victorian

8

Avenue.

9

a large impact on the Victorian Square area as well.

This also displaces the Nugget, and then it has

Now, to reorient yourself, we're going to jump

10
11

on 395 and the north limits here on the North McCarran

12

area.

13

towards the left of the screen.

14

no longer will Clear Acre jump on the freeway, but, if

15

you're towards McCarran, so we'll add that sixth lane

16

going southbound at McCarran.

And north is to the right, towards me.

South is

Here, on Alternative 1,

Alternative 2 keeps it very similar to what you

17
18

have today as well.

On the southbound side, you have an

19

that added lane there at Clear Acre, then an added lane

20

on McCarran Boulevard.

21

And Alternative 3 does the same thing.

22

Moving further south, talk about Oddie.

23

me.

24

ramp-braiding in this area for Alternative 1.

25

limits are kept today.

Excuse

Oddie, a little bit more, once again, full
All

22
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Alternative 2, as we spoke about, is that Oddie

1
2

will only service 395 and no longer I-80.
Alternative 3 is what you have out there today,

3
4

very similar.

At Wells, we're proposing these

5

cloverleaves to help improve that at the at-grade

6

weaving distance, providing a little safer access there.
Moving further south, past the Spaghetti Bowl

7
8

now, down at 2nd and Glendale and Mill Street, is

9

Alternative 1, common theme, ramp-braiding, keep all

10

access that you have out there today.
So when you think about Alternative 1 in

11
12

general, ramp-braiding.

13

Alternative 3, keeping all weaving out there today in

14

general.

15

Alternative 2, combination.

So here's Alternative 2 for this area.

We're

16

introducing the southbound ramp-braiding between

17

2nd Street and Mill Street and then matching what the

18

northbound kind of looks like out there today.

19

And Alternative 3 consolidates these

20

interchanges by creating this frontage road between

21

2nd Street and Mill Street by just consolidating access

22

of this area.

23

And the last interchange we'll talk about today

24

is the I-580, Plumb Lane.

Alternative 1 reconsolidates

25

Plumb Lane to a single-point diamond interchange.

In
23
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1

order to widen up the freeway, the airport ramps must be

2

being reconstructed.

3

be construction on this access.

4

traffic model and our modeling out to 2040, with the

5

improvements that we see on the freeway, as well as

6

improvements we see at Plumb Lane, we feel that traffic

7

can efficiently move in and out of the airport, as well

8

as along Plumb Lane, with this alternative,

9

Alternative 1.

10

Alternative 1 does not propose to
Based on the NDOT

Now, with Alternative 2 and Plumb Lane, the

11

preferred alternative, we're proposing a diversion

12

diamond interchange.

13

that you have at Moana.

14

the freeway, the airport ramps must be demolished to

15

make way for the widening.

16

traffic operations, that you can have same level of

17

operations with improvements on the freeway, as well as

18

Plumb Lane, to get in and out of the freeway at this, at

19

Plumb Lane.

20

This interchange is the same one
Once again, in order to widen

We feel that with the

And Alternative 3, it's, basically, it is what

21

you have out there today.

22

demolished, but this one would be reconstructing the

23

ramps on Alternative 3.

24
25

The ramps also have to be

And I'd like to point out, and further south
here, they're going to run with all this, the
24
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1

alternatives all do the same thing for the south of

2

Plumb.

3

But, also, we are looking for input and comment

4

on the -- once again, the Reno-Tahoe Airport Authority's

5

direct access design option per the preferred

6

alternative.

7

keeping the southbound off-ramp into the airport access.

8

And we'd like your input on this.

What the Airport Authority is proposing is

9

We'll continue to work with airport staff to

10

address the safety and mobility needs, and we've been

11

meeting with them for the last year.

12

we'd also like to hear comments about this connection.

13

So, at the end,

So, with this, we have to study the direct

14

impacts, indirect impacts, accumulative impacts as we

15

look through these different alternatives.

16

to analyze what's the beneficial and adverse impacts to

17

not only the environment, but to the community, social

18

impacts and economic impacts.

19

can't find ways to get around it, find mitigations if we

20

can't find at a better solution.

21

And then, also, if we

So as we go through this, there's a number of

22

things we evaluate during this.

23

There were 10 of them.

24

ones, the major elements.

25

Now, we have

It's a long list.

And I'll touch upon the major

As we first looked into this, there's some
25
SHANNON L. TAYLOR, CCR, CSR, RMR
(775) 887-0472

NDOT PUBLIC HEARING, DRAFT EIS, SPAGHETTI BOWL, 12-12-18
1

areas that we do not impact all.

2

geology and hazmat materials.

3

So farmlands, energy,

Also, we found that there is no distinction

4

among the alternatives, among these four different

5

resources of air quality, water resources, vegetation,

6

wildlife and fish and visual characters.

7

So those are the ones that either have no

8

impacts or there's no distinction among the

9

alternatives.

10

So the first one that does have some

11

distinction and that does look and it has a major impact

12

is what we call community resources.

13

resources, it's really like a -- describes the social

14

and the build environment.

15

me, means the human impact.

16

residential displacements, businesses, parks,

17

Reno-Sparks Indian Colony, and all down the list.

18

Now, community

The build environment, to
So we look into the

And here's kind of a map that shows the

19

different types of the land use there is in our subject

20

area here in red.

21

So the first one we look into for displacements

22

is residential displacements.

And these charts will be

23

shown very consistently as we address all the impacts.

24

You'll see at the far left is what we're talking about

25

on the residential displacements.

And on then on the
26
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1

columns, we look at the No Build, Alternative 1,

2

Alternative 2 and Alternative 3.

3

With the No Build, it's basically saying,

4

without the improvements, the residents will still

5

experience a duration of safety, traffic and travel

6

time.

7

impact residents.

And then we look into how each of those three

So, by far, this is the biggest impact of the

8
9

project, is the community and residential displacements.

10

So if you look at Alternative 1, that does have

11

the highest number of displacements, with over 900

12

displacements, equating to over 2,000 residents being

13

displaced.

14

Alternative 3, it's roughly 300 and 200 as well.

If you look at Alternative 2 and

15

And, then, one thing we do recognize, due to

16

the construction phasing, that displacements would be

17

spread over several years, including reducing the number

18

of relocations at one time.
We actually took a deeper dive into

19
20

residentials.

We would also look into affordable

21

housing.

22

analyze was that the residents displaced are part of a

23

missing no category of housing.

24

Truckee Meadows Housing Study calls it the

25

missing-middle housing, which is affordable housing for

One thing that we did recognize and we did

This definition by the
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1

households with incomes between 20,000 and 60,000.

2

we do recognize and acknowledge that that is part of our

3

impacts.

4

So

So there's going to be loss of publicly-owned,

5

subsidized, low-income housing.

6

demand developer incentives for affordable housing is

7

not quite there.

8
9

And then the market

So if you take a look at the different
affordable housing impacts, once again, Alternative 1

10

has the highest one, with 86 Mineral Manor

11

displacements.

12

northwest quadrant of the Spaghetti Bowl, and that's

13

operated by the Reno Housing Authority.

14

16 units displaced at the Maple Leaves apartments, which

15

is the Northern Nevada Community Housing.

16

the differences between Alternative 1 and Alternative 2,

17

with 42 displacements in Alternative 2, Mineral Manor.

18

Mineral Manor is the one in the

Next is business displacements.

Also, there's

And you see

This is the

19

displaced through the whole study area.

There is a

20

cluster of light manufacturing that would be displaced

21

in that southeast quadrant of the Spaghetti Bowl.

22

is all three alternatives.

23

about, on Alternative 1, it would be displaced, the

24

Nugget Casino and Rail City Casino.

25

Alternatives 2 and 3, they're roughly the same.

That

One alternative is we talked

Between
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1

Next is the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony.

All

2

three alternatives do not displace any residents,

3

businesses or tribal buildings within the colony.

4

would all take some on-street parking along Mill Street,

5

excuse me, 2nd Street.

6

is your accesses to either Walmart or to the existing,

7

preserving the access to that 2nd and Mill Street.

8
9

They

And then the biggest difference

So work closely with the colony, provide some
time now and continue to work with them.

And, once

10

again, the preferred alternative is not taking land from

11

the RSIC and does not impact Walmart or -- and, also,

12

maintains similar access that's out there today.

13

During construction, we do recognize, moving

14

closer to the colony residentials, where there's some

15

construction mitigations with the colonies there.

16

Next is building services and social -- excuse

17

me -- public buildings and social services.

18

say that.

19

certain impacts on those.

20

Girls Club, and the University of Nevada, Reno, with the

21

Agricultural Experiment Station.

22

for Alternative 2.

23

Alternative 3.

24
25

If I can

There's between the three, once again,
The Coral Academy, Boys &

You see the same thing

And then, last and the least one, on

Parks-wise, Alternative 1 does close down
three parks, as you can see on Alternative 1.

And
29

SHANNON L. TAYLOR, CCR, CSR, RMR
(775) 887-0472

NDOT PUBLIC HEARING, DRAFT EIS, SPAGHETTI BOWL, 12-12-18
1

there's partial impacts on all three with Sage Street

2

Park and Fisherman's Park.
Now, to get on to mitigation.

3

As I said, if we

4

can't work around it, we have to find ways to mitigate

5

it.

6

residential mitigation, as you see on the far left

7

there.

8

assistance to residents.

9

protected by the Uniform Act.

The first one I'll talk about on this is the

So we're required by federal law to provide
But owners and renters are

So NDOT must offer a fair market value for the

10
11

homes it buys.

Also, we have to find renters comparable

12

rental markets areas and so forth.

13

required.

So that's what's

Due to the housing shortage and the market

14
15

conditions right now, we do recognize we may need to go

16

above and beyond.

17

things:

18

24 months, making that a total of 66 months for rental

19

assistance for renters.

20

with fund -- we'll look at housing and provide other

21

housing.

22

residents struck with the higher property taxes if they

23

can't afford it.

So we're considering these three

Extend that rental assistance to an additional

Also, we're working closely

And then assist with proper taxes for

24

Regarding affordable housing, we're going to

25

continue to work with the Reno Housing Authority with
30
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funding.

2

similar to other residential displacements as well.

3

And, then, also, we'll continue to consider more funding

4

from Reno Housing Authority or Mineral Manor or even to

5

provide land to provide, to put more housing on it.

6

And Mineral Manor residents are treated very

Moving forward to environmental justice

7

analysis, we can talk and take a look at what these

8

impacts are to minority and low-income populations.

9

thing that was apparent as we went through this, there

10

is a disproportionately high and adverse impact on the

11

environmental justice population.

12

alternatives that we consider would have a greatly

13

adverse social environmental human impact to that.

14

first of all, the increased cost and extraordinary

15

magnitude.

16

Now, any of the

So,

So at the end of the day, there's the

17

substantial need for the project.

18

overall public interest.

19

One

So it's, basically,

So we'll continue to work with the EJ community

20

as well as minority and low-income population to find

21

the best solution and have them be part of the

22

decision-making process.

23

On traffic noise, mitigation-wise, so there's

24

noise walls out there today.

We'll reconstruct those

25

noise barriers, excuse me, traffic noise barriers in all
31
SHANNON L. TAYLOR, CCR, CSR, RMR
(775) 887-0472

NDOT PUBLIC HEARING, DRAFT EIS, SPAGHETTI BOWL, 12-12-18
1

areas where they currently exist.

And then we'll adjust

2

the heights and the lengths to provide the maximum

3

benefit.
Water resources-wise is we are going to be

4
5

spanning the river in all three alternatives.

So we're

6

going to be removing any of the existing piers on I-580.

7

And then all three alternatives will improve water

8

runoff throughout the whole area of what we studied.
Cultural resource, this section introduces and

9
10

studies the effects on historical and cultural and

11

archeological resources.

12

impacts on the historical properties on the National

13

Register, Eligible, and one on the State Register as

14

well.

Alternative 1 has three

Alternative 2 has one on each, Mineral Manor

15
16

Housing, as well as the State, with the Coney Island

17

Bar.

18

And a part of the Final EIS, we will continue

19

to work with these regulatory agencies to find these

20

mitigation measures to address with these Memorandum of

21

Understanding.

22

This takes to us to the preferred,

23

identification of preferred alternatives.

We take all

24

of those impacts, we take all those purpose and needs,

25

and we now try to find what the best solution is.
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So we took a functional, environmental cost.

1
2

And then we didn't do this in a bubble, but we had local

3

participation with the City of Reno, City of Sparks,

4

Washoe, RTC, and so forth.
So as we went through this, we looked at how do

5
6

we meet, these alternatives meet the purpose and need?

7

So safety, traffic operations, and access.

8

point out, too, on the safety, the second, second row

9

from the top, is that Alternatives 1 and 2 decreased

I'd like to

10

this by over 30 percent, which that's the safety

11

aspects.

12

And Alternate 3 only got 10 percent.
And the traffic operations, I'd like to point

13

you to the second row from the bottom.

14

great results.

15

roughly 95 percent of traffic in 20, 20 years from now,

16

traveling 50 miles an hour or faster.

17

that right now.

18

what we're showing 20 years from now.

19

to operate great.

20

All these showed

If you look at Alternative 2, that has

Which is not the case.

I wish I could do
So, but that's
So this is going

Now, onto the environmental criteria, what we

21

look into.

22

the largest impacts.

23

roughly the same on what those environmental criteria

24

impacts are.

25

It's not a big surprise, Alternative 1 has
And Alternatives 2 and 3 had

And the last row you'll see is the cost.
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Alternative 1 costs roughly $4 billion, and

2

Alternative 2 and 3 is around $2.4 billion each.
So we have this criteria.

3

And here's the team

4

that helped out with that evaluation as well.

5

have an approach to this, red light, green light

6

approach, what came out of the purpose and need, for the

7

first three rows of the environmental impacts.

8

can see Alternative 1 does a great job of access and

9

safety, as well as operational, but has the largest

10

And we

So you

impact all throughout in the red.
If you look at between Alternative 3, it

11
12

doesn't have any greens, and it really came forward as

13

the top.

14

between the best, the green and yellows, over the

15

overall.

And Alternative 1 had the best combination

So, once again, the preferred alternative is

16
17

Alternative 2.

18

satisfy the project needs while maintaining freeway

19

access and minimizing impacts.
So here's a rendering of what this will look

20
21

We feel this strikes the best balance to

like.
* * * * *

22
23

(A video was played on the screen, depicting an

24

overview of the regional Spaghetti Bowl's identified

25

preferred alternative.)
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* * * * *

1
2

MR. KELLER:

So, like I said at the beginning,

3

this project is roughly about $2.4 billion.

4

build this all at once.

We anticipate building this

5

over the next 20 years.

The first phase we identified

6

is Phase 1, the Spaghetti Bowl Xpress, starting the

7

construction in 2020.

8

the east leg, around the Sparks Nugget area, in 2023.

9

And then Phase 3, North Valleys and North Lake, 10 years

And then we're looking to work on

10

from now.

11

Mill Street south.

12

that west leg within the next 20 years.

13

We can't

And Phase 4, about 15 years out, from
And then the last, we'll be heading

So the first phase, as I said, the Spaghetti

14

Bowl Xpress, Jenica Keller, she's our Project Manager,

15

and she can help answer any questions about what you can

16

expect throughout the first phase and more about the

17

construction.

18

will begin construction in early 2020.

19
20
21

And once NEPA is complete next summer, we

And in summary, NDOT has identified
Alternative 2 as the preferred alternative.
I'd like to point out, the final decision is

22

not made.

So it's very important that we're seeking

23

input today and through January 15 to the community how,

24

basically, on our preferred alternative on the Draft

25

Environmental Impact Statement.

And that comment period
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does end, again, on January 15th.
So, at this time, I'll be happy to answer any

2
3

questions and answers, as well as the panel.

4

turn it over to Julie.

And I'll

5

MS. MAXEY:

Thank you, Dale.

6

So while we're getting set up, I would like to

7

ask you to form a line here, approach the mic, state

8

your name.

9

so that we can get to everyone.

You have three minutes to make your comment,
As you can see, we've

10

got quite a crowd.

So if we get several that would like

11

to make a comment or ask questions of our team, it will

12

take a while to get through those.
We do have another presentation that will start

13
14

at 5:30.

15

that, then we'll stop the Q and A, and then we'll do the

16

presentation again, and we will follow with another

17

Q and A.

The presentation will be exactly the same.
So can I encourage anyone to come up and make a

18
19

So if we haven't quite gotten through with

comment, ask a question?

20

Come on, we've got a full room.

21

MR. LESLIE COLBRESE:

22

That's

fine.

23

MS. MAXEY:

24

MS. LESLIE COLBRESE:

25

I'll be first.

Okay.

Please state your name.
Leslie Colbrese,

Community Services Agency.
36
SHANNON L. TAYLOR, CCR, CSR, RMR
(775) 887-0472

NDOT PUBLIC HEARING, DRAFT EIS, SPAGHETTI BOWL, 12-12-18
Dale, I notice that you didn't put Community

1
2

Services Agency up there as an impact.

3

that we are no longer impacted.

4

MR. KELLER:

5

MR. COOKE:

6

I'll turn it over to Steve Cooke.
I'm sorry.

I didn't hear your

question.
MS. LESLIE COLBRESE:

7
8

Agency, we're on 8th Street.

9

have us impacted.
MR. WEBB:

10
11

So I'm hoping

Community Services
I notice that you did not

It depends on the alternative.

on --

12

MS. LESLIE COLBRESE:

13

MR. WEBB:

Alternative 2.

Alternative 2, which is NDOT's

14

preferred alternative, as Dale mentioned, Community

15

Services Agency would have to be relocated.

16

MS. LESLIE COLBRESE:

17

MR. MIKE MCCLAIN:

18
19

But

Okay.

Thank you.

Mike McClain.

I'm in

Sparks.
And I just want to make a comment regarding the

20

airport options.

I would say we would be in favor of

21

the second proposal, with the addition of the Airport

22

Authority recommendations for the ramps.

23

I think, it would be a big mistake if we

24

reduced the access to the airport, direct access.

25

a growing city.

We're

We're going to have thousands of new
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homes coming in on the north side of the city, on to the

2

valleys, and all those are going to be coming south and

3

they're going to need access to the airport at some

4

point.

5

be a big mistake for us for the growth of the city.

And, I think, reducing that direct access would

MS. LISA GIANOLI:

6

For the record, I'm Lisa

7

Gianoli, the Chairman of the Reno-Tahoe Airport

8

Authority Board, the operators of the Reno-Tahoe

9

International Airport, which generates 3.1 billion in

10

economic impact for northern Nevada each year.
While the airport strongly supports an improved

11
12

Spaghetti Bowl, we are opposed to NDOT's plan to remove

13

the southbound I-580 airport entrance ramp.

14

allows nonstop, unobstructed access to our airport for

15

4.2 million annual travelers, 4,000 employees, and first

16

responders answering emergency calls.

This ramp

Removing the southbound airport ramp access is

17
18

akin to moving backward in time.

The ramp was built in

19

1989.

20

expendable today, when we have more passengers, more

21

flights, more cargo, more population, and greater

22

security risks that require a rapid first responder

23

access to the terminal.

24

traffic into one densely congested entrance didn't make

25

sense 30 years ago, and it certainly doesn't make sense

If it was deemed necessary in 1989, it cannot be

Funneling all airport ground
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today.
Please include the southbound freeway access

2
3

ramp from I-580 in the preferred alternative for the

4

Spaghetti Bowl Project.

5

Thank you.

6

WOMAN IN AUDIENCE:

7

(Applause.)

8

MR. SHAUN CAREY:

9
10
11

Carey.

Amen.

Good afternoon.

I'm Shaun

I'm Trustee for the Reno-Tahoe International

Airport.
I wanted to speak today about an emergency

12

exercise that we conducted on October 29th.

13

all of the public safety providers in our community to

14

come to our facility and work all three of the options

15

which would impact the airport.

16

We invited

And I'm here to tell you that it is the

17

conclusion of that group, including the conclusion of

18

the independent public safety director from Tucson

19

International Airport, that the proposal will fail

20

within three minutes of an accident at the intersection

21

of Plumb and Terminal.

22

Those ramps that you see there today are

23

absolutely necessary for a proper response by REMSA, the

24

Washoe County Sheriff's Office, the Reno Police

25

Department, the Reno Fire Department, the Sparks Fire
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Department, and the Sparks Police Department.
Rest assured that your safety is on the line

2
3

with the considerations that are being made here today.
I urge you, very deeply, to include the ramps

4
5

and the preferred alternative of the airport in your

6

plans.

You're putting public safety at risk.

7

(Applause.)

8

MR. ART O'CONNOR:

9
10

Period.

My name is Art O'Connor,

P.O. Box 10307, Reno, Nevada.
And my comment has to do with the proposal

11

altogether.

It's called the Spaghetti Bowl.

12

called Take the Airport Flyer Route.

13

Fix Keystone.

14

Spaghetti Bowl.

It isn't

It isn't called

It isn't called Fix Rock.

It's the

15

So you have all these other projects.

16

example, as the airport lady just spoke, and the simple

17

solution to that, without messing with that thing at

18

all, is to have the Plumb Lane on-ramp go over the new

19

lane over Moana and create a flyline, a flyover from

20

Plumb Lane on the southbound I-580 direct into Moana, so

21

you don't have to mess with the overpass into the

22

airport that's been there, and it's a beautiful

23

structure.

24
25

A good

So there you can do it without adding anything
else and without having to tear that down and build a
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new one, with a lot of savings in that, millions of

2

dollars.

3

Thank you.

4

MR. GIL MOTTO (phonetic spelling):

Gil Motto,

5

and 1980 Clear Acre, and our back yard goes up against

6

the freeway there.
I've been in the trades most of my life, and

7
8

one thing I've noticed about this Spaghetti Bowl

9

situation throughout the years is it's been plagued with

10

quality control problems and a lot of redoing that and

11

everything.

12

town here, where it's a lot harder to build through.

And we're going right through the middle of

13

And so right out of the gate, we got a 10-year,

14

one thing that's estimated to be a 10-year deal, and all

15

of a sudden it's coming in a year and a half.

16

mind, that throws up a red flag, you know.

17

do that?

18

right, why would everybody be a lot closer to that than

19

10 years?

20

In my

How do you

You know, if that was possible and do it

And so I just wonder if we're getting off on

21

the wrong foot here right out of the gate.

22

seeing everybody going to work or anything.

23

so I'm just throwing that out there, you know.

24
25

MS. CHARLENE BYBEE:
is Charlene Bybee.

I'm not

Good afternoon.

I'm just,

My name

I'm a Sparks City Councilwoman.

So
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I have great interest.

2

years in this region, I was here when Interstate 80 was

3

first built, so, when I started college here.

4

And as a resident for over 54

So, I think, I greatly appreciate the work that

5

you're doing.

6

this every day.

7

need things happening today.

8
9

It's a huge issue for anybody that drives
I wish it was faster than 20 years.

We

I do appreciate the Wells Avenue start to the
project, moving next to the Nugget, which is, obviously,

10

for Sparks and for all of us coming from Sparks, a huge

11

issue in both directions.

12

can do them.

13

So those top priorities, we

And then I'm very much in favor of

14

Alternative 2, but you've got to keep the airport ramp.

15

It is critical, as was stated earlier, to the safety and

16

emergency vehicles.

17

right now, you already have everyone on Plumb Lane

18

coming the other direction.

19

traffic coming on the southbound, when you already have

20

your access dropping onto Plumb Lane, will congest

21

Plumb Lane incredibly.

22

we're seeing and the safety issue, which I'm also in the

23

aviation industry, and the safety is the top priority.

24
25

But the flow of traffic, because

So to put more Plumb Lane

And with the increased traffic

So I would urge you, please go with
Alternative 2, and keep the airport ramp.

Thank you.
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(Applause.)

2

MS. MARILY MORA:

Good afternoon.

For the

3

record, I'm Marily Mora, the President and CEO of

4

Reno-Tahoe Airport Authority.

5

representing, you know, really the staff and the board,

6

also, of the 63rd busiest airport in the nation.

7

And I'm here

Our fair airport is located right alongside

8

I-580, and we are currently connected to the freeway by

9

access ramps that help 4.2 passengers and 4,000

10

employees safely come and go from our growing facility

11

in the fastest and safest fashion.

12

We are really shocked and absolutely

13

disappointed that NDOT is proposing to remove the

14

southbound freeway access ramp that enters Reno-Tahoe

15

International from I-580.

16

passengers to arrive quickly and efficiently, with no

17

stops and turns, will be replaced by one entrance/exit

18

to the airport, which all passenger cars, Uber, Lyft,

19

shuttle buses, coach buses, cargo trucks, taxis and

20

limousines will have to navigate traffic controls and

21

twist-and-turns to enter and exit the airport.

22

This ramp, which allows

An accident in the single entrance/exit would

23

cause thousands of passengers to miss their flights.

24

And an intentional act of terror in this congested

25

intersection could shut off the airport terminal, which
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serves 16,000 passengers per day, and to all of our

2

first responders.
NDOT based its plan on outdated traffic figures

3
4

for the airport.

NDOT's preferred alternative does not

5

use projections from the airport's new 20-year master

6

plan, completed in the last year, forecasting

7

6.3 million passengers using the airport each year by

8

2036.

9

NDOT's plan to remove the southbound access

10

ramp brings us back to a road plan that dates to the

11

1980s from airport community that today are experiencing

12

record growth.

13

The airport emphatically requests and strongly

14

urges you to include the southbound freeway access ramp

15

to Reno-Tahoe International and the preferred

16

alternative to the Spaghetti Bowl Environmental Impact

17

Statement.

18

So thank you so much.

19

(Applause.)

20

MR. ANDREW DISS:

21
22

Good afternoon, everyone.

Andrew Diss, representing the Grand Sierra Resort.
I wanted to come here today and commend NDOT

23

and your staff for all the work that you guys have done.

24

You have been meeting with us and addressing our

25

concerns for over a year now.

And the latest
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alternative they've got proposed for the Mill and the

2

Glendale and 2nd on and off ramps, we're very

3

comfortable with that.
Grand Sierra employs thousands of team members

4
5

across Reno and Sparks.

6

times coming to and from work are getting longer and

7

longer.

8

things so that our team members can get to work is going

9

to be a big benefit to us.

10

And our employees' commute

And addressing the Spaghetti Bowl and fixing

And, once again, I just wanted to say thank you

11

to you guys for reaching out to us and working with us

12

for over a year now.

13

(Applause).

14

MR. JOSEPH SNIDER:

15

Joseph Snider.

16

at 1229 7th.

17

Thank you.

Good afternoon.

My name is

My son and I own property on 7th Street,

And I didn't understand, in Phase 1 of the

18

project and then the Xpress Phase 1.

19

What's the difference between these two, and why, why

20

are they needed?

21

I don't know what.

Can anyone explain that to me?

MR. TAYLOR:

There's just one, one Phase 1.

22

have three alternatives.

23

Alternative 2 and Alternative 3.

24

just got one Phase 1.

25

Villanova and I-80.

We

There's Alternative 1,
But Alternative 2 has

It's primarily situated between
There are some striping revisions
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on I-80, and the east to south ramp gets two lanes.

2

that's the area of the project.

3

MR. JOSEPH SNIDER:

4

MR. KELLER:

But

And that's Phase 1.

Okay.

Thank you.

If you want more information, too,

5

we have an exhibit for what that looks like, over here

6

on my left.

So feel free afterwards to come look.

MS. MAXEY:

7
8

to mention.

9

there listening.

And at this point, I do -- I forgot

We do have a Facebook live audience out

10

And, Jamie, do we have anything on Facebook?

11

Can we bring Jamie the mic up?

12

MR. BICHELMAN:

So I know we briefly discussed

13

phasing.

14

for the proposed project?

15

construction of each phase of the preferred alternative?

16

We have a question.

MR. KELLER:

What is the phasing plan

What is timing for the

As I mentioned in the

17

presentation, this will be five phases.

18

phase will start here in 2020, which is titled the

19

Spaghetti Bowl Xpress.

20

available, we'll be looking to four additional phases

21

over the next 20 years.

22
23

MS. MAXEY:

That first

And then, as funding becomes

And, Jamie, was there -- thank you.

Was there a name attached to that comment?

24

MR. BICHELMAN:

25

MS. MAXEY:

Scott H. Carey.

Thank you.
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1
2

I am Tim Riley with Coral

Academy of Science, 1350 East 9th Street.
I wanted to thank the Jacobs team first for

3
4

very accurately capturing our concerns on the project.

5

Our back half of our middle school at 1350 East 9th

6

Street will, under Alternatives 1 and 2, be wiped out,

7

which is about 60 percent of our student population for

8

that building.
The main thing you did capture is the fact that

9
10

it's not just that campus that would be wiped out, but

11

it would impact our entire program, because we're a

12

college prep K through 12.

13

school is kind of a central in the heart of the whole

14

thing.

And, you know, the middle

So we look forward to the mitigation process

15
16

and hope that that process will go just as smooth, and

17

also look forward to getting support from the community

18

as we look to relocate that campus.

19

Alternative 1 or 2 is chosen, it will wipe out that

20

campus.

21

Because if

I did have a question for you, sir, on the

22

timing of the next step in the decision-making process.

23

When does that occur, how, and by whom?

24

Thank you.

25

MR. KELLER:

So the question was, what is the
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next step of this environmental process?

2

today, we will incorporate all the comments that we had

3

today.

4

this summer, with the Final EIS and then a Record of

5

Decision.

6

we are moving forward with the preferred alternative,

7

and everybody gave their stamp of approval moving

8

forward to start the final design and construction.

9
10
11

So after

Then we would wrap up the final document here

What Record of Decision means is that, yes,

MR. TIM RILEY:

But who makes that decision; is

it NDOT as an entity?
MR. KELLER:

So NDOT not as an entity makes it.

12

It is actually -- using the environmental term, Steve

13

Cooke over here.

14

It's part of the process.

MR. COOKE:

The final decision-maker is the

15

Highway Administration.

16

all the documentation to them, and they make the final

17

decision.

18
19
20

MR. KEN STARK:

So there, we'll be providing

Hi.

My name's Ken Stark.

I

own Stark & Associates Commercial Real Estate.
And a couple questions.

Obviously, a lot of

21

work was put into it.

It looks like Alternative 1 looks

22

like a longer-range plan, and moves traffic faster, less

23

accidents, and so forth, twice as much, you know, from

24

the cost standpoint.

25

option Alternative 1, is cost?

Is that why you didn't choose
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MR. TAYLOR:

1

And then, if you consider all the

2

impacts, costs, yes, that's it.

3

one thing.

4

also tremendously larger than the other alternatives.

5

And we didn't see any, that level of traffic operation

6

benefit to justify that.

7

that alternative.

9

But the amount of the community impacts were

MR. KEN STARK:

8

MR. TAYLOR:

11

MR. KEN STARK:

So cost wasn't -- you know, if

I'm not -If all the costs were the same,

you would have still chose Alternative 2?
MR. TAYLOR:

13
14

So we didn't, we didn't pursue

they're all even, you would have still chose 2?

10

12

The dollar value was

It has the best operations, yes.

Yeah.
MR. KEN STARK:

15

Okay.

That's it.

The second

16

one, the second question I have is you've got a lot of

17

folks that are going to be displaced, some of them in

18

the next couple years, some, you know, quite a ways out.

19

How do they, how do you anticipate, you know, for them

20

to plan?

21

of people that would like to make improvements, but they

22

can't, or they -- or should they or shouldn't they?

23

mean that's in, you know, a new facility.

24
25

I mean, right now, you know, we've got a lot

MR. TAYLOR:

I

I'm going to speak a little out of

turn, because we don't have a right-of-way person up
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here.

But people should go on about their lives.

2

the time of acquisition, whatever the value of that

3

property is at that time will be appraised.

4

they've done improvements to the property, those, those

5

improvements will be appraised.

6

additional equipment or things that they have on their

7

property, those, the costs for relocating those and

8

reestablishing a business, or whatever, it will be

9

compensated at that time.
Okay.

At

So if

And if they have

10

MR. KEN STARK:

Thank you.

11

MS. MAXEY:

12

And I would like to point out, we do have

Thank you, John.

13

right-of-way staff there in the back.

14

further questions for them, when we get done with our

15

Q and A, please seek them out, and they'll be more than

16

happy to help you.
MR. ADOLPH RENO (phonetic spelling):

17
18

And if anyone has

Hi.

Adolph Reno.
I hope, in your next presentation, you kind of

19
20

do the educational thing about the mic use, to have it

21

close.

22

distance.

23

These mics seem to pick up at a comfortable
This mic needs -- you need to be right on it.

So it would be nice if the public is actually

24

heard when they have comments.

Okay.

And I've asked

25

for help, and I haven't seen any effort to do it.
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Thank you.

2

MS. MAXEY:

3

MR. MICHAEL SANBURN:

4

Thank you.
My name is Michael

Sanburn.
And I really think that we should consider

5
6

keeping the airport exit.

I really think that we're

7

taking a step backwards in our community if we don't

8

keep that.
And, also, at what point will we know which way

9
10

we're going to go, whether it's going to be

11

Alternative 1, Alternative 2, Alternative 3; at what

12

date will we know that this is what we're going to do?

13

Thank you.

14

MR. KELLER:

So there isn't a specific date

15

that we have at this time.

16

environmental process take the steps.

17

goes through each of the county boards for endorsement

18

as well.

19

We have to let the
And that also

So as we go through the process, the community

20

will be kept in the loop as we progress through that.

21

Right now, we are identifying and moving forward the

22

preferred alternative, Alternative 2, unless we hear

23

objections to that Alternative 2, as being the

24

preferred.

25

MR. MICHAEL SANBURN:

So you -51
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1
2

approach the mic?

Can you please state your name, and
Thank you.

MR. MICHAEL SANBURN:

3

Just a follow-up.

So, to

4

ask again, kind of follow up with what you said just

5

said, so we could be starting this Phase 1 before we

6

even know if it's going to be Alternative 2,

7

Alternative 3, Alternative 1?

8

MR. KELLER:

9

No, sir, that's not correct.

So

we won't start the final design and construction until

10

we complete the environmental process.

11

complete the environmental process in the summer, then

12

we will start the final design and construction after

13

that.
MR. MICHAEL SANBURN:

14

So once we

So at that point, you'll

15

say, yeah, this is what we're doing, Alternative 2, and

16

this is the way it's going to be?

17

MR. KELLER:

18

MR. MICHAEL SANBURN:

19

MS. MAXEY:

20

Yes, sir, next step.
Okay.

And your name?

Thank you.
It's for the public

record.

21

MR. MICHAEL SANBURN:

22

MR. COOKE:

Michael Sanburn.

I'd like to add that the

23

environmental document, our anticipated approval date is

24

July of next year.

25

Phase 1 isn't planned until 2020.

So the proposed construction for
So there's about a
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year and a half lapse between when the environmental

2

document is approved versus the construction.

3

MS. MAXEY:

4

MR. JAKE COFFLIN:

5
6

Thank you, Steven.
Hi.

My name is Jake

Cofflin.
My curiosity is in the environmental impact.

7

If I've got it right, in preferred 2, that we would be

8

referring, taking traffic down Wells Avenue and onto

9

Oddie to get from I-80 to 580?

10

And, also, in the environmental impact -- I

11

mean I live next to the freeway on Clear Acre Lane.

12

What are they going to do for me for cleaning my solar

13

panels and all the dirt that comes to my house and all

14

the light that I have to put up with during night

15

construction?

16

MR. TAYLOR:

I'll take the first part.

Just as

17

a point of clarification, what we're trying to describe

18

is freeway access to Oddie and freeway access to Wells.

19

The freeway-to-freeway movements will be on ramps.

20

won't have to get -- you don't have to go down to Oddie

21

and Wells to get from one freeway to the other.

22

have their own freeway-to-freeway ramps.

You

They'll

23

What we're trying to describe to you is, is if

24

you want to get to Oddie, Wells corridor, and you're on

25

I-80, you'll use Wells.

If you want to get to the
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Oddie, Wells corridor, and you're on 580, 395, you'll

2

use Oddie.

That's the simple way to put that.

3

MR. JAKE COFFLIN:

Okay.

Thank you.

4

MR. TAYLOR:

M-hm (affirmative).

5

MR. KELLER:

To address your second question,

6

when the construction does start, we'll work closely

7

with our contract community and our contractor to

8

understand if there's any damages, such as the example

9

of dust on your solar panels.

10

during the time of construction with the contractor.

11

MR. JAKE COFFLIN:

12

MS. MAXEY:

13

That would be mitigated

Thank you.

Any questions, do we have any other

ones out there, anyone else wants to approach the mic?
Okay.

14

Well, seeing none, we'll go ahead and

15

close the comment and question session for our first

16

presentation.
Please make sure you grab a handout with a

17
18

comment sheet.

19

you'd like to make a comment tonight.
We also have a great station over here with

20
21

some visual.

22

as well.

23
24
25

We have comment boxes in the back if

So you might want to look at that station

Thank you.
* * * * *
(The first presentation ended at 4:27 p.m.)
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* * * * *

2

(At 4:29 p.m., Mr. Shaun Carey gave the

3

following comment to the court reporter.)

4

MR. SHAUN CAREY:

Shaun Carey.

5

We've been very concerned at the airport with

6

the track that this project has taken.

7

included as a participating agency with NDOT at the

8

initiation of this project.

9

last year that we were given the participating agency

10

designation, which gave us access to the meetings and

11

those opportunities.

12

We were not

It wasn't until March of

That has severely hampered our ability to work

13

with NDOT to find a resolution to the problems that we

14

are facing at the airport with this alternative.

15

been impossible to have NDOT stop this project in time

16

to sit down with the airport in the process and work out

17

an alternative which would work for both parties.

18

that's led to an unnecessary and adverse situation.

19

It has

And

But for us at the airport, it is very, very

20

important that we are given a fair chance to be heard on

21

why access is so important.

22

presented to us takes away a ramp which was included in

23

the original design of 580 over the objections of NDOT.

24

Those two ramps would not be there today without the

25

U.S. Secretary of Transportation in the 1980s directing

The alternative that they
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that action to happen.

We find ourselves these many

2

years later being confronted with the same situation

3

where our voice is not being heard.

4

It's disappointing to be here today and we have

5

had no discussion with the staff at NDOT on what they're

6

willing to do to solve the problems of the airport

7

access.

8

have a freeway access ramp that directly enters our

9

property.

One of our greatest concerns has been that we

We are a directly impacted agency who should

10

have been a cooperating agency or at least a

11

participating agency from the beginning of this process.
It was simply too much for the NDOT leadership

12
13

to stop this process and do it right in the first place.

14

And that has long and hard impacts.

15

airport master plan which calls for building an airport

16

for the future.

17

of tomorrow.

18

serve customers for 130 miles in any direction at our

19

airport.

20

to drive to Sacramento.

They didn't have an

What you see today is not the airport

And we rely upon the Reno-Tahoe airport to

We are the sole choice unless you're willing

So I want to be real clear that this is a

21
22

transportation agency confronted with another

23

transportation agency that has not been cooperating

24

properly.

25

fight.

And that's lead to this long debate and
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1
2

emergency management exercise to test the three

3

alternatives that NDOT is proposing.

4

first responders from our community, including

5

representatives from the Sheriff's Department, the Reno

6

Police Department, the Sparks Fire Department, the

7

REMSA.

8

to tell us how they would respond to a simple accident

9

at the intersection of Plumb and Terminal Way, within,

We invited the

And those bodies always are given an opportunity

10

using the NDOT traffic numbers and the NDOT designs of a

11

diverging interchange, which leaves the intersection

12

close to the airport.

13

I'm going to digress for just a moment here to

14

say the basic problem is the airport was there first,

15

and they built the freeway too close to the entrance of

16

the airport.

17

enough room to move traffic or queue traffic without

18

creating a level of service, conditions of traffic.

19

So we wanted to see what a simple accident

And that's the problem.

You don't have

20

would do in all three alternatives, for to us respond to

21

an accident involving a truck, a car, with a number of

22

injuries.

23

multiagency response.

24

severely hampered by the access that is left to the

25

airport without those ramps.

It's an injury accident that would require a
And that response would be
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The flow of emergency vehicles coming from the

2

Sheriff's Office, coming from the resources in the City

3

of Sparks and from the Reno resources would be severely

4

hampered.

5

airport, it can be anything from terrorism to a simple

6

auto accident to something much worse.

And, as we know, in an incident involving an

7

And it's important that NDOT stop, look at what

8

they're doing and simply include the airport alternative

9

in their preferred alternative.

They're not saying that

10

in the communications to the public.

11

say that the airport's traffic needs are met by their

12

design.

13

simple as getting from A to B and determining what the

14

level of service is and congestion.

15

ensuring the people are safe.

16

They continue to

Well, moving traffic to an airport is not as

It's a matter of

We saw, in an actual incident at the

17

Los Angeles International Airport, where a gentleman

18

with a gun marched past the TSA security, moved down the

19

concourse in L.A. and began firing.

20

by an officer on duty in that concourse.

21

resulted in the airport closing.

22

of cars were abandoned in place, on freeways, on access

23

roads, because people were going to the airport and they

24

don't know it's closed.

25

And he was stopped
But it

Hundreds and hundreds

And that severely hampers the ability for
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emergency services to get to a facility.

Those ramps

2

are a vital public safety link, and they'll be very much

3

needed to ensure the safety of the public as we move to

4

meet the needs of the 21st century.
I am for NDOT to include the airport's

5
6

preferred alternative.

7

because of the traffic projections.

8

safety issue that can only be solved by considering the

9

needs of public safety providers.

10

They have not.

And stop saying it's not needed,
This is a public

We have done that.

Let's fix this problem.

Thank you.

11

* * * * *

12

(At 5:18 p.m., Ms. Sue Ward gave the following

13
14

comment to the court reporter.)

15

MS. SUE WARD:

16

So I'm just very disappointed with NDOT for the

Sue Ward.

17

design of taking away the freeway bypass on -- whatever

18

you call it, to get to the airport off of going on 580

19

south.

20

ramp being put in place.

21

We now have a lot more people in the last 30 years, and

22

they want to take us back in design and make it much

23

more inconvenient for the public driving vehicles to get

24

to the airport.

25

I've lived here.

I've driven it prior to that
Traffic was a nightmare then.

The NDOT has made many, many freeway access
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ramps to the Las Vegas airport.

2

department, NDOT can make the designs.

3

work at making a design with freeway access to the Reno

4

airport.

5

8
9

So they need to

Just very disappointed with NDOT.
* * * * *

6
7

So, obviously, the

(At 5:30 p.m., the second of two presentations
began, as follows.)
MR. HOFFMAN:

Okay.

How are we doing tonight?

10

I do have 5:30 on the nose, so I'm going to kick this

11

thing off.

12

things to do.

13

get you out as fast as we can.

14

opportunity for you all to make comments, ask questions,

15

those sorts of things, at the end.

16

So good evening.

We know you guys have a lot of important
So we're going to try to get you in and
But there will be an

My name's Bill Hoffman.

I'm

17

the Deputy Director at the Nevada Department of

18

Transportation.

19

showing up this evening.

20

we know you have a lot of shopping and other things that

21

you're doing.

I want to thank you very much for
We know you have a lot of --

So we appreciate this.

22

So who, who is new, who's new to the meeting?

23

(There was a show of hands.)

24

MR. HOFFMAN:

25

Okay.

I just wanted to see a

show of hands of who we had, then.

Okay.
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So thank you, everybody, for showing up.

2

Before we get started, I would like to thank a

3

few people, a lot of people that made all of this

4

happen.
We have Dale Keller, who's the Project Manager.

5
6

You'll be hearing from him a little later.

We have Nick

7

Johnson, that's in the back.

John Taylor.

8

Alex Hoeft.

9

they've really, they've really done a great job bringing

10

Steve Cooke.

A lot of other people worked on this, but

this to you today.

11

We have a great presentation.

You're going to

12

see all the work that our folks put into this.
This is a very important project to the

13
14

community.

It's the final few steps in the first major

15

step working through the environmental process, so the

16

NEPA process.
We have to go through this environmental

17
18

process.

We have to make sure that you're giving us

19

input.

20

will give you a lot of details on the process, the

21

scenarios, and all of that.

22

And then, again, you'll have an opportunity to comment.

23

So, with that, again, I just want to say thank

That's part of the process.

Our Project Manager

He'll go into great detail.

24

you for showing up.

This is part of the public process.

25

We appreciate this.

And I'll hand it over to Dale
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Keller, our Project Manager.

2

Thank you.

3

MR. KELLER:

4

Good evening, and welcome.

Thank you, Bill.
My name is Dale

5

Keller, with the Nevada Department of Transportation,

6

Project Manager.
And tonight, NDOT and the Federal Highway

7
8

Administration have prepared this Draft Environmental

9

Impact Statement, or we would say the Draft EIS, of the

10

Spaghetti Bowl project.

11

your continuous participation throughout this whole

12

development of this very important project.
So with me up here is our panel of subject

13
14

And I want to thank you for

matter experts.

And I'll let them introduce themselves.

MR. TAYLOR:

15

Hi.

I'm John Taylor.

16

Consultant Project Manager.

17

MR. COOKE:

18
19

Cooke.

Good evening.

I'm the

My name is Steve

I'm the Chief of Environmental Services at NDOT.
MR. WEBB:

I'm Charlie Webb with Jacobs.

I

20

worked with Steve to prepare the Environmental Impact

21

Statement.

22

MR. KELLER:

23

So the panel and I will be happy to answer

24
25

Thank you, gentlemen.

questions after the presentation.
This project team has reached the key
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milestone, as I said, as part of the NEPA -- NEPA stands

2

for the National Environmental Policy Act -- where we

3

developed this draft environmental document.

4

This document assesses the environmental

5

effects of this project, the actual project take on the

6

Spaghetti Bowl.

7

your comments on this process.

8

opportunity to provide input into this very important

9

project before we wrap it up, the final document, as

10
11
12

And we want to solicit your input and
And this is the final

well as what we call a Record of Decision.
We encourage comments, but please hold all your
comments until the end of the presentation.

13

So why is this project needed?

This project,

14

while maintaining a key link to local, state and

15

national transportation systems, it will address the

16

obsolete design of the Spaghetti Bowl that was

17

originally built in the 1970s.

18

safety and decrease crashes.

19

the existing and the future traffic volumes at an

20

acceptable level of service.

It's also to improve the
And then will accommodate

21

So, as we started to peel this onion, as you

22

could say, is that we had a length a little more than

23

just the Spaghetti, more than just the freeway, on this.

24

So we started looking at the adjacent interchanges here,

25

to find a way they all work together and how one impacts
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2

each other.
So our study area included not only the

3

Spaghetti Bowl itself inside, but our limited group of

4

16 different service interchanges.

5

I-80, we studied all the way out to Keystone Avenue.

6

the north side, on U.S. 95, or excuse me, U.S. 395, is

7

Parr Boulevard.

8

way out to East McCarran.

9

down, all the way down to the Meadowood Mall.

10

On the west side on
On

On the eastern limit, we went all the
And our southern limits are

So, like I said, this is a large undertaking

11

and a big project to meet the solutions of not only now,

12

but 20 years from now.

13

So what the need for the project is, the first

14

one is to reduce delay.

15

congestion.

16

characterized by slower speeds, longer trip times,

17

longer lines of stopped or slowed vehicles.

18

this area every single day, and I'm one of those persons

19

stopped on those ramps as everybody else is flying 70

20

miles an hour.

21

Traffic delay is all in traffic

Traffic congestion and delay are

I travel

So we're looking to -- and what that is the

22

result of is that it's reached it's capacity.

23

now, to be able to -- it was built, like I said, in the

24

early '70s.

25

time, Washoe County had roughly about 160,000 people

It's approaching 50 years old.

Right

At that
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that lived.

And today, the Reno-Sparks area is over

2

300,000 people.

3

in this traffic area.

It sees over 260,000 vehicles per day

That need and that congestion is only going to

4
5

continue to grow.

And 2040 and 20 years from now, we're

6

going to see increases in traffic on I-80 up to 25

7

percent.

8

going to see that grow up to 50, even up to 100 percent

9

of traffic on U.S. 395.

And, also, up in the North Valleys, we're

The second one is to improve safety.

10

Between

11

2011 and 2015, the total number of crashes almost

12

doubled.

13

nearly one injury crash per day in this area.

14

sadly, there were eight fatal accidents in those

15

five-year period.

In 2015, there were three crashes per day and
And,

16

So these crash rates are actually higher in

17

comparison to other urban interchanges in Nevada, as

18

this is really making it, making safety be a key factor

19

for the project.

20

And next is the bridge conditions.

In this

21

area, there are over 50 bridges, and they're all

22

reaching their service life.

23

picture on the screen, that they're also responsible for

24

some of the substandard conditions that you see on the

25

freeways today.

As you can tell in this
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And the last one, the need for the project, is

2

to optimize the system connections.

3

second-longest interstate system in the United States,

4

going from San Francisco all the way through New Jersey,

5

plays a key role in freight and commerce.

6

I-580, it provides a great connection to southern

7

California, northern California, Oregon and Washington.

8
9

I-80 is the

Also, on

So the purpose of the project is very clear.
It's to address the obsolete design of the freeway

10

system and interchanges in order to improve safety and

11

improve our traffic operations to reduce those fatal and

12

injury crashes.

13

So this process started really quickly, and

14

this started to kick off in the spring of 2017.

15

time, we presented what the need of the project was for

16

and why we're looking to find solutions.

17

At that

Later, that fall, in September 2017, we

18

presented a range of alternatives.

19

alternatives was the kind of what we feet are those

20

different concepts and studies that we did and narrowed

21

down to three alternatives.

22

for input at that time.

23

alternatives, have changed and morphed into what we have

24

here today, posted around the room.

25

And that range of

We provided input and asked

And those, our range of

At that time, we've had over 188 stakeholders.
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And, I think, we received input from multiple people,

2

including the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony, the Reno

3

Housing Authority, and other major community employers

4

as well.

5

So where we were in the NEPA process.

6

can see here, the yellow dots or yellow stars, we're at

7

the selection of the preferred alternative and the

8

publication of the Draft EIS.

9

stands for Environmental Impact Statement.

10
11

As you

And, once again, EIS
And that's a

part of the environmental process.
So, here today, what we're looking to receive

12

is input on this draft and input on our preferred

13

alternative.

14

Alternative Number 2.

Our preferred alternative is

15

And then, lastly, we want to hear about input

16

about the Reno-Tahoe Airport Authority's design option

17

for Alternative 2 airport direct access ramps.

18
19

And, once again, we'll have a Q and A at the
end of this presentation.

20

So the range of the alternatives, as we looked

21

into this, we developed three main alternatives to find

22

out how to solve the project's needs.

23

in September 2017, they evolved and we made

24

modifications based off your input and your

25

participation.

And, like I said,
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1
2

differences between the different alternatives and show

3

you how each of them work.

4

room, NDOT gave a little more detail of each of the

5

three alternatives.

But, as I said, around the

So, first, we had to look into the No Build

6
7

alternatives.

What happens if we don't do anything for

8

the next 20 years, till 2040; what is that going to look

9

like?

Leave everything as it is today.

There will no

10

improvements to the existing transportation system.

11

Existing problems will remain.

12

Wells will just continue to get worse.

13

congestion, more accidents in those areas.

14

the Spaghetti Bowl ramps will be improved.

15

As an example, the I-80,
We'll see more
And none of

Now, of the three alternatives, there's common

16

elements of these.

17

five freeway lanes in each direction approaching the

18

Spaghetti Bowl.

19

continue through the Spaghetti Bowl, adding that

20

capacity through the heart, the center of Reno-Sparks.

21

And the first one is there'll be

And three of those lanes will actually

In addition, each of these have full freeway

22

shoulders.

23

the roadway, you'll be able to safely pull off on the

24

shoulder.

25

So if you have an accident or incident on

Each alternative will be built in phases.

As
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you saw, our big project limits, we can't deliver all

2

that at once without being phased over the next 20

3

years.

4

And then, lastly, there will be right-of-way

5

that will be required in the basic construction of each

6

one of these alternatives.

7

So Alternative 1.

The main thing you get out

8

of Alternative 1, it keeps all existing access and uses

9

ramp-braiding to keep weaving conflicts off the freeway.

10

So, to reduce the footprint and the number of bridges,

11

all the existing movements will be combined on every

12

leg, except for the east one, and the weaving movements

13

would occur on the ramps themselves.

14

off the freeway.

15

So take all that

Alternative 2 modifies some access and uses

16

ramp-braiding to improve safety and operations.

17

there's a combination of ramp-braiding.

18

is not a new concept, maybe new to here.

19

take traffic up and over or under each other to avoid

20

merging and weaving in those conflict points.

21

So

Ramp-braiding
It's where you

The Spaghetti Bowl was significantly changed on

22

the actual lanes throughout and an increase in posted

23

speeds on ramps.

24

same, but those distances will improve greatly.

25

Some weaving units will still stay the

And, lastly, in Alternative 3, eliminate some
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of the access and modifies interchanges to improve

2

weaving operations and minimize the product footprint.

3

This results in the smallest footprint and one at a

4

lower cost.

5

limited changes to the ramp alignment, but the biggest

6

thing you'll see is the closing of the local interchange

7

roads near and adjacent to the Spaghetti Bowl.
And as I mentioned, Alternative 2 has been

8
9

The proposed freeway to freeway would have

identified, and we believe it strikes the best balance

10

between satisfying the project needs and minimizing the

11

impacts to the community and maintaining the freeway

12

access.

13

reached this conclusion.

14

And I'm going to touch upon why and how we

So here's a comparison, so a stop-through,

15

walk-through the corridor.

16

and hard to comprehend in a quick presentation.

17

there's staff that's around the room to help answer any

18

specific questions that you may have.

19

I know it's long and tedious
But

So we're going to start on I-80 and Virginia

20

Street around downtown Reno.

21

right of the screen, that'll show you where we are kind

22

of in relationship to Reno and Sparks.

23

And you see in the bottom

So we're going to start with this western leg

24

at downtown Reno and I-80.

There is no changes between

25

Alternative 1 and Alternative 2.

But Alternative 3
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modifies the access by closing off Center Street and

2

combining the access at Sierra Street and Virginia

3

Street.
Moving east is my favorite interchange.

4

It is

5

I-80 and Wells, where we see a lot of the problems out

6

there today.

7

So, once again, Alternative 1, ramp-braiding on most all

8

of the alternatives.

9

have out there today, limit any and all the conflict

10

Alternative 1 keeps all the ramp-braiding.

So you have better access than you

points as we're merging and weaving.
Now, Alternative 2 is a little bit different.

11
12

You'll see some major differences at Sierra, where

13

there's a combination of ramp-braiding and at-grade

14

weaving.

15

we're asking people.

16

the freeway itself.

17

and I-580.

18

people to use Oddie Boulevard to get to and from this

19

Wells, Oddie corridor.

20

best interchange to get on and off will be Wells.

21

But this really works together with Oddie.

So

Wells will now serve I-80, I-80,
No longer will it serve U.S. 395

So if you're on the 395, we're going to ask

Likewise, if you're on I-80, the

Alternative 3, it's really what we have out

22

there today over increasing the weaving distance by

23

creating these new partial cloverleaf-type interchanges

24

by increasing that weaving distance to provide a safer

25

and smoother operation.
71
SHANNON L. TAYLOR, CCR, CSR, RMR
(775) 887-0472

NDOT PUBLIC HEARING, DRAFT EIS, SPAGHETTI BOWL, 12-12-18
Moving east of the Spaghetti Bowl now, in

1
2

Alternative 1, on I-80, Kietzke Road and Rock Boulevard,

3

is we're keeping all that access we have out there

4

today, once again providing ramp-braiding, the best

5

solid solution here.
Alternative 2, on this one, we are moving the

6
7

access at 4th Street to Kietzke.

So we're consolidating

8

the access here at Kietzke and providing a frontage road

9

that'll take you to Rock, the Nugget Avenue, and also

10

vice versa.

So this, this option, once again, Kietzke's

11

a great corridor for cars and providing some

12

ramp-braiding to and from I-80.

13

4th Street, or excuse me, Kietzke does have the access

14

both to I-80 and I-580 and 395.

And this does,

Alternative 3 eliminates the access at

15
16

4th Street and will push all that traffic over to Rock

17

and beefing up the Rock interchange, that providing that

18

single access point for the Sparks area.
Moving further to the east here, past the

19
20

Nugget is Pyramid Way.

Alternative 1 is really where

21

you see the major differences and major changes.

22

where, or once again, you're using that ramp-braiding

23

concept.

24

really changes how Victorian Avenue looks and feels, as

25

you can see in the pictures shown, and that becomes a

It's

But what happens is you incorporate and it
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1

cul-de-sac and no longer connects to Pyramid.
All right.

2

Jumping on 395, on the north side

3

of the project, we're going to work our way down south.

4

This is at Clear Acre and McCarran.

5

eliminates the Clear Acre onto the freeway and pushes

6

everything down to McCarran, adding two lanes on

7

McCarran.
Alternative 2 keeps it very similar to what we

8
9

Alternative 1

have out there today, adding a lane from Clear Acre,

10

then adding a lane on McCarran.

And one thing to note

11

is there'll be six new lanes from the south, which we

12

don't have nearly what we have today, adding that

13

capacity from the southbound direction on 395.
Likewise, Alternative 3, it's very similar to

14
15

Alternative 2, by creating on-ramps at Clear Acre and

16

on-ramps on North McCarran going southbound as well.
Moving further south, first of all, to Oddie

17
18

Boulevard, Alternative 1, guess what?

Ramp-braiding,

19

keep all the access that we have out there today,

20

introducing the ramp-braiding in any conflict points.
Alternative 2, as we talked about, at Oddie

21
22

Boulevard here, there will be access to Oddie only from

23

395.

24

cannot exit to Oddie.

25

So if you're driving on I-80 through Sparks, you

And, lastly, Alternative 3 leaves it very much
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what we have here today, still having these little

2

partial cloverleaves at Oddie to improve that at-grade

3

weaving distance, pushing that back, creating better

4

mobility in that area as well.
South of the Spaghetti Bowl is the Mill Street

5
6

and 2nd and Glendale interchanges.

Alternative 1 will,

7

once again, do ramp-braiding and separate that movement

8

to provide all those weaving distances off the freeway.

9

Alternative 2, in the southbound direction, is

10

the only change, where you're introducing a

11

ramp-braiding southbound between 2nd Street and Mill

12

Street.

13

to we have out there today.

North Valley, you have what it is, very similar

And Alternative 3 combines those interchanges

14
15

at Mill Street and 2nd Street and provides a little

16

frontage road to consolidate that access between Mill

17

and 2nd and Glendale.

18

The last interchange I'd like to discuss and

19

bring to everybody's attention is the I-580 and Plumb

20

Lane.

21

interchange into a single-point diamond at Plumb Lane.

22

The airport direct connect ramps that are out there

23

today need to be removed in order to widen the freeway.

24

Based on our NDOT traffic operations, the traffic

25

getting to and from Plumb Lane, to the businesses to the

Alternative 1 consolidates the Plumb Lane
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1

west and also to the airport provides the decrease in

2

time that we have out there today, creating a functional

3

interchange at Plumb Lane.

4

Also, on Alternative 2, we're proposing a

5

diverging diamond interchange at Plumb Lane.

Once

6

again, we're going to widen out the freeway.

The

7

current airport ramps will be taken down.

8

based off our traffic modeling, that improves on the

9

freeway and Plumb interchange and get the traffic to and

And then,

10

from the airport will operate efficiently if the direct

11

connect ramps were not reconstructed.

12

And, lastly, Alternative 3 is what we have out

13

there today, with this existing split diamond, and the

14

airport ramps would be reconstructed here in

15

Alternative 3.

16

ramp-braiding further up, next to Mill, and then up to

17

2nd and Glendale.

18

And, once again, you're adding

Further south of this, there'll be improvements

19

down to the South Virginia, and we talked about

20

Meadowood Mall.

21

the alternatives.

22

But those are all very similar in all

And one thing we'd also like to have input

23

tonight, as I began, was the Reno-Tahoe Airport

24

Authority has endorsed this concept for a direct access,

25

for a design option for the preferred alternative,
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Alternative 2.

So NDOT staff has worked closely with

2

the Airport Authority since the summer of 2017 to find a

3

solution that works best for not only travelers,

4

employers, but also the Nevada International Guard.

5

we're currently working with the Airport Authority to

6

find the best solution for the community, as here, and

7

it's working with the Washoe RTC and the City of Reno as

8

well.

9

So after the public comment period, like I

10

said, had a chance to review and comment on this in

11

terms of this option.

12

the Airport Authority.

13

part of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

So

And we'll continue to work with
And this option may become a

So, now, those are the different alternatives

14
15

and main comparisons between all three.

Now I'm going

16

to jump to the impacts and mitigation measures.
So part of this process of environmental, we

17
18

have to study the direct impacts, the indirect impacts,

19

and the cumulative impacts that these scenarios will

20

have not only in the environmental aspects between

21

rivers and fish and wildlife, but also the human impacts

22

that have that impact to the community, residentials,

23

commercial displacements, and so forth.
So I'm going to such upon what these resources

24
25

are.

There are 10 of them that we've evaluated in this
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process.

2

shortly and at a high level.

3

you have specific questions, have our expert panel help

4

answer your questions.

5

And I'll touch upon each one of these very
And then we'll have, if

So, first off, we found areas of no impacts.

6

So that's farmlands, energy resources, geology and

7

hazardous materials.

8

air quality and water resources, vegetation, wildlife,

9

fish, and visual characters.

In addition, we were looking at

And we determined that

10

there was no distinction among the three alternatives on

11

these different impacts.

12

So the first one I want to discuss at length a

13

little bit is the community resources.

14

describes the social and build environment.

15

environment means to me like the human environment.

16

these touch upon residents, businesses, the Reno-Sparks

17

Indian Colony, publicly-owned buildings, community,

18

emergency services, and so forth.

19

shows you all the different types of land use along our

20

study area.

21

So this section
Build
So

And this is, this

So the first one we're going to talk about is

22

residential displacement.

As you'll see, this chart

23

talks about different residential displacements, that we

24

talked about.

25

Displacements."

The far left says "Residential
So that's what this slide is going to
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address.

Then you have the No Build alternative,

2

Alternative 1, 2 and 3.

3

So as you look at the No Build, of course,

4

you're not going to have any displacements with the

5

No Build.

6

without improvements in the Spaghetti Bowl, residents

7

would experience deterioration of safety, traffic, and

8

travel time, which we would expect.

9

But, if it's not the -- the improvements,

But, back to the community resources, in all

10

three alternatives, this is the biggest community impact

11

that we have on the job.

12

alternatives, Alternative 1 has the highest number of

13

residential displacements, with over 938 displacements.

14

That equals roughly 2,000 people.

15

As can you tell, on all three

Now, if you look at between Alternative 2 and

16

Alternative 3, they're roughly the same, with roughly

17

300, or 300 displacements, and 200 displacements for

18

Alternative 3.

19

So one thing, also, to note, as I said, this

20

will be done over phases, the construction phases over

21

the next 20 years.

22

spread over an amount of time, over several years,

23

reducing the number of relocations we need to have at

24

one time.

25

So these displacements will be

And we dug a little bit deeper into residential
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displacements, into affordable housing.

Now, affordable

2

housing, and this is a term that was brought by the

3

Truckee Meadows housing study regarding a part of

4

missing-middle category of housing.

5

housing, it refers to the -- which is the affordable

6

households with incomes between $20,000 to $60,000.

Missing-middle

So we do recognize that there is going to be

7
8

displacements of this missing-middle category.

And

9

there will be a loss publicly-owned and low-income

10

housing, with that supply would be reduced.

And then

11

the market demand limits developer incentives for

12

affordable housing.

13

the parts of affordable housing and are impacts on this

14

project.

So we do recognize that is one of

Once again, if you look at Alternative 1, that

15
16

does have the highest number of displacements.

17

about affordable housing.

18

ran by the Reno Housing Authority, has 86,

19

Alternative 1.

Mineral Manor, that's been

Alternative 2 has half of that roughly, with

20
21

42.

22

displacements with the 16 units at Maple Leaves

23

apartments, which is ran by the Northern Nevada

24

Community Housing.

25

We talk

And, also, Alternative 1 has additional

And Alternative 3 has two displacements to the
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Mineral Manor area.
Regarding business displacements, they're

2
3

dispersed throughout the whole study area.

There is a

4

cluster of light manufacturing that would be displaced

5

in the southeast quadrant of the Spaghetti Bowl.

6

those pictures behind you depict that.

7

alternatives would displace the self-storage business

8

that's east of 395 in the northeast quadrant.

And

And all three

In addition, I'll point out, Alternative 1 also

9
10

would displace the Nugget Casino Resort and Rail City

11

Casino, and also eliminate parking along Victorian

12

Avenue in downtown Sparks, as we touched upon.
In Alternatives 2 and 3 are roughly the same

13
14

business displacements, with just over 20.
The next community resource we looked at was

15
16

the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony.

17

alternatives, there would be no displacements between

18

the residents, businesses or tribal buildings within the

19

RSIC.

20

parking.

21

three is we talk about how do you manage and preserve

22

your existing access at 2nd Street and Mill Street.

23

In all three

There would be some elimination of off-street
But the biggest difference is, between the

We've been working closely with the colony for

24

the last year and a half, two years.

The preferred

25

alternative does not require any land from the RSIC.
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The preferred alternative does not impact Walmart and

2

maintains very similar access to their -- to 2nd Street

3

and Mill Street.

4

as we discuss construction phasing, as we begin this

5

first phase of construction.

And we'll continue to work with them

Next up is public buildings and social

6
7

services.

This talks about what services are provided

8

in the area that will be displaced.

9

displaces the highest number.

Alternative 1

Once again, Coral Academy

10

Middle School, Boys & Girls Club, as well as University

11

of Nevada.

12

type of strip of land from the Agricultural Experiment

13

Station from UNR.

14

Alternative 2 would also displace the Coral Academy

15

Middle School.

These three alternatives will require some

These three and then also

Finishing up here on community services, on

16
17

parks-wise, Alternative 1 would close three parks.

And

18

then there'd be partial impacts on the preferred

19

alternative, with Sage Street Park and Fisherman's Park.
Now, moving on to mitigation, as I said, if we

20
21

couldn't work around it, we'd have to mitigate these

22

impacts.

23

mitigations that would be required to do by law.

24

residents, both who are owners and renters, are

25

protected by what we say the Uniform Act.

This mitigation shows the residential
So

We do have
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Craig Reynoldson in the back, who's with our NDOT

2

right-of-way division, to help answer any questions

3

about what your rights are, if you would be displaced as

4

a resident or even as a commercial business.

5

NDOT will have to pay fair market value for

6

your house.

7

comparable replacement rentals and assistance.

8

Also, if you're a renter, we must find

Now, knowing that the current market is out

9

there and the current housing shortage, we are looking

10

and considering additional options to consider as part

11

of this environmental mitigation measure.

12

For example, we are considering extending that

13

rental assistance up to 24 months beyond that Uniform

14

Act, creating a total of 66 months of total variety of

15

rental assistance.

16

Also, we're working closely to find and/or

17

build replacement housing or provide funds, who could

18

build replacement housing out there in the community.

19

And we'll also assist with property taxes as well.

20

Regarding affordable housing mitigations, we're

21

continuing to work with the Reno Housing Authority and

22

find different innovative ways to go above and beyond to

23

help with affordable housing; for example, funding the

24

Authority to provide for additional vouchers, providing

25

replacement houses at Mineral Manor, or even develop,
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undeveloped, that property, to build on units.
Environmental justice category, this analyzes

2
3

and has conducted a look at impacts to minority and

4

low-income population.

5

analysis has shown that there's a disproportionately

6

high adverse impact on the environmental justice

7

population.

8

through the same area for minority and low-income.

We do recognize and then our

What that means, all three alternatives go

9

Now, we had to show a different alternative or

10

our analysis also showed that it had very grave adverse

11

social environmental and human and health impacts that

12

are more severe.

13

be extraordinary in magnitude in cost, and other than

14

what we're looking at with these three alternatives.

And, actually, that, that cost would

There's ongoing conversations with the EJ

15
16

population.

17

Reno Housing Authority, the HUD, and other community

18

services regarding housing.

19

meaningful opportunities and conversations with minority

20

and low-income populations during this decision-making

21

process.

22

And, like I talked about, that means with

Traffic noise.

And we'll continue to have

This is a simple, in my eyes,

23

to make sure we're mitigating.

It's if there's a

24

traffic noise barrier or a soundwall that's out there

25

today, we will reconstruct those soundwalls.

And, also,
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we will ensure that the height and lengths of those

2

barriers provide the maximum benefit to the community.

3

And each of the slides have -- excuse me -- the display

4

boards where we anticipate having a soundwall.

5

Water resource-wise, all three alternatives,

6

we're going to remove the I-580 bridge piers in the

7

Truckee River.

8

improve water quality throughout the Truckee Meadows.

9

And, also, all three alternatives will

Lastly, the last resource I'd like to talk

10

about is the cultural resource.

11

effects on historical, cultural, and archaeological

12

resources.

13

can see, Alternative 1 has the largest impact, once

14

again, with three historical properties on the National

15

Register and one on the State Register.

16

does have one on each as well.

17

has no impacts.

18

This section includes

So what's that historical property?

As you

Alternative 2

And then Alternative 3

So this brings us to the identification of the

19

preferred alternative.

20

and need of the project was and then what those

21

environmental impacts were, and also cost.

22

didn't do this in a bubble.

23

agencies to help participate along with this process to

24

identified the preferred alternative.

25

So we looked at what the purpose

And we

We had input from local

So, first, we looked at the what we call the
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functional selection criteria of purpose and need.

So

2

how does it address, address access, safety and traffic

3

conditions.
So, first, if you take a look at the second

4
5

column, the second row from the top, you'll see

6

Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 removes over 30 percent

7

of weaving throughout the total study area.

8

helped increases your safety and reduce incidents by

9

just eliminating those conflicts altogether.

10

over 30 percent.

11

percent.

12

That really

So that's

Alternative 3 has, is down to 10

Now, regarding traffic operations, if you look

13

at the second row from the bottom, in 2040 traffic

14

speeds, you look at Alternative 1, 2 and 3, they all

15

have greater than 90 percent.

16

to the top with roughly, close to 95 percent of traffic,

17

that is, in 20 years from now, moving 50 miles an hour

18

or faster during the morning and a.m. commutes.

19

I could do that now.

20

But Alternative 2 raises

I wish

I think, we all do.

But, so that's going to be a huge benefit.

21

These three alternatives do a great job solving purpose

22

and need.

23

Now we take a look at how does this impact the

24

community and the environmental resources and so forth.

25

So, as I touched upon, Alternative 1 has the largest
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impact.

And Alternative 2 and 3 are roughly the same on

2

each three of those, excuse me, on each of the different

3

environmental criteria resources.

4

And the last row is the cost.

So the

5

Alternative 1 cost is over $4 billion.

6

Alternatives 2 and 3 come in roughly $2.4 billion.

And

So identifying this, we looked all through

7
8

this.

Here's the local agencies who helped participate

9

in this process.

And we had a very rudimentary look at

10

how to do this, a red light, green light for purpose and

11

need, and the cultural impacts, and then we scored it

12

overall.

13

Alternative 1 had a lot of reds because it had

14

the largest impact of all three alternatives.

15

Alternative 3 came all yellows.

16

had a combination between the best and some type of

17

acceptable criteria, when we reached the overall

18

selection, with positive results.

19

And then Alternative 2

So, once again, Alternative 2 strikes the best

20

balance as satisfies the project needs and maintains

21

freeway access and minimizes impacts.

22

recommending Alternative 2 as the preferred alternative.

23

And we are

So, with that, I would like to show a quick

24

little rendering of what Alternative 2 would look like

25

when all built.

And let it play.
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* * * * *

1

(A video was played on the screen, depicting an

2
3

overview of the regional Spaghetti Bowl's identified

4

preferred alternative.)
* * * * *

5
MR. KELLER:

6

Lastly, as I touched upon, is

7

project phasing.

So we anticipate there's going to be

8

five construction phases through this, the first one

9

happening in the beginning of 2020.

The Phase 2 would

10

then be looking to the Sparks area between 2023 and

11

2025.

12

North Valleys and north leg on U.S. 395.

13

then be focused on Mill Street south.

14

phase, over 15 years out, would be Phase 5, hitting the

15

I-80 portion of the west leg there.

16

And then Phase 3 would be 10 years out from the
Phase 4 would

And the last

Here today with us, too, is Jenica Keller.

17

She's the Project Manager for the Spaghetti Bowl Xpress,

18

the first phase of construction.

19

answer any questions.

20

going to have shovels in the ground, ready to go, in

21

early 2020.

22
23
24
25

And she'll be able to

Once NEPA is complete, we're

So, in summary, NDOT has identified
Alternative 2 as the preferred alternative.
A final decision has not been made.

So we are

looking for your input today to find the best solution
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that we can for these different alternatives.

So we're

2

looking for your input not only for the document itself

3

and the preferred alternative, but it's also to look at

4

input for the Reno-Tahoe Airport Authority's ramp

5

design.

6

And this comment period ends on January 15th.

7

The next steps after this, we look to wrap up

8

that Final EIS and Record of Decision in the summer of

9

2019.
So, once again, thank you for your involvement

10
11

today.

12

you may have.
MS. MAXEY:

13
14
15

And I'll be happy to answer any questions that

now?

Thank you, Dale.

Is this my part

I'm just joking.
So before we get into the question-and-answer

16

session, my name is Julie Maxey.

17

Hearings Officer for the Nevada Department of

18

Transportation.

19

I am the Public

I'd like to ask you to approach the mic, state

20

your name.

21

comment, ask your question, so that we can get to

22

everyone.

23

You've got three minutes to state your

But before we get to the questions, we did

24

receive a letter yesterday from Bill and Judy Magrath,

25

and via email.

And they asked us to read this to you
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during our public meetings this evening.

2

to do that.

3

So we're going

Once again, Julie Maxey, for the public record.

4

And this letter was received yesterday, December 11,

5

2018, from Bill and Judy Magrath.

6

"Nevada Department of Transaction, Access to Reno-Tahoe

7

International Airport from the I-580 Freeway":

8

(Began reading.)

9

Dear NDOT:

It's concerning

My wife and I are stunned to learn

10

that the Nevada Department of Transportation is

11

considering a plan to remove the southbound exit

12

ramp off I-580 that currently provides a direct

13

access from I-580 to the arrival and departure

14

travel lanes and parking structures to the

15

Reno-Tahoe International Airport.

16

exit ramp is not -- I'm sorry.

17

ramp is not in the structure of the Reno-Tahoe

18

International Airport.

19

interest -- is not in the interest of the public.

Removing this

Removing this exit

Removing this -- the public

20

Judy and I regularly access the Reno-Tahoe

21

International Airport using I-80 to the I-580 south

22

and then conveniently access the airport using the

23

existing airport flyover exit.

24

ramp avoids multiple travel signals and congestion

25

on Plumb Lane and Terminal Way.

This southbound

We simply cannot
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understand why NDOT would consider eliminating this

2

existing convenient access to the public for the

3

airport.
Objection to the proposed elimination of the

4
5

existing southbound exit ramp:

6

to any elimination of the southbound I-580 freeway

7

ramp entrance to the airport.
Build a new northbound ramp:

8
9

We strongly object

If NDOT is going

to make any changes, we believe that NDOT

10

should add a northbound exit ramp from I-580 to the

11

airport so northbound travelers can also avoid the

12

street traffic, traffic signals, and congestion

13

caused by the Plumb Lane.

14

(End reading.)

15

MS. MAXEY:

16

So, with that, we'll go ahead and

take some questions or comments from the audience.
MR. DEAN SCHULTZ:

17

Good evening.

For the

18

record, my name is Dean Schultz.

I'm the Chief

19

Operating Officer for the Reno-Tahoe Airport Authority.
I want to start by thanking NDOT for holding

20
21

this hearing.

22

presenting the compromised solution with the Airport

23

Authority that we talked about with NDOT over the past

24

year.

25

And I also want to thank NDOT for

I just want to make sure that everybody
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appreciates that the Reno-Tahoe International Airport

2

currently serves over 4 million passengers a year.

3

handle over 152 million pounds of cargo a year.

4

have over 4,000 employees that work at the airport

5

facility.

We

And we

So, obviously, we are a major user of the

6
7

freeway system.

And as one transportation hub

8

connection, connect to another, there ought to be a

9

connection between those two facilities.
And I also just point out that most of the

10
11

traffic that uses our facilities, that comes to and goes

12

from the facilities, are to the north of the airport.

13

If you think about how our geography lays out, downtown

14

Reno, downtown Sparks, the university, Truckee-Tahoe,

15

the Tahoe Regional Industrial Center all access our

16

airport from the north.

17

important to us.

So the off-ramp is vitally

And I mentioned the numbers that are our

18
19

current activity.

And I will share that we also have

20

recently completed a master plan, 20-year plan for the

21

development of our airport.

22

detailed forecast of projected activity.

23

been growing substantially over the last couple years,

24

10 percent in 2010.

25

year.

And in that, there's a very
And we have

We are at about 6 percent this

And we anticipate that to continue to grow, to
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the point where our forecasts actually show a 64 percent

2

increase over the next 24 years of just our passenger

3

activity.

4

And, I believe, based on the numbers that have

5

been used in the model, our numbers are substantially

6

higher than the estimates that are being used in the

7

current modeling.

8

seriously look at our forecast and take into account

9

what our traffic models or our passenger volumes are

10

showing in this modeling, when they look at what the

11

capacities of the freeway system can handle.

12

So I would encourage NDOT to

So I would also like to point out that we have

13

two significant concerns associated with the

14

Alternative 2.

15

concept, and we could encourage support from the group

16

in advocating for that concept to be included.

17

And that's why we've put forward the

But first and foremost is the convenience.

18

Half of our traffic are visitors to the area.

19

not familiar with our road systems.

20

especially, but also the on-ramp, the customers have an

21

easy way to get to the freeway and onto the areas they

22

want to go.

23

They're

So the off-ramp

With the elimination of those ramps, we're

24

asking visitors that have never been to our

25

neighborhood, our area, to use street-level roads, go
92
SHANNON L. TAYLOR, CCR, CSR, RMR
(775) 887-0472

NDOT PUBLIC HEARING, DRAFT EIS, SPAGHETTI BOWL, 12-12-18
1

through intersects in order to get to the freeway.

2

have a very convenient access point now.

3

for the convenience and ease of getting into and out of

4

the airport.

5

continue that long into the future.

6

We

We are known

We would like to maintain that and

Secondarily and equally important is the safety

7

and security concerns that we have.

Right now, we have

8

three points of contact with the freeway, in essence.

9

We have the Villanova on and off ramps.

We have

10

Plumb Lane.

And we also have the on and off ramps, the

11

direct ramps to the airport.

12

of that will be consolidated into one point of failure

13

possibly, but one, one point of connection to the

14

airport, and that is a street-level lighted intersection

15

at Plumb Lane.

Under Alternative 2, all

16

We're concerned that if -- or if there's ever

17

an incident, an accident, we rely heavily on emergency

18

response capabilities from our partners.

19

Reno, the City of Sparks, Washoe County, REMSA all

20

provide mutual aid services to the airport in the event

21

of a major incident.

22

concerned that we will not be able to get vehicles into

23

and out of the airport to handle that accident.

24
25

The City of

And with one access point, we're

So we would ask that NDOT look at the safety
and security aspects of the access to the community
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asset we call the airport.
And, therefore, I'll close by saying we

2
3

strongly advocate for consideration of our compromise

4

solution to be incorporated as a part of Alternative 2,

5

the preferred alternative for NDOT.
And I would also, also ask that if costs are a

6
7

consideration in this, that we be allowed to be

8

participant in that before any final decisions are being

9

made.

It's our understanding that cost is a

10

consideration.

And, therefore, we would like to be

11

partners in continuing a discussion on that before any

12

final decisions are reached on if it's a fiscally

13

constrained document.

14

So thank you very much, appreciate your time.

15

MS. MAXEY:

16

So we'll go ahead and swing over to our

17

Facebook audience.

18

Facebook page.

Thank you.

We were streaming this live on our

19

So, Jamie, go ahead if you've got someone.

20

MR. BICHELMAN:

For the record, Jamie

21

Bichelman, NDOT Public Information.

22

from Facebook user Christy Champagne:
Hi.

23

Our first comment

I live at 253 Leisure Lane off of Gentry

24

Way.

I was wondering why the tenants on Leisure

25

have been given notice to relocate from our current
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residency here on Leisure within a year's time, when

2

you're phasing schedule states that Phase 4 won't be

3

finished until approximately 15 more years.

4

MR. KELLER:

Yeah, Dale Keller, for the record.

5

We'd be happy to reach out.

And understand

6

there's some miscommunication.

7

understanding we're not moving forward with any

8

right-of-way acquisitions at this time.

9

a right-of-way agent reach out to -- I'm sorry.

10

MR. BICHELMAN:

12

MR. KELLER:

13

MS. MAXEY:

15
16
17

And we'll have
I

forgot the name.

11

14

But it's my

Ms. Champagne.

Ms. Champagne.

Thank you.

Thank you, Jamie.

So, do you have

one more?
MR. BICHELMAN:

Yes.

And we have one more.

This one is a comment from Facebook user Andrew Silva:
If you're coming eastbound on Interstate 80 and

18

heading towards the exit on the right to get onto

19

Interstate 580, I have really noticed that that exit

20

really tends to get backed up a lot.

21

on the exit it actually splits, and you can either

22

go to the left to go towards Susanville or stay to

23

the right and head towards Carson.

24

the right, the main reason why it really backs up is

25

because two lanes actually merge into one.

That's because

But if you go to

It's
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really too bad it couldn't be two lanes the whole

2

way onto 580 south.

3

lot.

That would really help out a

4

MR. TAYLOR:

Do you want to spare your voice?

5

And we agree with that comment wholeheartedly.

6

Phase 1 of the project, that we're going to move forward

7

with, will actually provide two lanes for that, that

8

east to southbound movement continuously onto the

9

freeway.

And we appreciate the comment.

10

MS. MAXEY:

11

Anybody else out in the audience that would

12
13
14
15
16
17

Thank you, John.

like to make a public statement?
Okay.
mic, please?

Well -- oh.

Can I have you approach the

And state your name.

MR. MONTE CRAIG:

My name is Monte Craig.

I've

been here a long time.
But my question is -- you guys are obviously

18

doing a great job on this.

19

meetings, too.

20

But, I guess, as we look out, we can understand why it

21

takes so darn long to get this stuff done.

22

And we've been to the other

And the timeline is, it's staggering.

But my biggest concern is you guys are doing --

23

we're talking about flow-through on traffic, right?

In

24

other words, 50 miles an hour plus, three lanes,

25

uninterrupted, was the purpose of the freeway, right, if
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I understood that correctly?
My question is that we're 20 years down the

2
3

road.

And, I think, everybody here would agree that

4

this problem is way past being fixed.

5

the middle of the battle here.

6

there a net gain?

7

through with two lanes right now?

8

miles an hour, in theory, two lanes wide on each side,

9

right?

We're already in

So 20 years from now, is

I mean what are we currently going
So we're driving 50

10

MR. KELLER:

I'll let John.

11

MR. TAYLOR:

Yeah.

This has been a -- lots of

12

people have been worried about this.

13

paraphrase your comment, slash, question as:

14

want to get to end of 20 years of this and start all

15

over again.

16

MR. MONTE CRAIG:

17

MR. TAYLOR:

And I'm going to
I don't

Right.

Right?

Yeah.

That's one of the

18

reasons why we're enthusiastic about Alternative 2.

19

It's because it's got a lot of resiliency built into it.

20

One way, and let me try and explain that, Alternative 2

21

has virtually all separate exits and entrances.

22

other words, if one of the movements becomes

23

overwhelmed, it's not destroying the operations and

24

access of the other movement.

25

So, in

In terms of three lanes through on the freeway,
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just to give you a sense of that, that's exactly what we

2

have on I-15 through our main Spaghetti Bowl there, and

3

it's -- we just got that opened up with the ramps fixed

4

the way that we're trying to fix that now.

5

though it's not even complete, it's operating

6

fantastically even at the peak hour.

And even

7

So our traffic model shows, as Dale mentioned,

8

that in the worse traffic of the day, which we call the

9

peak hour, you're still going to have traffic operating

10

over 50 miles per hour 20 years from now at the worst

11

time of day.

12

So we understand that the Reno-Sparks community

13

here has been waiting for this improvement for 50 years,

14

and we took that into account when we were selecting

15

alternatives.
MR. MONTE CRAIG:

16

Yeah, it was my concern,

17

because we're going to have to go through this whole

18

dance and disrupt everybody.

19

can we do four lanes wide on each side; would that be

20

smart?

21

that they're expecting a 64 percent increase.

22

huge.

23

looking at this point.

24
25

I'm just saying, you know,

Or, you know, like the airport guy just said,
That's

You know, I mean that's beyond where we're even

So I mean that's what my main concern is, if
we're going to do all this and go through all the
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motion, do we spend $3.4 billion and do it that way,

2

versus our children dealing with this in another 20

3

years?

4

MR. TAYLOR:

Yeah, I don't have any more

5

confidence than that.

But, definitely, we think that

6

when the project gets done being constructed in 20

7

years, it's still going to operate great at that time.

8

MR. MONTE CRAIG:

9

MS. MAXEY:

10
11
12

All right.

Thank you.

Rosa?

MR. VICTOR VASQUEZ:

(Spoke in Spanish) Victor

Vasquez (spoke in Spanish) 249 Leisure Lane.
Okay.

I'm sorry.

I want to repeat, once

13

again, my name and my -- in Spanish.

14

some of my language is not pretty good.

15
16

MR. TAYLOR:
live on Leisure Lane.

But, as you know,

I think, I got your name, and you
How's that?

17

MR. VICTOR VASQUEZ:

18

MR. TAYLOR:

19

MR. VICTOR VASQUEZ:

20

(The court reporter interrupted.)

21

MS. CARTER LEE:

22

interpreter.

23

second for the --

Yes.

There you go.
Okay.

(Spoke in Spanish.)

So my name is Rosa Carter Lee,

And what I'll do is I'll pause for a

24

UNIDENTIFIED MAN:

Can't hear you.

25

(There was a discussion off the record between
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the interpreter and Mr. Victor Vasquez.)
MR. VICTOR VASQUEZ (through the Interpreter):

2
3

Okay.

You got the name and the address.

And the

4

concern is I am not -- I don't own the land, but I do

5

own the property.

6

Any of the options will affect me.

7

I agree with the expansion of the freeway,

8
9
10
11

because there's a lot of congestion right now.
But because I don't own the land, I don't see
that I will benefit from any, any of this.
Any of the options that I would get, if any,

12

for me to move out of the property will not be suitable

13

for me, because I have family, and it would be very

14

costly for me to move my family from my property.

15

Again, that would not be an -- I don't

16

understand how it would be of any benefit for me.

The

17

only benefit would be the traffic, think that it would

18

be a better solution, a place to live in, I would

19

imagine, in California.

20

the expansion of the freeway.

And I can see the benefit of

21

That would be it.

22

MR. TAYLOR:

I just, I've been working on this

23

for two years, but I'm not familiar with every street.

24

So I just looked it up.

25

Do you want to tell him that?
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(The Interpreter interpreted for Mr. Victor

1
2

Vasquez.)

3

MR. VICTOR VASQUEZ:

4

MR. TAYLOR:

Okay.

But I looked it up.

5

talk after, after we're done with Q and A.

6

not sure you're going to be affected.

Because I'm

(The Interpreter interpreted for Mr. Victor

7
8

And let's

Vasquez.)
MR. VICTOR VASQUEZ (through the Interpreter):

9
10

It will be affected, because under Alternative 1, I

11

would be relocated somewhere else.

12

would not benefit me.
Because the new wall will be very close to my

13
14

Alternative 2 and 3

house.

15

MR. KELLER:

So, Dale Keller.

16

Sir, I'll be happy to talk with you and, also,

17

with Craig Reynoldson in the back, waving his hand.

18

can look at your property specifically, and we can talk

19

about the benefits, relocation benefits if you are

20

impacted.

21

MR. VICTOR VASQUEZ:

22

MR. KELLER:

23

MR. VICTOR VASQUEZ:

24

(The Interpreter interpreted for Mr. Victor

25

We

Okay.

For you and your family.
Thank you.

Vasquez.)
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MR. ASHLEY LEE:

1
2

Sorry.

3

Street off of 6th.

Hello.

I'm so short (microphone).

And I was wondering.

4

My name's Ashley Lee.
I live off of Quincy

There's no real way for

5

me to tell off of the map like if our home will be

6

impacted.

7

to see what the impacts you would have to each

8

alternative?

Is there any like website that we can look at

MR. TAYLOR:

9

As soon as this is done, if you

10

want to just get together, and I'll tell you

11

specifically where you're at and whether or not you're

12

affected.

13

MS. ASHLEY LEE:

14

MS. MAXEY:

15

MR. KELLER:

Okay.

Thank you.

Thank you.
In addition, we can exchange

16

information.

And for anybody that's looking for

17

specific details, yes, we do have a website, which is at

18

www.ndotspaghettibowl.com, and it shows each

19

alternative.

20

information and give you the PDF as well.

And we would be happy to exchange

MS. MAXEY:

21

And for those of you that are here,

22

we actually do have a station that is hooked up to that

23

website.

24

really detailed questions, to go over there after the

25

Q and A and sit down with our staff.

So it might be beneficial, if you've got some

And they can
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actually bring that up off of our website.

2

Do we have any more comments or questions?

3

MR. FRED BARTLETT:

4

Okay.

My name is Fred Bartlett.

My name's Fred Bartlett.
We live in a neighborhood that's going to be

5
6

impacted.

You're going to offer us fair market value.

7

You know, we know it's coming.

8

market.

9

where we have, you know, to move to a new home, that

And we've looked on the

And if we sell our house for like market value,

10

offset's going to be quite a bit different.

11

fair market worth compared to new homes?

12

used home market is not very well here.
MR. KELLER:

13

How is that

You know, the

We underneath that concern.

And

14

we definitely understand that the housing shortage is an

15

issue.

16

help answer that question regarding how we consider fair

17

market in the situation you're in like that, and how we

18

respond to that, if and when we do actually come out and

19

do a project.

20
21

But, once again, Craig, in the back, can also

MR. FRED BARTLETT:

MR. KELLER:

23

MR. FRED BARTLETT:

25

It sort of looks

like you're going to pretty much go with Alternative 2.

22

24

Okay.

Yes, sir.
Probably that's going to

affect our neighborhood.
MR. KELLER:

Another thing I'd like to point
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out, too, we're in the kind of planning-level stages

2

right now.

3

impacts of what that area is.

4

design and actually put, for lack of better words, lines

5

in the sand, of what we actually -- what that need is,

6

at that time, we reach out to each of the individual

7

property owners and rental -- and renters and say, yes,

8

we are going to need this for the project.

9

approach and work through the right-of-way process at

10

And really we studied the environmental
Once we get to the final

that time.
And Craig can give you more information about

11
12

that time.

13

the planning stages.

14

We're just looking at the overall impacts.

And, but right now, we're still in kind of

All right.

Thank you very

much.

17

MR. KELLER:

18

MS. MAXEY:

19

MR. ALEX:

20

So we don't know specifically.

MR. FRED BARTLETT:

15
16

And we can

Thank you.
Thank you.
My name is Alex.

There is an "i"

missing in your email thread.

21

UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN:

22

MS. MAXEY:

23

MR. KELLER:

24

MS. MAXEY:

25

MR. PERCY CUEVA:

It's "Spaghetti."

Thank you.
We will correct that.
Looks like we've got one more.
Hello.

Can you hear me?
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Hello.

Can you hear me?

2

MR. TAYLOR:

3

MR. PERCY CUEVA:

4

I don't think it's -Hello.

My name is Percy

Cueva.
I just want to point out a couple of things

5
6

regarding the project first.

7

preliminary study for the three options.
But I was receiving the points of the Airport

8
9

Obviously, this is just a

Authority, or the representative of the airport

10

regarding the ramps that take you on and off from the

11

freeway towards into the airport.
But at the same time, since we are trying to

12
13

accommodate everybody and try to, you know, make

14

decisions and get to a middle point and, you know, be

15

better compared to, you know, what's going on in the

16

country, I see there is a lot of land south of Plumb

17

that is part of the airport, that is neutralized.

18

I'm pretty sure that NDOT will make a lot, much better

19

use of that land, especially if they were predicting to

20

probably build an on-off-ramp from south towards the

21

airport.

22

entrance south of Plumb onto Terminal Way?

23

And

And at the same time, why not move the

This is little things, because the airport has

24

an idea of what they're going to need.

25

city needs to grow.

But, also, the

And those two ramps are choking the
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freeway.

And there is nothing we can do.

We cannot

2

build a second level of freeway on top of the other, you

3

know.

4

the northbound I-580.

5

clearance to increase the number of lanes of the

6

freeway.

So those ramps are way too close, especially on
It really doesn't give us any

And I'm pretty sure the airport, as well, that

7
8

they also want to come, you know, be help on this

9

matter.

They can help us see if we can plan the freeway

10

and utilize some of that land they own that's on their

11

side, you know.

12

It's just trying to find a middle ground.

13

MS. MAXEY:

14

Anyone else?

15

MS. SUE WARD:

16

And I've lived here along enough to have

17

unitized access to the airport before there was a

18

flyover ramp.

19

and it was a nightmare still trying to get into the

20

airport.

Thank you for your comment.

My name is Sue Ward.

We had much less traffic on the freeway,

21

I totally agree with the gentleman that was

22

representing the Airport Authority that we need easy

23

access to the airport and from the airport for those

24

that are visitors, but for those of us that are here.

25

So I'm all in favor of having a flyover ramp.
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The other comment I have to make is I'm so

1
2

disappointed we didn't go through with the flyover ramps

3

leaving Interstate 80 to go to 580 south.

4

discussed about 15 or 20 years ago, I went to the public

5

hearing that was held at the California Building.

6

had the same thing with these two lanes merging into

7

one.
I was talking about the engineers.

8
9

When this was

You

They were

obviously all about 25, and they were all from Vegas.

10

And I said, "Why are you doing this?"

11

"You've already done this once before, and it didn't

12

work, and you took it back out."

13

really?

14

And I said,

And the guy said, "Oh,

Nobody told us that."
It was like we just, when we redid it the last

15

time, which was about 10, 15 years ago, we just repeated

16

the same errors that had been in place for another 20,

17

20 years before that.

18

So I was just kind of disappointed.

Because

19

here we're ripping it all back out and going in.

20

definitely need the flyovers.

21

flyovers.

22

just need to get them here in town.

But we

Vegas has got so many

NDOT has shown that they can build them.

23

Thank you.

24

MS. MAXEY:

25

MR. T.F. NELSON:

We

Thank you.
Good evening.

T.F. Nelson,
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P.O. Box 2472, Sparks.
The question I have about earthquake-proof, how

2
3

good is the new system going to be?
The only comment I have is consider seriously a

4
5

light rail.

6

will alleviate a lot of traffic problems 20, 40 years

7

down the line and may save you some money as well, a lot

8

of it.

9

Study Sacramento and Salt Lake City.

MS. MAXEY:

This

Thank you.

10

MR. T.F. NELSON:

Real quick, easy question.

11

MR. TAYLOR:

Yeah.

Oh.

I think, virtually

12

every structure that's out there today has been replaced

13

as part of the project.

14

current seismic standards at the time that they're

15

actually built.

16

stringent instead of less.

17

address your question.

18
19
20
21
22
23

And that'll all be built to the

Which they continue to get more

MR. T.F. NELSON:

So I think that that will

What magnitude level would it

withstand?
MR. TAYLOR:

Oh, goodness, I'm not a structural

engineer, so.
MR. T.F. NELSON:

That's important.

That's

important.

24

MR. TAYLOR:

Sure.

25

MR. KELLER:

We'll be -- we actually have some
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structural engineers here with us.

2

go and get you hooked up and have them answer that

3

question.
MS. MAXEY:

4
5

Okay.

And we'll actually

We're going to go ahead and

go over to our Facebook.

6

Jamie, do you have a question or comment?

7

MR. BICHELMAN:

For the record, Jamie

8

Bichelman, NDOT Public Information.

9

from Facebook user Christy Champagne:
Thank you very much.

10

We have a response

That would be greatly

11

appreciated.

12

But clarification on this matter would be helpful

13

for my circumstance, as I have been informed that I

14

am to move from my residence.

15

disconcerting, since it is so sudden.

16

just like to know whether or not I need to move for

17

certain; and if so, how much time do I actually

18

have?

19

all?

20

or email.

21
22
23

I may have been given misinformation.

And it is
And I would

Or is it the case that I need not worry at
Thanks.

You can contact me through Facebook

MR. KELLER:

We will reach out through Facebook

or email.
MR. TAYLOR:

And, I think we can, I think we

24

can say with quite a bit of confidence, though, that

25

nobody is getting relocated in the next year as part of
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this project.

2

MR. KELLER:

3

MS. MAXEY:

4

MR. WILLIAM MANTLE:

5

Correct.
Anyone else in the audience?
Hello.

My name is William

Mantle, 205 Bisby Street, 89512.
I would like to echo a previous speaker and

6
7

support for the off-ramp for the airport.

8

find that to be a bit decadent, but enjoyable, that we

9

have it.

It's super convenient.

10

ice or snow.

11

feel really good to use it.

I personally

It's never filled with

Like I love that off-ramp.

It makes me

I don't like the idea of shoving all the

12
13

traffic coming south onto, potentially, Villanova, past

14

Wooster.

15

really snarled at times with that additional traffic.

16

Maybe you have a solution that I don't understand yet.

17

I get that.

18

That intersection seems like it could get

Additionally, I'm worried about the bus

19

maintenance station below there.

20

correct that that has to be gotten rid of?

21

that is quite a cost, and where is it going to go?

22

MR. TAYLOR:

And if so,

We don't have a location where

23

it's going to be relocated.

24

would be relocated.

25

Is my understanding

MR. WILLIAM MANTLE:

But you're correct, it

And that will be
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operational for how long, and what kind of -- are we

2

then going to be building at the same time to have no

3

loss of service?
MR. TAYLOR:

4
5

Right.

That part of the project

is like 15 plus years out.

6

MR. WILLIAM MANTLE:

7

MR. TAYLOR:

Okay.

And so that, without some serious

8

upgrade, that would be pretty antiquated by then anyway.

9

But, yes, definitely there will be no loss of service.

10

It would be relocated first.

11

MR. WILLIAM MANTLE:

Well, my understanding is

12

we just finished pumping several million dollars into

13

that property to update it.

14

you're saying it's going to be antiquated?
MR. TAYLOR:

15

So within the 15 years,

Yeah, I don't want to speak out of

16

turn for the RTC.

17

thinking they're going to electrify their service.

18

so that would create other requirements for them to do

19

that within that 15-year time frame.

20

MR. WILLIAM MANTLE:

21

for now.

But I'm thinking that they are

Okay.

And

That's all I had

Thank you.

22

MS. MAXEY:

Thank you.

23

All right.

It looks like we've gone through

24
25

all of our questions, comments.
We're going to be here until 7:30.

I want to
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2
3
4

make sure everyone did receive a handout.
Oh, there's one on Facebook.

We've got

one more on Facebook.
MR. BICHELMAN:

For the record, Jamie

5

Bichelman, NDOT Public Information.

6

from Facebook user Charity M. Jay:

7

Okay.

Hi.

This comment is

I live near the intersection of North

8

McCarran and Clear Acre.

9

proposition to layout of.

And I'm looking at the
Is the entire residential

10

area along Semi, between Sutro and North McCarran,

11

going to be affected?

12

highlighted street names on the proposed layout mean

13

exactly?

14

What does the green

Thank you.

MR. TAYLOR:

I'll speak to what I think is the

15

easiest to answer first, which is the green street names

16

are just simply there to help people to orient

17

themselves on the drawings, because most people aren't

18

used to looking at things from the aerial view.

19

I'm struggling.

I know where Sutro Street is.

20

I'm struggling a little bit with the location that she's

21

talking about.

22

Can you restate that?

MR. BICHELMAN:

Is the entire residential area

23

along Semi, between Sutro and North McCarran, going to

24

be affected?

25

UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN:

I think, it's Selmi.
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Selmi.

2

UNIDENTIFIED MAN:

Selmi.

3

UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN:

4

MR. TAYLOR:

5

going to try it another way.

6

know if I caught this or not.

Selmi.

S-E-L-M-I.

Is it the -- on the north -- I'm
And maybe she'll let me

There are, in Alternative 2, there will be

7
8

significant relocations for residences that are

9

immediately adjacent to the freeway, south of Oddie.

So

10

if you're on either side of the freeway, south of Oddie

11

and, I understand, immediately backing up to the

12

freeway, almost certainly there's a good chance that

13

they would be purchased, acquired and relocated.

14

don't think that that is in the area that she's talking

15

about.

16

MS. MAXEY:

17

MR. KELLER:

And I

Thank you, Jamie.
And one thing we'll do, we'll also

18

follow up with the Facebook comment and making sure of

19

that, where her residence is.

20

(The lights dimmed in the room.)

21

MS. MAXEY:

22

UNIDENTIFIED MAN:

23

Uh-oh.
We forgot to pay the

electric bill.

24

MS. MAXEY:

So all we need is the light.

25

That was a fun exchange.
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MR. HOFFMAN:

2

MS. MAXEY:

3

MR. HOFFMAN:

4

MS. MAXEY:

5

MR. HOFFMAN:

Popcorn?
Say that again.
What's that?
Oh.
No.

All right.

Oh, I said

6

popcorn.

Is anybody running out to get popcorn while

7

the lights are off?

8

MS. MAXEY:

9

So it looks like we've -- we've gone through

I'd love some.

10

our comments and questions.

11

Facebook.

12

audience to be part of our public process.

13

encouraging to see those, and the interactions.

14

That was a fun exchange on

We're starting to encourage our social media

We'll be here till 7:30.

So that's

We've got cookies and

15

water still.

We had them bring some more cookies for

16

everyone, so please take one before you leave.

17

MR. COOKE:

Hey, Julie?

18

MS. MAXEY:

Yes?

19

MR. COOKE:

We just concluded that there'll be

20
21

no impact to residents on Selmi.
And while I have everybody here, I want to ask

22

a question.

Who reviewed or looked at the EIS and you

23

find it enjoyable?

24

MS. LISSA BUTTERFIELD:

25

MR. COOKE:

Yeah.

Enjoy it?

It's a completely different
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format.

2

So.

We've never done an EIS in this format before.

MS. LISSA BUTTERFIELD:

3

So I read it, and I've

4

read others, and it was actually extremely easy to

5

follow.

6

MR. COOKE:

7

MS. LISSA BUTTERFIELD:

8

Good.
And it was

well-formated and very photographic.

9

MR. COOKE:

Good.

10

MS. MAXEY:

And can I have your name, please?

11

MR. LISSA BUTTERFIELD:

12

MS. MAXEY:

13

Alrighty.

14

cookies.

That helps.

Lissa Butterfield.

Thank you.
So we'll go ahead, and go get some

We have some interaction stations there.

15

Comments are due by January 15th.

16

And, once again, thank you for coming out

17

tonight.

18

* * * * *

19

(The second presentation ended at 6:42 p.m.)

20

-oOo-

21
22
23
24
25
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING AND
AVAILABILITY OF THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE PROPOSED SPAGHETTI
BOWL PROJECT, RENO AND SPARKS, WASHOE COUNTY
The Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) have prepared a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Spaghetti Bowl Project located in Reno and Sparks on I-80
between Keystone Ave. and E. McCarran Blvd. and on I-580/US 395 between E. Parr/Dandini Blvd. and Meadowood Mall
Way.
The scope of the project is to reconstruct the freeway and bridges, reconstruct and modify interchange access to improve
safety and traffic flow, and reconstruct local streets affected by the freeway reconstruction. The project would accomplish the
following: maintain a key link in the local, state, and national transportation network; address the obsolete design of I-80, I580, and US 395 to improve safety and decrease crashes; replace bridges that are approaching the ends of their useful lives;
and accommodate existing and future traffic volumes.
The DEIS identifies a Preferred Alternative and presents the project’s potential impacts and proposed mitigation measures
associated with the impacts. These improvements will require new right-of-way which will directly impact existing homes and
businesses. FHWA will issue a single Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Record of Decision (ROD)
document pursuant to Pub. L. 112-141, 126 Stat. 405, Section 1319(b) unless FHWA determines statutory criteria or
practicability considerations preclude issuance of the combined document pursuant to Section 1319.
This will be the public’s final opportunity to provide input on the Spaghetti Bowl Project prior to the preparation of
the combined FEIS/ROD. We strongly encourage residents and businesses adjacent to the freeway to review the DEIS and
attend this hearing to learn about how you may be impacted and to provide feedback on the project’s proposed mitigation
measures and locations of traffic noise soundwalls.
The public hearing will be December 12, 2018 at the Reno-Sparks Convention Center, Room A-3 between 3 p.m. and 7:30
p.m. The hearing will be an open house with exhibits of the project on display and a presentation. The same presentation will
be made at 3:30 p.m. and 5:30 p.m. Project representatives will be available to discuss the project, take comments and
answer questions.
All interested persons are invited to attend the hearing and to present relevant verbal and/or written testimony. If you are
unable to attend in person, please join us on our Facebook page (facebook.com/NevadaDOT) at 3:30 p.m. and/or 5:30 p.m.
on December 12 to view the presentation and send us your comments and questions. Your input is greatly appreciated.
The DEIS can be accessed at: www.ndotspaghettibowl.com. Copies are also available by request from NDOT,
Environmental Services Division, Room 104, 1263 S. Stewart St., Carson City, NV 89712; telephone: (775) 888-7013. Hard
copies are available for review at the Sparks Library (1125 12th Street, Sparks); the Downtown Reno Library (301 S Center
St, Reno); the Duncan/Traner Community Library (1650 Carville Dr, Reno); the Senior Center Community Library (1155 E 9th
St E, Reno); the Sierra View Library (4001 S Virginia St, Reno); the RSIC Library (401 Golden Ln, Reno) and NDOT District II
offices (310 Galletti Way, Sparks). Hard copies will also be available for viewing at the public hearing.
The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 will govern the acquisition of right-ofway necessary for this project. Detailed information regarding right-of-way can be obtained from the NDOT’s Right-of-Way
Division, 1263 S. Stewart Street, Carson City, Nevada 89712, or by calling (775) 888-7480. NDOT Right-of-Way
representatives will be present at the hearing to answer questions.
Written comments, questions, or exhibits can be submitted to Dale Keller, Project Manager, NDOT, 1263 S. Stewart St.,
Carson City, NV 89712, or dkeller@dot.nv.gov or info@ndotspaghettibowl.com. All comments must be
postmarked/received by 5 p.m., January 15, 2019.
SPECIAL ACCOMMODATION REQUESTS: Reasonable efforts will be made to assist and accommodate physically
handicapped persons desiring to attend the meeting. Requests for auxiliary aids or services to assist individuals with
disabilities or limited English proficiency should be made with as much advance notice as possible to Julie Maxey, NDOT
Public Hearings Officer, at (775) 888-7171.

AVISO DE AUDIENCIA PÚBLICA Y DISPONIBILIDAD DEL
PROYECTO DE DECLARACIÓN DE IMPACTO AMBIENTAL
PARA EL PROYECTO “SPAGHETTI BOWL”, EN RENO Y SPARKS,
DEL CONDADO DE WASHOE
El Departamento de Transporte de Nevada (NDOT) y la Administración Federal de Carreteras (FHWA) prepararon un
borrador de declaración de impacto ambiental (DEIS, por sus siglas en inglés) para el proyecto propuesto de Spaghetti Bowl
ubicado en Reno y Sparks en la I-80 entre Keystone Ave. y E. McCarran Blvd. y en la I-580 / US 395 entre E. Parr / Dandini
Blvd. y Meadowood Mall Way.
El alcance del proyecto es reconstruir la autopista y los puentes, reconstruir y modificar el acceso al intercambio para
mejorar la seguridad y el flujo de tráfico, y reconstruir las calles locales afectadas por la reconstrucción de la autopista. El
proyecto lograría lo siguiente: mantener un enlace clave en la red de transporte local, estatal y nacional; abordar el diseño
obsoleto de I-80, I-580 y US 395 para mejorar la seguridad y reducir los choques; reemplazar puentes que se aproximan al
final de sus vidas útiles; y acomodar volúmenes de tráfico existentes y futuros.
El reporte “DEIS” identifica una alternativa preferida y presenta los impactos potenciales del proyecto y las medidas de
mitigación propuestas asociadas con los impactos. Estas mejoras requerirán un nuevo derecho de paso que afectará
directamente a los hogares y negocios existentes. La FHWA emitirá un documento único de Declaración de Impacto
Ambiental Final (FEIS) y Registro de Decisión (ROD) de conformidad con la publicación. L. 112-141, 126 Stat. 405, Sección
1319 (b), a menos que la FHWA determine que los criterios legales o las consideraciones de viabilidad impiden la emisión
del documento combinado de conformidad con la Sección 1319.
Esta será la última oportunidad para que el público aporte su opinión sobre el Proyecto Spaghetti Bowl antes de la
preparación de la FEIS/ROD combinada. Recomendamos encarecidamente a los residentes y negocios adyacentes a la
autopista que revisen el DEIS y asistan a esta reunión para obtener información sobre cómo puede verse afectado y para
proporcionar comentarios sobre las medidas de mitigación propuestas por el proyecto y las ubicaciones de las paredes de
sonido con ruido de tráfico.
La reunión pública será el 12 de diciembre de 2018 en el Centro de Convenciones Reno-Sparks, Sala A-3, entre las 3
p.m. y 7:30 p.m. La reunión será una casa abierta con exhibiciones del proyecto en exhibición y una presentación. La misma
presentación se realizará a las 3:30 p.m. y 5:30 p.m. Los representantes del proyecto estarán disponibles para discutir el
proyecto, tomar comentarios y responder preguntas. Todas las personas interesadas están invitadas a asistir a la reunión ya
presentar testimonios verbales y / o escritos relevantes. Si no puede asistir en persona, únase a nosotros en nuestra página
de Facebook (facebook.com/NevadaDOT) a las 3:30 p.m. y / o 5:30 p.m. el 12 de diciembre para ver la presentación y
enviarnos sus comentarios y preguntas. Su aportación es muy apreciada.
Se puede acceder al DEIS en: www.ndotspaghettibowl.com. Las copias también están disponibles a pedido de NDOT,
División de Servicios Ambientales, Sala 104, 1263 S. Stewart St., Carson City, NV 89712; Teléfono: (775) 888-7013. Las
copias impresas están disponibles para su revisión en la biblioteca Sparks (1125 12th Street, Sparks); la biblioteca del
centro de Reno (301 S Center St, Reno); la biblioteca comunitaria Duncan / Traner (1650 Carville Dr, Reno); la biblioteca
comunitaria del Centro de Personas Mayores (1155 E 9th St E, Reno); la biblioteca de Sierra View (4001 S Virginia St,
Reno); las bibliotecas RSIC (401 Golden Ln, Reno) y las oficinas del NDOT Distrito II (310 Galletti Way, Sparks). Las copias
impresas también estarán disponibles para su visualización en la reunión pública.
La Ley de Políticas de Asistencia de Reubicación Uniforme y Adquisición de Bienes Raíces de 1970 regirá la adquisición del
derecho de paso necesario para este proyecto. Se puede obtener información detallada sobre el derecho de paso en la
División de Derecho de Vía del NDOT, 1263 S. Stewart Street, Carson City, Nevada 89712, o llamando al (775) 888-7480.
Los representantes de NDOT Right-of-Way estarán presentes en la reunión para responder a preguntas.
Los comentarios escritos, las preguntas o las exposiciones pueden enviarse a Dale Keller, Gerente de proyectos, NDOT,
1263 S. Stewart St., Carson City, NV 89712 o dkeller@dot.nv.gov o info@ndotspaghettibowl.com. Todos los comentarios
deben enviarse por correo postal o recibirse antes de las 5 p.m. del 15 de enero de 2019.
PEDIDOS ESPECIALES DE ALOJAMIENTO: Se harán esfuerzos razonables para ayudar y acomodar a las personas con
discapacidades físicas que deseen asistir a la reunión. Las solicitudes de ayudas o servicios auxiliares para ayudar a las
personas con discapacidades o con dominio limitado del inglés deben hacerse con la mayor antelación posible a Julie
Maxey, Oficial de audiencias públicas de NDOT, al (775) 888-7171.
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The Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) have prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Spaghetti
Bowl Project located in Reno and Sparks on I-80 between Keystone Ave. and E. McCarran
Blvd. and on I-580/US 395 between E. Parr/Dandini Blvd. and Meadowood Mall Way.

The Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) have prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Spaghetti
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We need your continued involvement in the development of this project. The DEIS identifies a Preferred Alternative and can be accessed at: ndotspaghettibowl.com. Copies are
also available by request from NDOT, Environmental Services Division, Room 104, 1263 S.
Stewart St., Carson City, NV 89712; telephone: (775) 888-7013. Hard copies are available for
review at the Sparks Library (1125 12th Street, Sparks); the Downtown Reno Library (301
S Center St, Reno); the Duncan/Traner Community Library (1650 Carville Dr, Reno); the
Senior Center Community Library (1155 E 9th St, Reno); the Sierra View Library (4001 S
Virginia St, Reno); the RSIC library (401 Golden Ln, Reno) and NDOT District II offices (310
Galletti Way, Sparks). Hard copies will also be available for viewing at the public hearing.
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The public hearing will be December 12, 2018 at the Reno-Sparks Convention Center, Room
A-3, between 3 p.m. and 7:30 p.m. The hearing will be an open house with exhibits of the
project on display and a presentation. The same presentation will be made at 3:30 p.m.
and 5:30 p.m. This will be the public’s final opportunity to provide input on the Spaghetti
Bowl Project prior to the preparation of the combined Final Environmental Impact Statement and Record of Decision. Please attend to ask questions and provide feedback on the
DEIS. Project representatives will be available to discuss the project, take comments and
answer questions.
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If you are unable to attend in person, please join us on our Facebook page (facebook.com/
NevadaDOT) at 3:30 p.m. and/or 5:30 p.m. on Dec. 12 to view the presentation and send
us your comments and questions. Your input is greatly appreciated. You can also learn more
by visiting our website at ndotspaghettibowl.com. Submit questions or comments to Dale
Keller, Project Manager, NDOT, 1263 S. Stewart St., Carson City, NV 89712, dkeller@dot.
nv.gov or (775) 888-7603. All comments must be received by 5 p.m., January 15, 2019.
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PUBLIC HEARING INFORMATION
Wednesday, December 12, 2018
from 3-7:30 p.m.
Presentations at 3:30 and 5:30 p.m.
Reno-Sparks Convention Center,
Room A-3
4590 S Virginia St, Reno, NV 89502
** RTC Transit Routes R-1, 6 **

The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act of 1970 will govern the acquisition of right-of-way
necessary for this project. Detailed information regarding right-ofway can be obtained from the NDOT’s Right-of-Way Division, 1263
S. Stewart Street, Carson City, Nevada 89712, or by calling (775)
888-7480.
SPECIAL ACCOMMODATION REQUESTS: Reasonable efforts will be
made to assist and accommodate physically handicapped persons
desiring to attend the meeting. Requests for auxiliary aids or
services to assist individuals with disabilities or limited English proficiency should be made with as much advance notice as possible
to Julie Maxey, NDOT Public Hearings Officer, at (775) 888-7171.
www.nevadadot.com
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El Departamento de Transporte de Nevada (NDOT) y la Administración Federal de Carreteras
(FHWA) prepararon un borrador de declaración de impacto ambiental (DEIS, por sus siglas en
inglés) para el proyecto propuesto de Spaghetti Bowl ubicado en Reno y Sparks en la I-80 entre
Keystone Ave. y E. McCarran Blvd. y en la I-580 / US 395 entre E. Parr / Dandini Blvd. y Meadowood Mall Way.

El Departamento de Transporte de Nevada (NDOT) y la Administración Federal de Carreteras
(FHWA) prepararon un borrador de declaración de impacto ambiental (DEIS, por sus siglas en
inglés) para el proyecto propuesto de Spaghetti Bowl ubicado en Reno y Sparks en la I-80 entre
Keystone Ave. y E. McCarran Blvd. y en la I-580 / US 395 entre E. Parr / Dandini Blvd. y Meadowood Mall Way.

Necesitamos su participación continua en el desarrollo de este proyecto. El DEIS identifica una
alternativa preferida y se puede acceder a ella en: ndotspaghettibowl.com. Las copias también
están disponibles a pedido de NDOT, División de Servicios Ambientales, Sala 104, 1263 S. Stewart
St., Carson City, NV 89712; Teléfono: (775) 888-7013. Las copias impresas están disponibles para
su revisión en la biblioteca Sparks (1125 12th Street, Sparks); la biblioteca del centro de Reno (301
S Center St, Reno); la biblioteca comunitaria Duncan / Traner (1650 Carville Dr, Reno); la biblioteca
comunitaria del Centro de Personas Mayores (1155 E 9th St E, Reno); la biblioteca de Sierra View
(4001 S Virginia St, Reno); las bibliotecas RSIC (401 Golden Ln, Reno) y las oficinas del NDOT Distrito
II (310 Galletti Way, Sparks). Las copias impresas también estarán disponibles para su visualización
en la reunión pública.

Necesitamos su participación continua en el desarrollo de este proyecto. El DEIS identifica una
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La reunión pública será el 12 de diciembre de 2018 en el Centro de Convenciones RenoSparks, Sala A-3, entre las 3 p.m. y 7:30 p.m. La reunión será una casa abierta con exhibiciones
del proyecto en exhibición y una presentación. La misma presentación se realizará a las 3:30
p.m. y 5:30 p.m. Esta será la última oportunidad para que el público aporte su opinión sobre
el Proyecto Spaghetti Bowl antes de la preparación de la Declaración de Impacto Ambiental
Final y Registro de Decisión combinada. Por favor, asista para hacer preguntas y proporcionar
comentarios sobre el DEIS. Los representantes del proyecto estarán disponibles para discutir el
proyecto, tomar comentarios y responder preguntas.
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Si no puede asistir en persona, únase a nosotros en nuestra página de Facebook (facebook.com/
NevadaDOT) a las 3:30 p.m. y / o 5:30 p.m. el 12 de diciembre para ver la presentación y enviarnos
sus comentarios y preguntas. También puede obtener más información visitando nuestro sitio web
en ndotspaghettibowl.com. Su aportación es muy apreciada. Los comentarios escritos, las preguntas o las exposiciones pueden enviarse a Dale Keller, Gerente de proyectos, NDOT, 1263 S. Stewart
St., Carson City, NV 89712 o dkeller@dot.nv.gov o (775) 888-7603. Todos los comentarios deben
enviarse por correo postal o recibirse antes de las 5 p.m. del 15 de enero de 2019.

Si no puede asistir en persona, únase a nosotros en nuestra página de Facebook (facebook.com/
NevadaDOT) a las 3:30 p.m. y / o 5:30 p.m. el 12 de diciembre para ver la presentación y enviarnos
sus comentarios y preguntas. También puede obtener más información visitando nuestro sitio web
en ndotspaghettibowl.com. Su aportación es muy apreciada. Los comentarios escritos, las preguntas o las exposiciones pueden enviarse a Dale Keller, Gerente de proyectos, NDOT, 1263 S. Stewart
St., Carson City, NV 89712 o dkeller@dot.nv.gov o (775) 888-7603. Todos los comentarios deben
enviarse por correo postal o recibirse antes de las 5 p.m. del 15 de enero de 2019.

Reunión de
audiencia pública
Miércoles, 12 de diciembre de 2018,
entre las 3 p.m. y 7:30 p.m.
Presentaciones at 3:30, 5:30 p.m.
Centro de Convenciones
Reno-Sparks, Sala A-3
4590 S Virginia St, Reno, NV 89502
** RTC Transit Routes R-1, 6 **

La Ley de Políticas de Asistencia de Reubicación Uniforme y Adquisición de
Bienes Raíces de 1970 regirá la adquisición del derecho de paso necesario
para este proyecto. Se puede obtener información detallada sobre el derecho de paso en la División de Derecho de Vía del NDOT, 1263 S. Stewart
Street, Carson City, Nevada 89712, o llamando al (775) 888-7480.
PEDIDOS ESPECIALES DE ALOJAMIENTO: Se harán esfuerzos razonables
para ayudar y acomodar a las personas con discapacidades físicas que
deseen asistir a la reunión. Las solicitudes de ayudas o servicios auxiliares
para ayudar a las personas con discapacidades o con dominio limitado del
inglés deben hacerse con la mayor antelación posible a Julie Maxey, Oficial
de audiencias públicas de NDOT, al (775) 888-7171.
www.nevadadot.com
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December 12, 2018
Welcome:
Thank you for attending this public hearing regarding the Nevada Department of
Transportation’s (NDOT) Spaghetti Bowl Project. NDOT and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) have prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for
this project located in Reno and Sparks, in Washoe County, NV, on I-80 between Keystone
Ave. and E. McCarran Blvd. and on I-580/US 395 between E. Parr/Dandini Blvd. and
Meadowood Mall Way.
This hearing will be open-house format from 3 to 7:30 p.m. Project representatives will give
the same presentation at 3:30 and 5:30 p.m., followed by a question and answer period from
the audience. The presentation and public comment period will be recorded by a court
reporter. A Spanish language translator will be present to assist. This will be the public’s
final opportunity to provide input on the Spaghetti Bowl Project prior to the preparation
of the combined Final Environmental Impact Statement and Record of Decision.
As you enter the room, you will notice displays and stations describing the project. Project
representatives will be located at the displays. Please take this opportunity to ask questions
and discuss the project with them.
During this hearing, as well as any public meetings conducted by NDOT, we are seeking your
input. At today’s hearing there are several ways you may give us your comments for the
public record.
First: During the open-house period, you may make an oral statement to the court reporter,
who will be available throughout the entire hearing.
Second: You may fill out the comment form attached to this handout and deposit it in the
comment box or give the completed form to one of the project representatives.
Third: The public hearing record will remain open for five weeks following this hearing. If you
would prefer to write a letter or mail your completed comment form and any exhibits, these
will become part of the public transcript for this hearing if mailed to NDOT, Dale Keller, Senior
Project Manager, 1263 South Stewart Street, Carson City, NV 89712, and received by 5 p.m.,
Tuesday, January 15, 2019.
Fourth: You may e-mail your comments to dkeller@dot.nv.gov. Please reference this project
in the subject line. E-mail comments will also be accepted until 5 p.m., Tuesday, January 15,
2019.
Thank you for attending this hearing and for giving us your comments. More project-related
information can be found at www.ndotspaghettibowl.com.
Sincerely,
Dale Keller, Senior Project Manager
775.888.77603 | dkeller@dot.nv.gov

12 de diciembre de 2018
¡Bienvenido!
Gracias por atender a esta reunión informativa con respecto al Proyecto Reno Spaghetti Bowl del
Departamento de Transporte de Nevada (NDOT). NDOT y la Administración Federal de
Carreteras (FHWA) prepararon un borrador de Declaración de Impacto Ambiental (DEIS) para
este proyecto ubicado en Reno y Sparks, en el Condado de Washoe, NV, en la I-80 entre
Keystone Ave. y E. McCarran Blvd. y en I-580 / US 395 entre E. Parr / Dandini Blvd. y
Meadowood Mall Way.
Esta reunión es de 3 p.m. a 7:30 p.m. Los representantes del proyecto darán la misma
presentación a las 3:30 y 5:30 p.m., seguida de un período de preguntas y respuestas de la
audiencia. La presentación y el período de comentarios públicos serán registrados por un
reportero de la corte. Un traductor de español estará presente. Esta será la última oportunidad
para que el público aporte su opinión sobre el Proyecto Spaghetti Bowl antes de la
preparación de la Declaración de Impacto Ambiental Final y Registro de Decisión
combinada.
Al entrar, se dará cuenta de los tableros que describen el proyecto. Los representantes del
proyecto estarán ubicados en los tableros. Aproveche esta oportunidad para hacer preguntas y
hablar sobre el proyecto con ellos.
Durante esta reunión, así como cualquier reunión pública realizada por NDOT, deseamos su
participación. En la reunión de hoy hay varias maneras de que usted pueda darnos sus
comentarios para el registro público:
Primero: Durante la reunión, usted puede hacer una declaración oral al reportero de la corte,
que estará disponible durante toda la reunión.
Segundo: Usted puede llenar el formulario de comentarios adjunto a este folleto y depositarlo en
la caja de comentarios o dar el formulario completado a uno de los representantes del proyecto.
Tercero: El registro de la audiencia pública permanecerá abierto durante cinco semanas
después de esta audiencia. Si prefiere escribir una carta o enviar su formulario de comentario
completo y cualquier exhibición, estos se convertirán en parte de la transcripción pública de esta
reunión si se envía a NDOT, Dale Keller, NDOT, Gerente de Proyecto, 1263 South Stewart
Street, Carson City, NV 89712, y recibido a las 5 p.m., martes 15 de enero de 2019..
Cuarto: Puede enviar sus comentarios por correo electrónico a dkeller@dot.nv.gov. Por favor
haga referencia a este proyecto en la línea de asunto. Los comentarios por correo electrónico
también se aceptarán hasta las 5 p.m., martes 15 de enero de 2019.
¡Gracias por asistir a esta reunión y por darnos sus comentarios. Puede encontrar más
información relacionada con el proyecto en www.ndotspaghettibowl.com.

Sinceramente,
Dale Keller, Gerente del proyecto
775.888.77603 | dkeller@dot.nv.gov
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Impact Type
Total Cost ($billions)
Property Acquired (acres)
Property Acquired from Reno-Sparks
Indian Colony (acres)
Residential Displacements
Reno-Sparks Indian Colony Residential
Displacements
Commercial Displacements
Publicly Owned and Social Service
Agency Buildings Affected
Parkland Acquired (acres)
Noise Receptors Affected
Historic Sites Affected
Archaeological Sites Affected
Contaminated Sites Affected
Water Quality Impacts
Stream Impacts (acres filled)
100-Year Floodplain Filled (square feet)
Threatened and Endangered Species
Affected (yes/no)
Air Quality Impacts (NAAQS violations)
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88 acres more impervious
area increases runoff
from freewayc.
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3
0
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0

938

3.1

$2.6 in 2018 dollars
$4.1 in year-of-expenditure
dollarsb
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Alternative 1
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100e

35 acres more impervious
area increases runoff
from freewayc.

2
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1
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0

$1.5 in 2018 dollars
$2.4 in year-of-expenditure
dollarsb
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Alternative 2

Yes

0.15
100e

32 acres more impervious
area increases runoff
from freewayc.

1.8
209
0
0
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0

$1.5 in 2018 dollars
$2.4 in year-of-expenditure
dollarsb
82

Alternative 3

Summary of Impacts

0

0.09
1,000e

Yes

No

No Build Alternative

0
121
0
0
0
Runoff from freeway continues
to go directly to Truckee River
and smaller streams without
being treated.
0
0d

Yes

No

0a

No

No

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

No

This accounts for inflation cost increases over the phased construction of the project. Inflation based on NDOT’s Escalation Rate Forecasts (NDOT 2015).

The No Build Alternative would cost between $175 to $215 million in the short term to replace the pavement and bridge decks most in need.

1,091 square feet of floodway are already filled by the bridge pier that supports I-580 in the Truckee River.

However, runoff would be treated prior to entering Truckee River and smaller streams.

a

c

b

d

e
The pier in the Truckee River that supports the I-580 bridge would be removed, which would remove 1,091 square feet of fill from the floodplain.
Values are fill that would be placed separate from removal of the existing pier.

NAAQS = National Ambient Air Quality Standards.
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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT, PUBLIC HEARING
DECEMBER 12, 2018
Photo by Vaughn Hartung

WHY IS THE PROJECT NEEDED?

1

12/11/18

PROJECT LOCATION
q Freeway-to-freeway interchange
q Study area includes 16 service
interchanges

All Information is Preliminary
and Subject to Change

DEIS page: ES-1

NEED FOR THE PROJECT
1. Reduce Travel Delay
q Dropped lanes
q Bottlenecks
q Short merge/weave
q Congestion from freeway on/off ramps

DEIS page: 1-11
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

2
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NEED FOR THE PROJECT
2. Improve Safety

Sideswipe, Meeting
79 Crashes
1%

q Total # of crashes doubled
q 3 crashes / day

Sideswipe, Overtaking
383 Crashes
7%
Unreported/Unknown
60 Crashes
1%
Angle
1,007 Crashes
19%

q 8 fatal crashes in 5 years.

Rear-end
2,582 Crashes
49%

Non-Collision
1,126 Crashes
21%
RSB_DEIS_033

DEIS page: 1-16
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

NEED FOR THE PROJECT

3. Bridge Condition
q Over 50 bridges in area
q Most beyond their 50-year service life

DEIS page: 1-19
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

3
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NEED FOR THE PROJECT

4. Optimize System Connections
q I-80 is a priority highway system
q I-80 is 2nd longest interstate highway

DEIS page: 1-19
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

PURPOSE OF THE PROJECT
q The purpose of the Spaghetti Bowl Project
is to address obsolete design of the
freeway system and interchanges in order
to:
1.

Improve traffic operations; and

2.

Reduce fatal and injury crashes

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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PUBLIC, TRIBALS & GOVERNMENT INPUT
q Project introduction public meetings:
April 2017
q Range of Alternatives public meetings:
September 2017
q Stakeholder meetings to date:
188 (since January 2017)

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

WHERE WE ARE IN THE NEPA PROCESS
Major Alternatives Categories
Prior Studies Alternatives
Initial Concepts
Preliminary Alternatives

What’s needed tonight:
q Input on Draft EIS
q Input on Preferred Alternative
q Input on Reno-Tahoe Airport Authority’s design
option for Alternative 2 Airport Direct Access
We encourage comments, but please hold all
questions until the end.

Evaluation
Selection/Draft EIS

We are here

Final EIS/Record
of Decision
Public Meeting

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES

NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE
Leave everything as it is today
q No changes to the existing transportation
system
q Existing problems remain
q Eastbound Wells Avenue would stay as is
q Spaghetti Bowl ramps would not be improved

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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COMMON ELEMENTS OF ALL BUILD ALTERNATIVES
q Five (5) freeway lanes in each direction approaching
the Spaghetti Bowl
q Three (3) lanes through the Spaghetti Bowl in each
direction
q Full freeway shoulders
q Each alternative would be built in phases
q Right-of-Way will be required in advance of
construction
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 1
Keeps all existing access and uses ramp braiding
to keep weaving conflicts off the freeway
q Exiting movements would be combined on every leg (except
the east)
q Weaving and ramps splitting in difference directions would
require complex signing

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 2
Modifies some access and uses ramp
braiding to improve safety and operations
q Combination of ramp braiding and changes in access
q Spaghetti Bowl would significantly change: extra lanes,
increased posted speeds on ramps
q Some weaving movements would stay, but they would
have greatly improved distances

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 3
Eliminates some access and modifies
interchanges to improve weaving operations
and minimize project footprint
q Removes access to improve operations & safety
q Changes existing local street interchanges
q Smaller footprint and lower costs
q Limited changes to ramp alignments
q At-grade weaving would remain
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

ALTERNATIVE 2
Strikes best balance between satisfying the project needs while
maintaining freeway access and minimizing impacts

BUILD ALTERNATIVES COMPARISON
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ALTERNATIVE 3: I-80, Sierra-Virginia-Center streets
Freeway access combined at
Sierra Street/Virginia Street.
(DEIS page 2-16)
On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 1: I-80, Wells Avenue
Full ramp braiding
(DEIS page 2-17)
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Westbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 2: I-80, Wells Avenue
Combination of ramp
braiding and at-grade
weaving. Access from I580/US 395 provided via
Oddie interchange.
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Westbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 3: I-80, Wells Avenue
New partial cloverleaf-type
interchange (DEIS page 2-17)
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 1: I-80, Kietzke Road, Rock Blvd.
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Westbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

Access to 4th Street/Kietzke eliminated. Rock Boulevard interchange
is braided with Fourth St./Kietzke Lane and Pyramid Way
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 2: I-80, Kietzke Road, Rock Blvd.
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Westbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

4th Street access moved to Kietzke Lane. Full ramp braiding. Rock Blvd.
has access to Kietzke Ln. via new Nugget Ave. frontage roads.
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 3: I-80, Kietzke Road, Rock Blvd.
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Westbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

4th Street interchange is closed. Rock Blvd. interchange same as existing.

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 1: I-80, Pyramid Way

Braided ramps cause realignment and cul-de-sac of
Victorian Avenue.
On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 1: US 395, N. McCarran, Clear Acre
Clear Acre southbound entrance
ramp diverted to McCarran Blvd.
(DEIS page 2-26)

On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 2: US 395, N. McCarran, Clear Acre
Clear Acre slip ramp to
McCarran Blvd eliminated. Clear
Acre and McCarran each add
new southbound freeway lane.
(DEIS page 2-26)

On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 3: US 395, N. McCarran, Clear Acre
Clear Acre slip ramp to
McCarran Blvd eliminated. Clear
Acre and McCarran each add
new southbound freeway lane.
(DEIS page 2-26)

On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 1: Oddie Boulevard
Existing interchange
reconstructed with ramp
braiding (DEIS page 2-25)
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Westbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 2: US 395, Oddie Boulevard
Combination of ramp
braiding and at-grade
weaving. Access from I580/US 395 provided via
Oddie interchange.
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Westbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 3: Oddie Boulevard
New northbound partial
cloverleaf at Oddie improves
at-grade weaving distance
(DEIS page 2-25)
On- and Off-Ramps
Southbound Exit Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps
Westbound Exit Ramps
Eastbound Exit Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 1: I-580, 2nd Street & Mill Street
Loops replaced with diamond ramps.
Ramp braiding with Mill & 2nd St.
(DEIS page 2-22)
On- and Off-Ramps
Northbound Exit Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 2: I-580, 2nd Street & Mill Street
New southbound partial cloverleaf
at 2nd Street. Southbound braiding
for 2nd Street and Mill Street. (DEIS
page 2-22)
On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 3: I-580, 2nd Street & Mill Street
New westside frontage road,
realigned GSR circulation road.
Mill Street and 2nd Street ramps
combined into buttonhook.
(DEIS page 2-22)
On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 1: I-580, Plumb Lane
Single-point diamond at Plumb
Lane. Airport direct connect
ramps removed. (DEIS page 2-21)
On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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ALTERNATIVE 2: I-580, Plumb Lane
Diverging diamond at Plumb Lane.
Airport direct connect
ramps removed. (DEIS page 2-21)
On- and Off-Ramps

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ALTERNATIVE 3: I-580, Plumb Lane
Existing split diamond. Airport
ramps reconstructed. (DEIS
page 2-21)
On- and Off-Ramps

Note: Modifications to I-580 south of Plumb Lane are not included
because all alternatives proposed the same solution.
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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I-580, PLUMB: Airport Direct Access Design Option for Alternative 2

(DEIS page 2-12)

IMPACTS & MITIGATION MEASURES

20
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RESOURCES EVALUATED
q Community Resources

q Visual Character/Aesthetics

q Environmental Justice

q Water Resources

q Traffic Noise

q Vegetation, Wildlife & Fish

q Air Quality

q Hazardous Materials

q Transportation Service

q Cultural Resources

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

MINOR ADVERSE IMPACTS
Areas of No Impacts:

No Distinctions Among Alternatives:

q Farmland/Rangeland

q Air Quality

q Energy Sources & Minerals

q Water Resources

q Geology and Soils

q Vegetation, Wildlife & Fish

q Hazardous Materials

q Visual Character

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

21

12/11/18

COMMUNITY RESOURCES

COMMUNITY RESOURCES
q Residences
q Businesses
q Reno-Sparks Indian Colony
q Publicly-Owned Buildings, Parks & Social Services
q Community Cohesion
q Emergency Services
q Local & Regional Planning Compatibility

All Information is Preliminary and
Subject to Change

DEIS page: 3.2-1
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COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Residential Displacements
No Build

Residential
Displacements

Without
improvements to
Spaghetti Bowl,
residents would
experience
deterioration in
safety, traffic, and
travel time.

Alternative 1

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

Alternative 3

•

Biggest community impacts

•

Greatest number of residential relocations adjacent to Spaghetti Bowl

•

Due to construction phasing, displacements would be spread over several years,
reducing the number of relocations at one time.

•

Highest # of displacements

•
•

•

Fewer than Alternative 1,
more than Alternative 2

•

Fewer than Alternative 1 and
Alternative 2

938 displacements

•

326 displacements

•

233 displacements

Approx. 2,000 people

•

Approx. 850 people

•

Approx. 650 people

DEIS page: 3.2-14
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Affordable Housing
No Build

Affordable
Housing
Displacements

Without
improvements to
Spaghetti Bowl,
residents would
experience
deterioration in
safety, traffic, and
travel time.

Alternative 1

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

Alternative 3

•

Residences that would be displaces are part of missing-middle category of housing.

•

Loss of publicly owned, subsidized, or low-income housing would reduce supply

•

Market demand limits developer incentives for affordable housing

•

Highest # of displacements

•

86 Mineral Manor
displacements
(Reno Housing Authority)

•

Displaces 16-units Maple
Leaves apartments
(NN Community Housing)

•

Fewer than Alternative 1,
more than Alternative 2

•

Fewer than Alternative 1 and
Alternative 2

•

42 Mineral Manor
displacements
(Reno Housing Authority)

•

2 Mineral Manor
displacements
(Reno Housing Authority)

DEIS page: 3.2-15
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Business Displacements
No Build

Business
Displacements

Without
improvements to
Spaghetti Bowl,
businesses would
experience
deterioration in
safety, traffic, and
travel time.

Alternative 1

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

Alternative 3

•

Displacements are dispersed throughout the study area

•

Cluster of light manufacturing would be displaced in southeast quadrant of Spaghetti Bowl

•

Displace 770-unit self-storage business east of US 395 in northeast quadrant

•

59 business displacements

•

Displace Nugget Casino
Resort and Rail City Casino

•

Eliminates parking along
Victorian Avenue into
downtown Sparks, NV.

•

22 business displacements

•

26 business displacements

•

Not displace any of the major
employers

•

Not displace any of the major
employers

DEIS page: 3.2-15
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Reno-Sparks Indian Colony
No Build

Reno-Sparks
Indian Colony

Without
improvements to
Spaghetti Bowl,
RSIC would
experience
deterioration in
safety, traffic, and
travel time.

Alternative 1

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

Alternative 3

•

Would not displace residences, businesses, or tribal buildings within the RSIC.

•

Would take 15 on-street parking spots on the north side of 2nd street.

•

Preserves the existing access
to/from 2nd St. and Mill St.
interchanges

•

•

•
Direct Impact to Walmart
resulting in loss of revenue to
RSIC
•

Preserves the existing access
to/from 2nd St. and Mill St.
interchanges
2nd Street/Glendale
interchange moves closer to
RSIC residents

•

Consolidates the 2nd/Glendale
and Mill St. interchanges

•

Provides less direct access to
Walmart

No impacts to Walmart

DEIS page: 3.2-16
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Reno-Sparks Indian Colony
Mitigation:
q Preferred alternative does not require any land from
RSIC
q Preferred alternative does not impact Walmart and
maintains similar access
q Preferred Alternative Mitigation: Construction of
screening wall and landscaping along the eastern edge
of the RSIC to mitigate for I-580 ramps moving
significantly closer to residences.
q Continued coordination with RSIC to mitigate potential
construction impacts

DEIS page: 3.2-11
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Public Buildings & Social Services
No Build

Publicly Owned
Buildings and
Social Service
Agency
Displacements

No Impacts

Alternative 1

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

Coral Academy Middle School
• Displaces two school buildings
and two portable classrooms
• According to school’s director,
school would not be financially
viable if removed.

Coral Academy Middle School
• Displaces two school
buildings and two portable
classrooms
• According to school’s director,
school would not be
financially viable if removed.

Boys & Girls Club, Mater Academy
• Displaces build and all its
services
• Impacts surrounding
community

Alternative 3
University of Nevada
• Acquire strip of land at
Agricultural Experiment
Station

University of Nevada
• Acquire strip of land at
Agricultural Experiment
Station

University of Nevada
• Acquire strip of land at
Agricultural Experiment Station

DEIS page: 3.2-17
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Parks
No Build

Alternative 1

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

Partial Impacts
• Bandstand Park
• Sparks Memorial Park
• Fisherman’s Park

Parks

No Impacts

Partial Impacts
• Sage Street Park
• Fisherman’s Park

Alternative 3

Partial Impacts
• Sage Street Park
• Fisherman’s Park

Park Closed
• Sage Street Park
• Governor’s Bowl Park
• Lillard Park

DEIS page: 3.2-18
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Mitigation Measures
Alternative 1

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

Alternative 3

Required Mitigation NDOT/FHWA will Implement
•

Residents (both owners and renters) are protected by Uniform Act

•

NDOT will pay fair market value for homes it buys.

•

For renters, NDOT must find a comparable replacement rental.

Residential
Mitigations

Additional Mitigation NDOT/FHWA is Considering
•

Extend rental assistance up to 24 months beyond Uniform Act (rental assistance for a total of 66 months)

•

Build replacement housing or provide funds to others to build replacement housing.

•

Assist with increased property taxes for those residents who struggle with higher property taxes on replacement houses

DEIS page: 3.2-32
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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COMMUNITY RESOURCES: Mitigation Measures
Alternative 1

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

Alternative 3

Required Mitigation NDOT/FHWA will Implement

•

Affordable
Housing
Mitigations

People who live in publicly owned housing like Mineral Manor are treated similar to market rate renters but with additional
protections

Additional Mitigation NDOT/FHWA is Considering
•

Provide Reno Housing Authority with funding so the Authority could provide vouchers

•

Provide Reno Housing Authority with funding to replace some of the Mineral Manor residences

•

Provide Reno Housing Authority with undeveloped NDOT property to build additional units on

DEIS page: 3.2-32
All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE: Impacts
q Disproportionately high and adverse impacts on
Environmental Justice population
q Alternatives that have less adverse effects have:
q
q

Either adverse social, environmental, or human health impacts
that are more severe; or
Would involve increase cost of an extraordinary magnitude

q Ongoing Conversations with EJ population, including
meetings with:
q

Reno Housing Authority; Department of Housing & Urban
Development (HUD); Community Services Agency; Volunteers of
America; and Northern Nevada Community Housing.

q Substantial need for the project based on overall
public interested

NDOT provided meaningful opportunities for
minority and low-income population
participation in the decision-making process

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

TRAFFIC NOISE

28

12/11/18

TRAFFIC NOISE: Mitigation Measures

DEIS page: 3.4-4
Alternative 1

Noise Mitigations

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

•

Reconstruct traffic noise barriers in all areas when they currently exist

•

Adjust the height and length of barriers to provide maximum benefit

Alternative 3

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

WATER RESOURCES
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WATER RESOURCES
q All 3 Alternatives remove existing
I-580 bridge piers
q All 3 Alternatives improve water
quality from storm water runoff
q No wetlands impacted
q Alternatives would design water
quality detention basins

DEIS page: 3.8-8

CULTURAL RESOURCES
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CULTURAL RESOURCES: Impacts & Mitigations

Cultural
Resources

No Impacts

Alternative 1

Three (3) historical properties on
National Register – Eligible:
• 127 East 8th Street
• Glendale School
• Mineral Manor Housing
One (1) historical property on
Nevada State Register – Eligible:
• Coney Island Bar

Mitigation

•

Alternative 2 (Preferred)

One (1) historical properties on
National Register – Eligible:
• Mineral Manor Housing

Alternative 3

No adverse effects on
historic properties

One (1) historical property on
Nevada State Register – Eligible:
• Coney Island Bar

Mitigation measures will be stipulated in a Memorandum of Agreement document signed by
regulatory entities and will be presented in the Final EIS

DEIS page: 3.11-9

No Build

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
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CRITERIA TO IDENTIFY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
q Functional Selection Criteria
q Environmental Selection Criteria
q Cost
q Local Agency Evaluation

Photo by Vaughn Hartung

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

FUNCTIONAL SELECTION CRITERIA
Evaluation Criteria

Unit

No-Build

Alt. 1

Alt. 2

Alt. 3

Access

Each

75

72

66

62

Safety

Weaving
Vehicles per
Day

438,458
(0%)

270,939
(-38%)

292,432
(-33%)

392,420
(-10%)

Total Vehicle Miles Traveled (2040)

AM

297,984

320,730

330,419

320,291

Total Vehicle Miles Traveled (2040

PM

355,374

391,753

403,487

393,221

2040 Travel Speed >50 mph, 2040

AM%/PM%

62%/36%

91%/89%

94%/93%

89%/81%

Seconds

77

26

28

30

Average Intersection Delay (PM), 2040

DEIS page: 2-28

Traffic Operations

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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Evaluation Criteria

Unit

No-Build

Alt. 1

Alt. 2

Alt. 3

Acres

0

7.3

2

1.8

Properties

0

3

1

0

Publicly-Owned Buildings, Social Service
Agencies

Each

0

24

16

20

Commercial Displacements

Each

0

59

22

26

Residential Displacements

Residences

0

938

326

233

Reno-Sparks Indian Colony

Acres

0

3

0

0

Receptors

121

187

186

209

Sites

0

34

19

25

YOE $

N/A

$4.1B

$2.4B

$2.4B

Park Impacts
Cultural Resources

Noise Impacts
Hazardous Materials
Cost

DEIS page: 2-28

ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change

IDENTIFYING THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
q Project team evaluated the evaluation
criteria (functional, environmental, cost)
q Local agency evaluation
•
•
•
•
•

City of Reno
City of Sparks
Reno-Sparks Indian Colony
Washoe County Regional
Transportation Commission (RTC)
Washoe County

All Information is Preliminary and Subject to Change
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Composite Evaluation

ALT.
ALT. 1 1

ALT.
ALT. 2 2

ALT. 3 3
ALT.

CRITERIA
Purpose & Need

PURPOSE & NEED

COMPOSITE
RESULTS

NO-BUILD
NO-BUILD

CRITERIA

ACCESS

SAFETY
TRAFFIC
OPERATIONS

DEIS page: 2-30

Access
Safety
Traffic Operations

Park Impacts

PARK IMPACTS

Cultural Resources

CULTURAL
RESOURCES
INSTITUTIONAL
IMPACTS

Institutional Impacts

COMMERCIAL
DISPLACEMENTS

Commercial Displacements

RESIDENTIAL
DISPLACEMENTS

Residential Displacements

RENO/SPARKS
INDIAN COLONY

Reno-Sparks Indian Colony

HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

Hazardous Materials
Cost

COST

OVERALL
All Information is Preliminary
and Subject to ChangeLegend:
Red = Poor

OVERALL
Yellow = Fair

Green = Good

IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

ALTERNATIVE 2
Strikes best balance between satisfying the project needs while
maintaining freeway access and minimizing impacts
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PROJECT PHASING

PROJECT PHASING
Construction is tentatively anticipated to
occur in five phases
q PHASE 1 (Spaghetti Bowl Xpress)
(2020-2022)
q Phase 2 (2023-2025)
q Phase 3 (2027-2029)
q Phase 4 (2035-2037)
q Phase 5 (2037-2039)

All Information is Preliminary and
Subject to Change
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PHASE 1

OF THE SPAGHETTI BOWL PROJECT

q Once NEPA completed, hire contractor to design
phase one
q Anticipated construction timeline:
Early 2020 through 2022
All Information is Preliminary and
Subject to Change

SUMMARY
q
q
q
q

NDOT identified Alternative 2 as the Preferred Alternative.
Final decision has not been made.
Seeking input from public. This is final opportunity.
Comment period ends January 15, 2019.
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QUESTION & ANSWER
q Please state your full name and address prior to your
question or statement
q Three-minute verbal comment per individual
q A court reporter will be recording the presentation and is
available to take comments before and after the
presentation
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COMMENT FORM

Nevada Department of Transportation Public Hearing
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Spaghetti Bowl Project
Reno and Sparks, Washoe County
December 12, 2018
Please Print Clearly
Date:
Name:
Address:
City:						

State:			

Phone (Day):					

Phone (Evening):

Zip Code:

Email Address:
Was the information presented easy to understand?

YES

NO

Would you like a representative to contact you concerning
your question or comment?

YES

NO

Comment/Question:

Comments will be accepted through 5 p.m. Tuesday, January 15, 2019

Please mail to: Dale Keller, NDOT, Project Manager
1263 South Stewart Street, Carson City, NV 89712
Thank you for your time and interest in this project!

NDOT USE ONLY:
Date Addressed/Answered:
Comments:
Public Outreach Team Member:

F O R M A D E C O M E N TA R I O S

Audiencia Pública del Departamento de Transporte de Nevada
Proyecto de Declaración de Impacto Ambiental para el Proyecto Propuesto de
Plato de Espagueti, Reno y Sparks, Condado de Washoe
12 de diciembre de 2018
Por favor escriba tan claro como le sea posible

Fecha:

Nombre:
Dirección:
Ciudad:					

Estado:

Teléfono (Diurno):					

Código Postal:
Teléfono (Noche):

Correo Electrónico:
La información presentada fue fácil de entender?

SI

NO

Le gustaría ser contactado por un representante para
resolver sus dudas?

SI

NO

Preguntas y/o Comentarios:

Los comentarios serán aceptados hasta las 5 p.m. martes 15 de enero de 2019.

Si desea enviarlo por correo: Dale Keller, Director Del Proyecto
1263 South Stewart Street, Carson City, NV 89712
Gracias por su tiempo e interés en el proyecto!

PARA USO EXCLUSIVO DE NDOT:
Date Addressed/Answered:
Comments:
Public Outreach Team Member:

Bill and Judy Magrath
30 Scattergun Circle
Reno, NV 89510
Telephone (775) 750-3030
Email: wmagrath@mcwlaw.com
December 10, 2018
To:

Nevada Department of Transportation

Re:

Access to Reno-Tahoe International Airport from the 1-580 Freeway
Public Hearing: December 12, 2018

Dear NDOT:
My wife and I are stunned to learn that the Nevada Department of Transportation is considering
a plan to remove the southbound exit ramp off 1-580 that currently provides direct access from 1-580 to
the Arrival/Departure travel lanes and parking structure at the Reno Tahoe International Airport.
Removing this exit ramp is NOT in the public interest.
Judy and I regularly access the Reno Tahoe International Airport using 1-80 to 1-580 south and
then conveniently access the Airport using the existing airport fly-over exit. This southbound ramp

avoids multiple traffic signals and congestion on Plumb Lane and at Terminal Way. We simply cannot
understand why NDOT would consider eliminating this existing convenient access to the public to the
Airport.
OBJECTION TO PROPOSED ELIMINATION OF EXISTING SOUTHBOUND fXIT RAMP. We strongly object
to any elimination of the southbound 1-580 freeway ramp entrance to the Reno Airport.
BUILD A NEW NORTHBOUND RAMP. If the NDOT is going to make any changes, we believe that the
NDOT should ADD a northbound exit ramp from 1-580 to the Airport so northbound travelers can also
avoid the street traffic, traffic lights, and congestion caused by Plumb Lane and Terminal Way.
We cannot attend the Public Hearing scheduled for December
12. However, we write this objection and email it to Mr./Ms. Keller (dkeller@dot.nv.gov) and request
that Mr./Ms. Keller read this letter at the public meeting, so our objection is heard. We also request
that this letter be included in the public record of such meeting.
PUBLIC HEARING: December 12, 2018.

The NDOT's website states the "Mission" of this state agency. You website states: "Our Mission:
Provide, operate, and preserve a transportation system that enhances safety, quality of
life and economic development through innovation, environmental stewardship and a

dedicated workforce."
The proposed removal of the existing southbound ramp from 1-580 to the airport violates the mission
of your Agency.
We urge you to REJECT this proposal to eliminate the Southbound Ramp from 1-580 to the
Airport and ask that NDOT add a northbound exit ramp from 1-580 to the Airport to further reduce

congestion, enhance safety, and improve the quality of life of all of us in Northern Nevada .
Sincerely

Form # 1

Victor Vazquez
249 Leisure Ln.
Reno NV. 89502
(775) 409-6950
Vctr.evzglz@gmail.com

I am not the land owner, but the owner of the “mobile Home” home. Any of the three options affects
me because my property is near the existent wall.
1. My concern is that the space will reduce between the property and any other decision taken. 2. I rent
the space and what I understand is that the owner will be the one compensated and not me. 3. If they
ask me to relocate or move my mobile home is too expensive to relocate and my property is damage.
4. Noise, air contamination or any other accident between my mobile home and the new construction.

Form # 2

Luis Guerrero
250 Leisure Ln.
Reno NV. 89502
(775) 342-5210
Luisgreesteam1986@gmail.com

Well, my question is, what will happen with me if the construction starts, and the noise, dust, and
privacy of my things family, would everything be compensated What happens if I work at night? Or with
all the noise? My children would not be going outside safety.
The risk of been kick out by the Landlord (land owner) after been compensated, and my trailer can’t be
move due to cost, security. All of this would be easier if we would think of us families who live in
manufactured houses.

Form # 3

Zully Moreno Rios
1030 Gentry Way #4
Reno NV. 89502
(775) 830-9049
Riosp74@hotmail.com

In my case I would like to know if not been owner of the land but the trailer, I don’t see the difference in
a house or a trailer, if the costs are the same because this is your home and I am worry that the benefits
will be the land owner. Even if I’m the only one affected, I would like to know about any compensation
or anything else I could receive for property damage.

Form # 5
Diego Gonzalez
250 Leisure LN.
Reno NV. 89502
(775) 409-0686

I live in a trailer, if other people will be compensated for the homes why not me if I live in the same
place? If I would have to move would they paid me for the expenses? And if work only at night i will be
very uncomfortable for my family and me and we would not be comfortable because it will affects us
very much.

Form # 4
Juan Antonio Navarro
1030 Gentry Way # 9
Reno NV. 89502
(775) 391-7393

In my case my worry is that I live in a trailer that is mine I’m the owner but not the land. In this case any
arraignment or renovation on the freeway would damage my property without option of moving my
trailer in any way either way I am worry and would like to know of any compensation or financial help
for my space, my home my belongins.

Form # 6
Jennifer Mendoza
1347 Buttler St.
Reno NV. 89512
(775) 737-6000

I would like to have the project explain to me very well and if it would affect my house, I am the house
owner and worry about what could happen to my property.

Form # 7
Luciano Rodriguez
2440 Trident Way
Reno NV. 89512
(775) 359-4544? or 4584?

Alternative (3) will affect me Number (2) No

Form # 8
Gonzalo Padilla
284 Leisure Ln.
Reno NV. 89502
Daytime #: (775) 419-8188 Nighttime #: (775) 509 1005
guadalupechavezgarcia@gmail.com

I am interested to know if we are moving from the area were I live.

Form # 9
Mabel Sarmiento L
252 Leisure Ln.
Reno NV. 89502
Daytime #: (775) 232-4728

Nighttime #: (775) 219-2845

Memito_Rival@hotmail.com

Information about my area on 252 Leisure Ln. Reno NV. 889502
Mobile Park

Form # 10
Maria Guerrero
235 Leisure Ln.
Reno NV. 89502
Daytime #: (775) 772-5813

Nighttime #: (775) 501-2046

guerreroMaria@yahoo.com and JesusVenegas279@yahoo.com

Information about my area on 252 Leisure Ln. Reno NV. 889502
Mobile Park I don’t understand the map very well I would like to know if it would affect me my home I
live in a trailer.

Thanks

Form # 11
Angel Ocampo
1312 Butler St.
Reno NV. 89512
Daytime #: (775) 393-0404

Nighttime #: (775) 393-0404

ocampoangel23@yahoo.com

in my case I would like to know what if my house is demolish if I relocate not having any debt because
the property where I live is already paid for and I wouldn’t like to start another debt and the location
where I live is very centrically to the city, everything I need is nearby never would find another place the
same my family would suffer the change.

