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1.0 Study Area Description

The Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) as required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
for the 1-80 East Widening project. The proposed project will improve safety and reduce travel delays on
Interstate 80 (I-80) between Vista Boulevard and USA Parkway (State Route 439).

The study area is east of the City of Sparks in unincorporated Washoe County and Storey County, Nevada
(Figure 1). This 13-mile segment of 1-80 between Vista Boulevard and USA Parkway is in a canyon adjacent
to the Truckee River and Union Pacific Railroad tracks.

2.0 Purpose and Need

The purpose of the project is to:

» Provide reliable travel time

» Reduce travel delays

» Accomodate traffic associated with past and planned growth in the region

» Provide enhanced safety such as wider shoulders, median barriers, and wrong-way driver
detection

The need to improve this segment of 1-80 is demonstrated by the following:

» Projected future travel delays caused by high traffic volumes and unpredictable travel delays
caused by crashes or weather events

» Crash rates are higher than in other urban and rural interstates in Nevada

» Importance of 1-80 in the regional transportation system

3.0 Public and Agency Coordination

Public involvement and agency coordination were conducted during the development of the EA. A
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) was established to participate in developing evaluation criteria and
potential project recommendations. The TAC and stakeholders included representatives from FHWA, NDOT,
Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC Washoe), Washoe County, Storey County,
Lyon County, City of Sparks, City of Reno, City of Fernley, Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency
(TMRPA), Governor's Office of Economic Development (GOED), Economic Development Agency of Western
Nevada (EDAWN), Northern Nevada Development Authority (NNDA), Tahoe Reno Industrial Center (TRIC),
and Tesla. Agency and public outreach for the project began in 2023 as part of the 1-80 East Widening
Project NEPA process. An Initial Concepts Workshop was held in July 2023 to identify existing problems,
develop decision-making criteria, and identify potential alternative solutions for the 1-80 East corridor.
Stakeholder meetings were conducted with TAC members to collaborate on project alternatives and solicit
feedback for alternative analysis and to refine the proposed build alternative.

On July 1, 2024, NDOT emailed invitations to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service (USFWS), U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE), Bureau of Land Management (BLM),

and Northern Nevada Public Health (NNPH) Air Quality Management District (AQMD) to participate in the
I-80 East Widening Project as a Cooperating Agency in accordance with 23 CFR 771. Participation of the

.. Cooperating Agencies was sought throughout all stages of the EA for technical information, resolution of
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issues, and identification of specific review and approval requirements. These agencies have participated in
developing the EA as Cooperating Agencies and have been involved throughout the project development
process.

On July 1, 2024, NDOT emailed invitations to RTC Washoe, Washoe County, Storey County, Pyramid Lake
Paiute Tribe, Reno Sparks Indian Colony, Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California, and Carson-Truckee Water
Conservancy District to participate as a Participating Agency. RTC Washoe, Washoe County, Pyramid Lake
Paiute Tribe, Reno Sparks Indian Colony, and Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California accepted invitations to
join as Participating Agencies and have been involved throughout the project development process.

A Resource Agency Meeting was held virtually on March 20, 2024, to present the project to interested
agencies and stakeholders. The project location, purpose and need, alternatives development process, and
build alternative were reviewed with meeting attendees.

A Public Outreach and Agency Coordination Plan (Public Involvement Plan) was prepared in October 2023
to identify NDOT's outreach efforts for the environmental review process. The Outreach Plan focuses on
facilitating public and governmental agencies’ awareness and understanding of the study process, key
milestones, project development details, and decision points.

A virtual public meeting was conducted online at www.I80eastNV.com from October 23 through November
22,2023 with an in-person event on November 7, 2023 at the Lockwood Community/Senior Center (800
Peri Ranch Road, Lockwood, NV 89434). A second virtual public meeting was available at www.|80eastNV.
com from April 22 through May 24, 2024 with an in-person event on May 8, 2024 at the Storey County
Community/Fire Station (1705 Peru Dr. Sparks, NV 89434).

The EA was approved for circulation by FHWA on May 14, 2025.

Public review of the EA and a Public Hearing was conducted online at www.I80eastNV.com from June

9 through July 18, 2025 with an in-person event on June 25, 2025 at the Lockwood Community Center
(501 Rue de la Blanc, Sparks, Nevada, 89434). Approximately 56 people attended the in-person Public
Hearing. Attendees could provide comments by speaking with a court reporter, commenting during the
question and answer session after the formal presentation, completing the comment form, or by email
after the meeting. The presentation portion of the hearing was livestreamed on NDOT's Facebook page
(@NevadaDOT). The presentation on Facebook had over 1,300 views as of July 22, 2025.

The virtual public hearing website (www.i80eastnv.com) was accessed approximately 665 times during the
30-day comment period. The website was available in English and Spanish. Comments could be provided
by a comment form on the website or by email.

Seven comment forms were received at the in-person public hearing. Six questions were received from
attendees during the question-and-answer period of the hearing. Appendix A contains a transcript of the
public hearing. Seventy-eight comments were received via the website or email during the 30-day public
review period, which was from June 9 through July 18, 2025.

Table 1 summarizes comments received and provides responses. Please note, public comments have been
edited for clarity and identifying information has been redacted. The Notice of Availability of the FONSI will
be sent to individuals who submitted comments during the public hearing, allowing them to review the
responses to their input.

Public Comments Disclaimer - As a result of Executive Order (E.O.) 14148, E.O. 14154, E.O. 14173, and

the removal of the Council on Environmental Quality’s regulations, all federal environmental justice
requirements are revoked and no longer applicable to the federal environmental review process.

Accordingly, the 1-80 East Widening Environmental Assessment does not consider public comments
regarding environmental justice.
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Table 1. Public Comments and Responses

Q&A Received at the In-Person Meeting
Comment

Response

I've been working in the area for six years, and over the past two months, traffic
has gotten significantly worse. | propose that during construction, the stretch from
USA Parkway to the Patrick exit be designated as an emergency lane—or at least
have signage indicating it's activated as such. | recall a similar system being used in
Toronto, Canada.

This would allow drivers stuck on 1-80 or USA Parkway to turn around, return to
work, or find an alternative route, like grabbing a meal nearby. A similar setup could
be helpful near the Patrick exit in the mornings—specifically turning the Vista Point
into a temporary exit lane, allowing drivers to turn around if traffic is backed up.
There's a fire station near the Patrick exit, which further supports the idea of keeping
emergency lanes clear and accessible.

Additionally, after Lockwood, another emergency lane or exit option near Vista
Boulevard could help prevent traffic jams and provide alternate routes. This would
also help relieve congestion from trucks, which have increased significantly in
volume.

Just for context: before this recent surge in traffic, it took me about 30 minutes to
get from work to Vista Heights or Los Altos around 5 or 6 p.m. Now, it takes 50
minutes to an hour. This change has only started in the last two months.

Thank you for your comment. NDOT has received numerous public
comments in the past several months about what appears to be
increasing traffic congestion, and especially potential operational
issues at the Patrick/Waltham interchange. NDOT Traffic Operations
is preparing an evaluation at the Patrick interchange to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior to
construction that would improve operations at that interchange. Thank
you for your other comments on emergency access.

Thank you for coming out and providing this information—we really appreciate it. |
have two concerns to bring up:

First, in the construction corridor, particularly in the areas with steep cliffs and curves,
winter conditions often lead to accidents that slow traffic. Have you considered
straightening some of these curves or reducing the road banking to make them
safer in slick conditions?

Second, regarding Vista Boulevard—have you evaluated the ramps in detail? They're
already heavily impacted and need improvements. Specifically, the westbound exit
lane should be extended to allow drivers to safely move out of main traffic before
exiting. Additionally, a dedicated right-turn lane after the exit would greatly improve
traffic flow. Have these issues been addressed in your planning?

The eastbound on-ramp could be significantly extended to improve the merging
process for drivers.

There are some existing curves in the corridor that do not meet current
engineering standards. We have tried to address those as much as
possible. We have removed some design exceptions, is what they're
called, when basically you're not meeting current design standards. We
have been able to remove some of those already in our preliminary
design. We will continue to try and improve those through final design.
At the end of the day | can't say with certainty that we will be able
to address every design exception to its entirety just because of the
terrain and some of the challenges, but that is one thing we've had on
our radar since the beginning.

At Vista Boulevard, we are looking at the westbound off-ramp. | believe
our improvements right now propose to add a dedicated left turn lane,
through left, and a dedicated right lane. And so you basically go to three
turn lanes -- well, a through, left, and then two dedicated turn lanes as
well. And I'm not sure about the queue length but it's something that
we can look at and take into consideration.
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Comment

Response

I'm with the large animal rescue, and we have several concerns. First, regarding
cattle guards: there are none at the Lockwood freeway access, and there's also no
cattle guard under the Mustang Bridge. We've had to round up horses from both
sides in these areas.

Our other major concern is fencing—both during and after the project. Anyone
familiar with wild horses knows that if they see an opening, they'll go through it.
Our priority is making sure all areas are secure to prevent horses from entering the
construction zone, which would create safety issues for your team and require us
to intervene.

Thank you for the comments. Cattle guards are not something we
evaluate at the preliminary design level. Since you provided this
comment, and it is now part of the record, we can look at them moving
forward. We do anticipate constructing permanent wildlife fencing
throughout the corridor, not necessarily for all 13 miles. We go through
an evaluation process internally with our environmental group and
also consult with the Nevada Department of Wildlife to determine the

appropriate locations.
Wildlife fencing and cattle guards are a final design item. We have it

accounted for in our project scope and our cost assessment but that
would be something to refine as we go through final design.

How would the noise barrier work?

The noise barrier is approximately 14 feet tall, about 3700 feet long. The
point of the barrier is to reduce any potential increase in noise because
we're adding capacity improvements. Any time you add capacity to
a facility you have to go through a full noise evaluation. We look at
existing noise levels. We go out and take measurements. And then we
do modeling to estimate what the potential increase in noise levels will
be. And if we meet certain thresholds, you are then required to analyze
a noise barrier to make sure you do not exceed those thresholds. If
there's more detailed questions, please leave them, and we can follow-
up in our environmental assessment document with further details.

| live here in Lockwood and mentioned this barrier before. | don't oppose it, but
many of us living here look up to 1-80 to check traffic. If it's congested, we stay
home instead of going out. I'm wondering if there will be any way for us to see over
the 14-foot barrier to monitor traffic. That's all.

Thank you for your question. | don’t know if you'd be able to see over
the barrier or not. Most folks do not want to see the freeway.

| am a Lockwood resident. Is the noise barrier going to be located then between the
freeway and the railroad tracks?

So the noise barrier would actually be on the interstate. The noise
barrier would be on the shoulder of the interstate.

My main question is: Will the 14-foot solid wall amplify the train noise in our
neighborhood? Even though the construction noise might be reduced, will the train
noise become louder?

The FHWA noise model looks at noise from vehicle sources, and noise
from other sources are not considered in the analysis. During final
design, a final noise barrier analysis will be performed. Absorptive
barrier materials may be an option to be considered further.
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Comment Forms Submitted

Comment

Response

1. Suggest some sort of traffic control so Peri Ranch Road is not used as a detour
route. The bridges can't handle the weight and some traffic accidentally (or
purposefully) spills into the residential streets, which can't handle the size or
weight.

2. Suggest installing a sign on the downgrade of I-80 not to use the Jake brake. Use
of the Jake brake causes loud engine noises that reverberate in the community.

3. One of the renderings still shows the bike trail. This community has blocked that
proposal and will continue to do so. This bike trail will bring added risk to our
safety and security.

4. The sound barrier is definitely a great addition and a welcome one.

NDOT and the Contractor will work closely to develop phasing plans
and traffic control plans as final design progresses. Concerns about Peri
Ranch Road have been noted.

Final signing plans will be developed as final design progresses and will
take your suggestion into consideration.

The Tahoe Pyramid Trail is not depicted on any of the renderings and is
not a part of this project.

The bike trail is not allowed in our community per our HOA, and supported by
our county commissioners. During construction, is it possible to prevent 1-80 traffic
from diverting into our community when the highway is backed up? We need this
work done.

NDOT and the Contractor will work closely to develop phasing plans
and traffic control plans as final design progresses. Concerns about Peri
Ranch Road and traffic impacting Lockwood have been noted.

The Tahoe Pyramid Trail is not depicted on any of the renderings and is
not a part of this project.

1. Preventing traffic from exiting 1-80 and cutting through our residential streets
is important. We've had issues with this in the past during accident-related
backups.

2. There needs to be access for emergency vehicles from here to Reno.

NDOT and the Contractor will work closely to develop phasing plans
and traffic control plans as final design progresses. Concerns about Peri
Ranch Road and traffic impacting Lockwood have been noted.

Access for emergency services will be included in the traffic control
plans and coordinated with emergency service providers.

1. This project is critically important to the region, and its economic impact cannot
be overstated.

2. The project will significantly reduce accidents and greatly improve the level of
service.

3. My concern is about traffic flow during construction and the four-year impact it
will have on commuters and commerce.

Minimizing construction delays is a priority for NDOT as the project
moves forward. NDOT will be working closely with the Contractor to
develop phasing plans to minimize construction delays.
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Comment

Response

1. It would be helpful to have regularly updated (“live”) progress reports published
online for each construction phase so commuters can adjust as needed. Updates
should include:

a. Expected delays due to construction
b. Start and estimated end dates for each phase
c. Daily construction start and end times

2. When possible, can construction be scheduled outside of peak commute hours,
such as weekday evenings after 7 p.m. and on weekends?

NDOT will develop a plan to communicate with the public and property
owners regarding construction schedule, street closures, and detours
throughout construction.

1. Will there be “crash investigation” pull-off areas for minor accidents to not
impede flow?

2. Can “No Engine Braking” signs be posted on westbound I-80 near the Lockwood
residential area?

NDOT and the Contractor will work closely to develop phasing plans
and traffic control plans as final design progresses. Concerns about
emergency pull-out areas have been noted.

Final signing plans will be developed as final design progresses and will
take your suggestion into consideration.

The Vista Boulevard westbound off-ramp needs to be at least two or three lanes!
Include a right-turn only lane onto Vista Boulevard.

Canyon Way (Lockwood) Bridge needs to be widened! We need cattle guards and
fencing to protect the wild horses, not just permanently, but during construction
as well.

All ramps need to be widened to accomodate large trucks and semi trucks with
trailers.

Investigate noise being deflected from train tracks into Lockwood off of proposed
sound wall.

Comment

Email or Web Comment Forms

Improvements to the Vista Boulevard westbound off-ramp are included
as part of the Preferred Alternative.

Wider shoulders and bridge improvements to Canyon Way (Lockwood)
are included as part of the Preferred Alternative.

NDOT biologists, in coordination with Nevada Department of Wildlife,
will evaluate wildlife fencing and cattle guards during final design.

During final design, a final noise analysis will be prepared. Absorptive
barrier materials may be an option to be considered further. Per the
NDOT Traffic and Construction Noise Analysis and Abatement Policy,
public feedback will be solicited during final design.

Response

I'm grateful NDOT is widening the interstate, it's long overdue. However, I'm
concerned that construction will worsen my already difficult commute between
Reno and Sparks. I'm also worried about the lack of State Police presence on this
route; we don't have enough now, and this project could make it worse. | urge you
to plan carefully when closing lanes or slowing traffic. We still need to get to and
from work.

Minimizing construction delays is a priority for NDOT as the project
moves forward. NDOT will be working closely with the Contractor to
develop phasing plans to minimize construction delays.

The project really needs to extend from Vista Boulevard in Sparks all the way to
Fernley. Fernley is experiencing rapid population growth, with just as much traffic
traveling between USA Parkway and Fernley.

The eastern limits at USA Parkway is a transition point on 1-80, with
the majority of vehicles reaching their destination within the Tahoe
Reno Industrial Center. While there are commuters to/from the City of
Fernley, approximately 15 miles to the east, traffic volumes decrease
substantially east of USA Parkway.
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Comment

Response

I'm writing to support the 1-80 expansion from Vista to USA Parkway. |'ve worked
at Panasonic for seven years and have noticed a sharp increase in traffic since April.
Previously, heavy traffic occurred about once a month at night, but now it happens
every weekday. A good day adds 20 minutes to my commute, and it can be much
worse.

This affects the motivation of myself and others working here. Expanding the road
and improving on-ramps would help significantly.

My only question is how traffic will be managed during construction. Since the project
will take years, worsening traffic in the meantime could create major problems.

Thank you for all your work on this proposal. | hope it proceeds.

Minimizing construction delays is a priority for NDOT as the project
moves forward. NDOT will be working closely with the Contractor to
develop phasing plans to minimize construction delays.

| heard about the 1-80 project from Sparks to Fernley/USA Parkway. I've been
commuting this route for the past 15 years and have noticed increasing traffic,
especially over the last three years. USA Parkway businesses have grown, causing
traffic backups at USA Parkway and congestion as drivers merge from Patrick onto
1-80.

The project should include traffic signals, expand to four lanes, and add motorcycle
lanes.

Thank you for your support. The 2050 traffic projections do not warrant
four lanes in each direction. The three lanes in each direction provided
under the Preferred Alternative accommodate current and future
projected traffic volumes.

I'm a Fernley resident but commute to Reno daily for my job with the City of Reno.
I've lived in Fernley for about five years, and the traffic is only worsening. | fully
support widening 1-80 from Vista Boulevard to USA Parkway. Eventually, it would
be great to extend it all the way to Wadsworth, but this plan would be a huge
improvement if it goes through.

The number of workers commuting to USA Parkway (in both directions) has caused
almost weekly wrecks. My children all attend school in Reno, and they've had to
miss school this past year due to accidents. They've also been late several times
because of traffic and wrecks.

| was stuck this morning (6/16/2025) due to a fatal head-on collision. | sat on the
freeway for three hours before finally turning around at Patrick and heading back
home. | ended up missing work because my GPS predicted my total commute time
would be almost five hours to drive 37 miles.

| used to work in the Bay Area and commuted to Oakland daily. | never saw traffic
this bad in my seven years driving into the city. We all agree something needs to
be done.

Thank you for reading my email and considering my full support for this project.
Please let me know if you need any information or input from me.

Thank you for your support.
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Comment

Response

Chiming in for public comment on the I-80 East Widening project.

| agree with and support this much-needed project to expand I-80 from Vista Blvd
to USA Parkway. It is clear that a solution is needed to alleviate traffic congestion
through this corridor and increase safety using the methods proposed in the project.
My only question relates to future needs. This proposal seems to address current
needs, but shouldn't the needs 10-20 years from now also be considered to save
future costs?

It appears there may be enough space in the highway shoulders to add an additional
lane in the future, but does that raise safety concerns? Wouldn't it be more prudent
to expand to four lanes in each direction now? We see this approach regularly in
Las Vegas, where roads are built with future traffic demands in mind. Infrastructure
costs are never lower in the future, and in an area this developed, additional grading
and other costs would likely support a more extensive one-time expansion rather
than repeated future projects.

Thank you for your support. The 2050 traffic projections do not warrant
four lanes in each direction. The three lanes in each direction provided
under the Preferred Alternative accommodate current and future
projected traffic volumes.

| think the widening of 1-80 East is a superb idea. One suggestion | have, and | hope
others have thought of or will suggest, is to consider the timing of the construction
work.

| recommend scheduling construction during nighttime to early morning hours,
perhaps something like 8:00 PM to 4:00 or 5:00 AM. This would help reduce
extended traffic jams for daily commuters. I've seen this approach used in other
cities, and | think it's a great idea that helps prevent commuters from becoming
overly frustrated with long delays after a full day of work.

Minimizing construction delays is a priority for NDOT as the project
moves forward. NDOT will be working closely with the Contractor to
develop phasing plans to minimize construction delays. Contractor
working hours will be evaluated to minimize traffic delays while also
providing a safe work zone.

My only concern at this point is that I-80 is the only way out of Lockwood. If there
is a fire and we all need to evacuate quickly, will the highway widening construction
make our route to safety more hazardous?

The new Lockwood structures are designed so they can be built first,
opened to traffic, and then the existing structures removed. Access to
residences and businesses will be maintained at all times.

Until the three-lane improvements are made (and continuing afterward), can
metering lights be added to control the flow of traffic entering 1-80 westbound
toward Reno/Sparks?

As someone who travels almost daily between Fernley and Sparks, I've observed
that the main area where traffic begins to build up (and where dangerous driver
behavior starts) is at this on-ramp area.

NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior to
construction that would improve traffic operations.
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Comment

Response

Really—five more years, while people continue to die, at least monthly? Lowering
the speed limit did nothing! Why not mandate busing for the Giga factory, like the
gold mines do? Why aren’t we investing in light rail? The Union Pacific tracks aren't
that busy.

It seems like lives don't matter, or this would have been addressed 10 years ago.
Even three lanes in each direction is already outdated. | suggest you actually drive
the road during peak hours—don't just sit in an office and look out the window like
a weatherman.

The 2050 traffic projections do not warrant four lanes in each direction.
The three lanes in each direction provided under the Preferred
Alternative accommodate current and future projected traffic volumes.

Why is widening the freeway, which will severely impact traffic flow during the
lengthy construction period, being prioritized over adding a commuter train using
the existing tracks and other infrastructure, as well as over improving other methods
of public transportation such as buses and ride-share vans?

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of commuter rail service.
However, commuter rail service would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the 1-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.

Speed kills, and this route through the river canyon needs to be slowed down.
If it's 55, they'll do 65—and if it's 65, they'll do 75.

The only way to make 1-80 safer, rather than faster, is to slow it down.
Better yet, add a new highway from USA Parkway to Sparks, north of |-80.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of an additional route north of
[-80. However, this new route would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the 1-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.

It is a nightmare to drive that stretch now and keeps us from traveling to Reno
from Lovelock unless we absolutely have to. We used to make weekly, or even
more frequent, trips. Now, we factor in the high likelihood of significant delays in
either direction due to accidents (often caused by the predictable reckless driving of
commuting USA Parkway employees?) that can close the road for hours.

Reno may have gained in housing demand, but | can assure you, merchants have
lost sales from rural areas, and the quality of life for Nevada residents has been
diminished. The development of USA Parkway has not benefited anyone except
the former property owners in that area. A big “thank you” to former Governor
Sandoval and his “great” giveaway to Musk: an unnecessary route to Highway 50,
when the real need, even back then, was clearly I-80 expansion.

Thank you for your comment.

| sincerely appreciate your focus on widening this area, as it is desperately needed.
My biggest concern is that traffic backs up at the sight of even one flashing light, so
I'm hopeful that DOT has plans to section off the areas where work is being done to
allow traffic to continue cruising at 65 miles per hour.

In addition, is there a possibility the work can be done overnight to help reduce
congestion during this very long construction period?

Minimizing construction delays is a priority for NDOT as the project
moves forward. NDOT will be working closely with the Contractor to
develop phasing plans to minimize construction delays. Contractor
working hours will be evaluated to minimize traffic delays while also
providing a safe work zone.
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Comment

Response

| have a concern that this proposed project should not be financed by taxpayer
funds. The employers who will benefit from the project should be required to finance
the expansion, as it is their employees who are causing the congestion. These
employers were given tax breaks to build their facilities without any consideration
for the future impact on roads and resources.

This project will be funded through federal grant funds, and federal
and state highway funds.

Please prioritize and fast-track the [-80 widening project as much as possible.
As a commuter from Sparks to USA Parkway, this drive has become increasingly
unmanageable due to the congestion over the past few months. Thank you.

Thank you for your support.

We need this expansion ASAP. The commute time has doubled.

Thank you for your support.

| think widening 1-80 from Sparks to USA Parkway should have already been
completed. The amount of traffic delays, wrecks, and fatalities is plenty of proof.
In the short term, and possibly long term, to make this road safer, | think there
should be red lights metering access to I-80 between USA Parkway and Sparks. This
especially needs to happen at Waltham Way ASAP! This would be a much quicker
solution than widening the road and could help ease some of the current interstate
delays.

NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior to
construction that would improve traffic operations.

PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE LANES WHILE WORKING. Over 60,000 people commute
daily, and traffic is already heavy. When will the westbound lane be expanded? That
lane is much worse than the eastbound. It makes no sense to expand the east lanes
first.

Minimizing construction delays is a priority for NDOT as the project
moves forward. NDOT will be working closely with the Contractor to
develop phasing plans to minimize construction delays.

I've considered finding another job and risking my family’s livelihood because of the
state of the interstate between USA Parkway and Sparks, Nevada. Recent increases in
factory traffic from both USA Parkway and Waltham Way have significantly affected
driver safety on this stretch. Multiple crashes and bottlenecks occur weekly, almost
daily. While delays are a concern, my greater worry is that | no longer feel safe
traveling on this interstate. Something needs to be done, especially regarding the
merging of Waltham Way onto I-80 West.

The project includes numerous safety enhancements including
widened shoulders, median barrier rail, and extending acceleration and
deceleration distances at all interchange ramps.

Please install a traffic light at the on-ramp from Waltham Way to 1-80 East to help
reduce merge traffic during rush hour (3 p.m. — 6 p.m.). Many people leaving the
industrial park use Waltham Way to “skip” the start of the traffic on 1-80, but this
actually causes congestion at the merge.

NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior to
construction that would improve traffic operations.

Half measures are the wrong approach, but regardless of which path is chosen,
if the westbound Waltham on-ramp to 1-80 does not allow for a longer merging
distance, that part of the commute will always be a disaster.

The Preferred Alternative includes improvements at the Patrick/
Waltham interchange which would extend the acceleration and
deceleration lanes.
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Comment

Response

1st Priority please:

1.1 Patrick Interchange Westbound Entrance — will solve a high percentage of
current slowdown issues. See 2.1 below.

1.2 Vista Westbound Exit and Eastbound Entrance. See 2.1 below.

1.3 NDOT — NHP Driver Education and Public Awareness Campaign, as well as traffic
control signs at freeway entrances, to teach drivers how to:

1.3.1 Safely merge onto the high-speed freeway with proper acceleration—
avoiding slowing down when they should accelerate, or accelerating and merging
prematurely, cutting the continuous striping.

1.3.2 Stop rubbernecking and focus on driving safely. This happens constantly—
probably more often than the number of accidents—causing entire freeway traffic
to stop due to an accident on the opposite side or on a frontage road. Any flashing
lights from emergency, mining, or construction vehicles trigger this behavior, so
permits for their use should emphasize mindful use in and around traffic.

2 General comments:

2.1 Please design all merging and acceleration lanes to maximum design criteria
(distances), not minimum. This is important due to a historical merging problem in
NNV, which seems to worsen over time.

2.2 At least one secondary route connecting Reno-Sparks to TRIC is needed. The USA
Parkway-South Reno Connector and the Spanish Springs USA Parkway Connector
are being considered and can’t come soon enough.

2.3 A frontage road during construction would be helpful; a permanent one would
be even better.

2.4 Another major arterial or highway connecting 1-80 into TRIC will soon be needed,
as USA Parkway will become the next choke point.

2.5 Add guardrails on the median where the two directions are at grade—even on
straight runs—to prevent vehicles from crossing into opposing traffic, as seen in the
recent fatal accident.

NDOT and the Contractor will work closely to develop phasing plans
and traffic control plans as final design progresses. It is anticipated that
the project will be constructed as one project.

Roadway design elements will be designed in accordance with Federal
and State design standards.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of an additional route north of
[-80. However, this new route would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the [-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.

Constructing a frontage road is not feasible due to right-of-way, terrain,
and funding constraints.

Median barrier rail is a key component of the project to enhance safety.

Thank you in advance for your work on this effort.1-80 is in dire need of improvement.
It is unsafe and lacks the capacity for daily commuters who increasingly face traffic
slowdowns and delays. For my peers and me, the viability of this roadway strongly
influences how the day is perceived. As a result, many are considering employment
outside of TRIC. This area provides competitive jobs not available elsewhere in Reno
or Northern Nevada. | have already witnessed peers leaving the state for similar
positions, with their commute and safety being major factors. There are direct costs
due to traffic delays and incident responses, and indirect costs from losing talented
citizens and tax revenue if people leave Nevada. Please consider a thoughtful and
expedited response to improving this bottleneck.

Thank you for your support.
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| have a very important concern, but first, we want to say thank you for a very
informative and progressive meeting. We all left with smiles. Many questions were
answered even before the presentation to us personally. Your timeline is very
impressive.

| have been a board member of the Rainbow Bend Country Club for nine years and
continue in this position. Thus, | receive a lot of feedback on issues in Lockwood.
Here is our concern:

The noise barrier—14 feet high and 3,655 feet long. It was mentioned that the
wall would intensify the train noise in our area. The train noise itself is not the only
problem. Because we have a railroad crossing here, trains must blow their horns as
loud as possible five to six times a day and night. The wall would make this issue
much worse to live with. We all rely on visually checking 1-80 to see if we can go east
or west. Some residents even use cameras to monitor traffic flow before leaving the
house. | have never received positive feedback regarding a wall in Lockwood.

That said, we do have a request and need for truck signs east and west in this area
instructing trucks not to use their jake brakes.

Several rallies and meetings are scheduled for this weekend and throughout our
calendar. | am considering starting a petition against the noise wall beginning
Saturday, June 28, 2025. Please let me know if this will help with the “Final Design”
phase.

During final design, a final noise analysis will be prepared. Absorptive
barrier materials may be an option to be considered further. Per the
NDOT Traffic and Construction Noise Analysis and Abatement Policy,
public feedback will be solicited during final design.

The traffic conditions on I-80 are one of the most frustrating parts of working at
the Tesla Gigafactory. Hour-long backups are now almost a daily occurrence on
the way home at 5 p.m. The expansion project needs to be undertaken ASAP. So
many hours of productivity are lost due to all these people sitting in traffic.

Thank you for your comment.

As an individual who drives these routes every day, | believe that prioritization and
acceleration of solutions for on- and off-ramp bottlenecks should be expedited
to address immediate needs. The Patrick westbound on-ramp and the Vista
westbound exit are of extraordinary importance and should be addressed as quickly
as possible. Due to increased business in the area in recent months, if these areas
are not addressed quickly and first, it will not only cause pain for commuters but
also make construction more difficult moving forward.

NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior
to construction that would improve traffic operations. NDOT and the
Contractor will work closely to develop phasing plans and traffic control
plans as final design progresses.

| am very excited to see that we are closer to getting an additional lane added to
[-80. | would love to see this happen. In addition to the widening, | think it is critical
to add a metering light to the Patrick on-ramp to limit the amount of traffic entering
the freeway at that point. This should be done immediately, prior to construction
starting on the widening.

NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior to
construction that would improve traffic operations.
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Widening highways always induces more traffic in the long term. With all the
developments on USA Parkway, it's only a matter of time before it becomes
congested again. | would like to suggest developing a railway system to ease
congestion on the roads. One train every hour in the morning (4-9 a.m.) and after
shifts (5-8 p.m.) would be sufficient. The railway is already present.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of commuter rail service.
However, commuter rail service would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the 1-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.

Can you please build a frontage road all the way between these locations, or
connect the Waltham frontage road all the way to Reno? Freeway expansion amid
the terrible traffic we already have will be unbearable.

Constructing a frontage road is not feasible due to right-of-way, terrain,
and funding constraints.

This project needs to happen ASAP. Please, please, please.

Thank you for your support.

I'm very hopeful for this project! It seems to me that lengthening the merge lane at
the Waltham onramp and extending the right-hand turn lane on the Vista off-ramp
could be easier improvements that would have a large impact to start with!

Improvements to the Vista Boulevard westbound off-ramp are included
as part of the Preferred Alternative.

The highway situation is deplorable and extremely disappointing, as the government
has allowed this issue to persist without providing an effective solution. My
commute time has literally doubled over the last 12 months. The government needs
to address this issue, as people are driving recklessly out of frustration with the lack
of any solution. Please address this before more accidents and deaths occur.

Thank you for your comment.

| support the widening. People will complain about “adding more lanes,” but they
don't realize it's the only (reasonable) way to get out to USA Parkway. Adding
capacity won't cause more people to take the route—they already have to take
it. Others say, "build a commuter rail line!” which is great if a) you don't live in the
mountains, b) there's a central area where people can walk from a station, and
c) it's competitive with driving. None of those are true. What happens when the
train gets there? Do people walk through the desert? Take a shuttle bus from the
station (when shuttles already exist, at least for Tesla)? It's a bad idea, and that's
coming from a commuter rail supporter—it just doesn't make sense. | hope this
goes through. | used to commute that way for four years, and it was a real bummer
when it got backed up. It was part of the reason | quit that job.

Thank you for your support.

This is definitely needed. A 20-minute commute easily turns into 1 to 1.5 hours
every day after work to get to Reno. Not having a shoulder or proper guardrails is
a major safety hazard.

Thank you for your support.

Please complete this road widening project asap!

Thank you for your support.
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| am writing to express a growing concern shared by many commuters who travel
daily on Interstate 80 between Reno and Fernley. This stretch of highway has
become increasingly congested, leading to significant delays and safety hazards.
On average, we spend 2 to 3 hours in traffic every day, which not only affects our
productivity and quality of life but also contributes to increased fuel consumption
and environmental impact. Additionally, it is alarming that nearly one accident
occurs daily on this route, further exacerbating traffic delays and posing serious
risks to public safety. Given the rapid growth in population and commercial activity
in the region, it is imperative that the 1-80 corridor be widened or that a viable
alternate route be developed to accommodate the increasing traffic volume. This
improvement is essential not only to ease congestion but also to enhance road
safety and support regional economic development. We urge the National Highway
Authority to prioritize this issue and take immediate steps to plan and implement
the necessary infrastructure upgrades. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Thank you for your support.

| support the I-80 East Widening project and believe it should be expedited
and completed as soon as possible. [-80 between Sparks and TRIC has become
increasingly high-risk each day due to the heavy semi traffic mixed with the tens of
thousands of workers commuting to and from TRIC. This project is long overdue.

Thank you for your support.

My daily commute, which used to take 20 minutes, has now taken up to an hour
for the last few months. | am losing precious time of my life stuck in this traffic. It's
about time this city actually does something to improve the infrastructure and living
conditions instead of just sitting on taxpayers’ money. Need to make it a toll road?
Do it! This is literally the reason people will start moving out of the TRIC area, and
the city will lose businesses again.

Thank you for your support.

I-80 needs to be widened, or an alternate solution proposed. There is too much
traffic now going to and from Sparks and USA Parkway. This will only get worse with
the increasing number of businesses in the area.

Thank you for your support.

I'm looking forward to the on-time completion of this project. More capacity on
1-80 is needed to ensure consistent flow to and from the USA Parkway area. In the
last month (June 2025), the duration of my commute has nearly doubled due to
congestion on this portion of 1-80.

Thank you for your support.
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(Part 1)

To accelerate the 1-80 widening project (Vista Blvd to USA Parkway), particularly

through the Alternatives Analysis and NEPA Studies through Final Design, several key

steps can be optimized without compromising legal or environmental compliance.

Here's how the process could go faster, step by step:

1. Parallelize Tasks

» Many steps in the current timeline are done sequentially, but several can and
should happen in parallel, including:

» Environmental studies and tribal/resource consultations: Initiate these
simultaneously instead of after refining concepts.

+ Field surveys and preliminary cost estimating: These can often occur concurrently
with outreach efforts.

* Right-of-way impacts and 15% design: These are usually interdependent,
but early assumptions can allow preliminary ROW work to begin before the
preferred alternative is finalized.

Recommendation: Establish a robust project management team that pushes for

task concurrency wherever possible.

2. Expedite NEPA Documentation

The NEPA process often drags due to documentation delays. Streamlining includes:

« Use of a PEIS or CE if applicable, instead of a full EIS.

« Early coordination with FHWA to identify what level of NEPA document is
appropriate.

» Pre-consultation with agencies and tribes to resolve concerns early.

Recommendation: Employ consultants with NEPA fast-track experience and use

FHWA's “Every Day Counts” toolkit to streamline approvals.

3. Stakeholder Coordination Early and Often

Tribal, public, and agency feedback can stall projects. Get ahead by:

* Hosting joint consultation workshops to avoid back-and-forth.

« Using digital platforms for public outreach to reduce turnaround time.

e Implementing clear deadlines for agency input and escalation protocols if
deadlines are missed.

4. Use Design-Build for Efficiency

You're already planning a PDB approach. To optimize:

« Start geotechnical borings and utility coordination earlier during the
environmental document phase.

« Allow the design-builder to begin preconstruction services before environmental
clearance is fully granted, if permissible (at risk).

Recommendation: Issue an RFQ/RFP earlier and allow for early contractor

involvement (ECI) techniques.
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(Part 2)

5. Leverage Technology

Use GIS, LiDAR, drone surveying, and 3D modeling to accelerate:
« Concept refinement and APE boundary mapping

* Environmental constraint analysis

« Utility and ROW identification

6. Streamline Federal and State Review

If delays stem from FHWA or NDOT:

« Consider a joint NDOT-FHWA project team for faster internal communication.
« Pre-negotiate an expedited review process or commit to an IPD strategy.

Realistic Time Savings:

- Alternatives Analysis/NEPA phase: Could compress from \~12 months to 6-9 | Thank you for your comments and suggestions.
months with concurrent processing.

» Environmental approval and 15% design: Could be trimmed by 3-6 months if
early design assumptions are validated.

» Final design and procurement: Could be streamlined by 6-12 months using
PDB efficiency and early contractor involvement.

Summary:

To go faster:

« Overlap NEPA and design phases

« Use technology and fast-tracking methods

+ Pre-engage stakeholders to reduce delays

» Accelerate procurement and contract execution

As a daily commuter and resident of Sparks, | want to express my strong support
for the proposed expansion of I-80 East. Over the past several years, traffic volume
along this corridor has surged dramatically, resulting in delays that regularly exceed
double what they were just a few years ago. What once was a manageable route has
now become a daily bottleneck, significantly impacting travel times, productivity,
and overall quality of life. More concerning is the noticeable rise in traffic accidents,
which have become nearly a daily occurrence. Congestion and narrow lane capacity
are major contributing factors, putting drivers at greater risk and placing unnecessary
strain on emergency services. Expanding 1-80 is not simply about convenience—
it's about safety, efficiency, and preparing for continued regional growth. | urge
planners and decision-makers to prioritize and accelerate this project to meet the
needs of the community and ensure a safer, more reliable future for everyone who
depends on this critical route. Thank you for your commitment to improving our
infrastructure.

Thank you for your support.
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Widening the road is not going to resolve the issue of too many people heading
in that direction at the same time. We should be trying to relieve the traffic with
staggered shift start times, public transportation, or private roads to lessen the load
of cars. Widening the road will just kick the can down the line, especially since there
is no end in sight to the development out at USA Parkway.

Thank you for your comment.

Please first create an alternate route, such as the proposal to connect USA Parkway
to La Posada in Sparks, before widening the freeway—otherwise, it will be a
construction nightmare for years. The State of Nevada wants to grow the economy
by allowing expansion in the industrial park without first addressing transportation,
while instead investing millions on F1 tracks in Las Vegas.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of an additional route north of
[-80. However, this new route would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the -80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.

I would like to raise a concern regarding the current traffic conditions on the highway,
particularly during peak commute hours. Over the past several weeks, our travel
time has nearly doubled, significantly impacting daily schedules and productivity. A
major contributing factor appears to be the congestion caused by vehicles entering
the freeway from the Mustang on-ramp. The current two-lane configuration is no
longer sufficient to handle the volume of traffic merging at this point, leading to
frequent bottlenecks and delays.

Expanding the highway to include a second lane in this area would greatly improve
traffic flow and reduce commute times. Additionally, implementing better traffic
management solutions at the Mustang entry point (such as metered ramps or
dedicated merge lanes) could further alleviate congestion.

| strongly believe these improvements are necessary to accommodate the growing
number of commuters and to ensure a safer, more efficient driving experience for
everyone.

Thank you for your support. The Preferred Alternative will add an
additional lane in both direction and includes improvements at the
Mustang interchange which would extend the acceleration and
deceleration lanes.

Traffic on 1-80 is becoming extremely chaotic after 5 p.m. and before 9 am. It is
necessary to improve the highway to accommodate the increasing number of cars
traveling from Tesla Giga Nevada to Sparks/Reno.

Thank you for your support.

Please consider building a new route, not just expanding the current one! After work,
I'm already very tired—I don’t want to drive even longer due to road expansion.
Please, no expansion! No, no, no!

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County is
evaluating the potential for an alternative route north of 1-80. It is
anticipated a parallel roadway would not change the need to provide
an additional lane in each direction. In addition, safety improvements,
such as widened shoulders, are still needed along 1-80.

We really need to get the infrastructure built out to USA Parkway. It's the largest
industrial complex in Nevada, and it places a huge burden on the citizens of Reno/
Sparks when something as simple as a flat tire can turn a 30-minute commute into
an hour and a half. Build more roads.

Thank you for your support.

1-80 East Widening Finding of No Significant Impact

Page 17




Comment

Response

If we made the merge lane at the Waltham on-ramp the size of the one at USA
Parkway, there would be enough runway for vehicles to gain speed before merging.
If they widened just that section, it would provide a much better return on investment
than widening all of I-80—where “investment” refers to both money spent and
construction duration. This would also account for the influx of personnel hired in
the region west of USA Parkway.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of an additional route north of
[-80. However, this new route would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the 1-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.

The Preferred Alternative includes extending acceleration and
deceleration distances at all interchange ramps.

| mean, if you want people to get to and from work in a reasonable amount of time
as industry expands, then expanding the road makes a lot of sense. If you don't
want people to stay as part of the tax base, don’t expand the road. People will make
it their goal to move away just because of the commute. Either that, or the number
of motorcycles on the road is going to skyrocket—which doesn’t sound great for
road safety.

Thank you for your comment.

Please widen 1-80. We need more lanes for a better commute, and barriers between
directions to prevent vehicles from going the wrong way.

Thank you for your support. Median barrier rail is a key component of
the project to enhance safety.

| support this project and believe it is long overdue. Ideally, the widening would
extend all the way to Fernley; however, improving the section between USA Parkway
and Vista is at least a step in the right direction. Every day, there are guaranteed
delays on this stretch. When | need to travel it in the evening, | usually have to leave
at least two hours early to make it to an appointment on time.

Thank you for your support.

Please help optimize I-80 Highway. There are many defects and issues with this
highway every day. Please make it safer and more functional.

Thank you for your support.

| was at the meeting on June 25th, 2025, and | was the first public speaker. | actually
spent some time at the Patrick on-ramp area and found that the merging lane was
too short. Drivers slow down to avoid collisions, which triggers slowness all the way
to USA Parkway. So the immediate, | mean immediate, solution is to work on the
Patrick interchange right away to create a longer merging lane. Please prioritize
work on the Patrick interchange as soon as possible. Thanks.

Also, | mentioned building a lane west from USA Parkway to the Patrick exit and
activating it only as an exit lane if the freeway is jammed from Vista, Mustang, or
anywhere on 1-80 West. This way, people can exit and return to work in the TR,
spending quality time at a hotel lobby or restaurant before heading back to Reno/
Sparks. Put up a billboard and mark it with a solid double line during the freeway
construction phase. This is just one way to get cars off 1-80 westbound when traffic
comes to a halt or slows down significantly.

The Preferred Alternative includes extending acceleration and
deceleration distances at all interchange ramps. NDOT will also work
closely with the contractor on the construction phasing and minimizing
construction delays.
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I've been reading more about the changes to Highway 80 and just noticed the
part about a 14-foot noise barrier. | moved here only two years ago and have had
absolutely no problem with the highway noise.

My biggest problem with the 14-foot wall is the loss of my view. | didn’t move here
to look at a cement wall. | knew the highway was there when | moved in. | firmly
believe in the old phrase, “You don't move in next door to an airport and complain
about the noise,” or in this case, the highway or the smell of the cattle ranch you
moved next to. During final design, a final noise analysis will be prepared. Absorptive
| do count on being able to actually see the highway from my home so | know what | barrier materials may be an option to be considered further. Per the
traffic will be like to get to work in the mornings or whether | should try going to | NDOT Traffic and Construction Noise Analysis and Abatement Policy,
the store for anything. | don’t know what the cost would be for this unnecessary | public feedback will be solicited during final design.

wall, but the taxes of others should not be spent on the few of us who live here. The
noise isn't loud enough to prevent me from carrying on a conversation when we're
outside on my deck.

So... I am a person who would be greatly impacted by this and | am strongly against
adding the 14-foot wall that | didn’t buy my home to look at. | can actually see the
highway when I'm sitting on my sofa, and | really do like being able to see what the
only way out of my neighborhood looks like.

As a concerned resident and daily commuter, | strongly support the proposal towiden
this critical stretch of highway. The current conditions are not just inconvenient—
they are dangerous. This section of roadway sees a disturbingly high number of
crashes, many of them fatal. These are not just statistics—they represent lives lost
and families forever changed.

The regularity of these incidents, often occurring weekly, makes it clear that this
highway is no longer safely serving the volume of traffic it carries. Moreover, each
serious accident brings traffic to a standstill for hours, disrupting not only commuters
but also emergency responders, local businesses, and freight transportation.

For thousands of people who rely on this corridor daily, the current situation is a
growing public safety and economic concern. Widening the highway is a proactive
investment in safety, efficiency, and quality of life for our community. It will reduce
congestion, lower the risk of collisions, and ensure that first responders can reach
the scene of an emergency without delay.

This isn't just a matter of convenience—it's a matter of preventing further tragedy
and building infrastructure that matches the needs of a growing population. Please
move forward with this project without delay. The cost of inaction is far too high.

Thank you for your support.

Please widen 1-80 or extend the Patrick on-ramp. Constant traffic on this on-ramp | Thank you for your support. The Preferred Alternative includes
leads to congestion on the freeway because semis and other vehicles are merging | extending acceleration and deceleration distances at all interchange
into the fast lane. ramps.
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| know you only know how to build roads, but adding lanes never works—just look
at LA, where they keep adding lanes and still have gridlock.

Why not move into the 21st century and try light rail, which works in many cities
(e.g., Denver)?

A parking lot in Sparks with a direct rail connection to the Tech Center, plus shuttles
between the rail stop and businesses (paid for by the businesses there).

Fewer cars on the road = less traffic, fewer accidents, and certainly cheaper than
adding lanes now and then again in 10 years.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of commuter rail service.
However, commuter rail service would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the 1-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.

One suggestion for the 1-80 widening would be to create a completely separate
two-lane highway. Once completed, one of the three highways could be turned into
a one-way route heading east in the morning and west in the afternoon. This would
reduce congestion on the main highway. In addition, on-ramps that seem too short
(like Waltham) should have their merge distances increased. A short-term solution
for these on-ramps could be the addition of a metering system to limit the number
of cars slowly merging onto the highway from that on-ramp.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of an additional route north of
[-80. However, this new route would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the 1-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project. NDOT Traffic
Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any interim measures,
such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior to construction that
would improve traffic operations.

I-80 between Vista and USA Parkway is a dangerous mess. The Reno Tahoe Industrial
Center has been a great success and has grown a lot. Two lanes can’t handle the
traffic anymore. There are too many accidents and many more “close calls.”

Thank you for your comment.

I'm really tired of the daily traffic; the freeway definitely needs widening to improve
flow.

Thank you for your support.

In regard to the 1-80 expansion from Vista to USA Parkway, please take into
consideration how this project can improve access to and protection of the Truckee
River, since the work is so close to the river.

Water quality is a priority for NDOT. NDOT has been working, and will
continue working closely, with federal and state water quality officials
to minimize any disturbance to the Truckee River during and after
construction.

| am the Executive Director of One Truckee River and provide public comment
regarding the I-80 expansion from Vista to USA Parkway. After reviewing the material
provided on the NDOT site, | am encouraged to see that it appears the project
will not directly affect the Truckee River. However, | would like NDOT to provide
more details to the public concerning drainage patterns, stormwater infrastructure
changes, and the voluntary conservation agreement.

Additionally, given the level of focus and funding dedicated to the project area and
its close proximity to the Truckee River, how can improvements be incorporated
into the project to increase access to the river corridor and enhance river protection
within the project area?

Thank you in advance for submitting my comment to the public record and for
addressing the questions | have posed.

NDOT has been working, and will continue working closely, with
federal and state water quality officials to minimize any disturbance to
the Truckee River during and after construction. The NDOT Construction
Site BMP Manual and Stormwater Quality Manuals identfies numerous
best management practice (BMP) measures which may be implemented.
During final design and pre-construction, NDOT, the construction
contractor, and NDEP will evaluate the Preferred Alternative and
identify which BMPs are to be implemented.
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| approve and support NDOT's [-80 East Widening Project. | have reviewed the Draft
Environmental Assessment for NDOT's I-80 East Widening Project, and | approve
and support the recommendations and the build alternative because the build
alternative will improve safety, reduce congestion, and enhance freight mobility on
[-80 from Vista Boulevard to USA Parkway by widening 1-80 from 2 lanes to 3 lanes
in each direction.

Thank you for your support.

| love that this project is being planned, but it needs to be accelerated.
1-80 is extremely backed up, causing massive delays, accidents, and unlawful detours.

My commute to work has gone from a 20-minute drive from Vista to USA Parkway
to a 60-90 minute commute, with an equally longer drive home. It has become the
new norm.

| fear that 2027 will be far too late. You need to create a temporary alternative route.

Thank you for your support.

Widening 1-80 will really help reduce the time required to get from Reno/Sparks
to the industrial area near the Tesla Gigafactory. Please create an alternative route
before beginning the work on widening 1-80. This will definitely help solve the issues
of high traffic and accidents on 1-80.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of an additional route north of
[-80. However, this new route would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the 1-80 corridor and

would not meet the purpose and need for this project.

(Part 1)

My home in Lockwood is one of the closest to Hwy 80 and actually faces the
highway. I'm VERY concerned about the 14-foot sound wall. | don’t know what the
study of noise decibels has shown here, but there is absolutely no problem carrying
on a conversation in front of my house. If there's any noise issue, it would be from
the train, which can be very loud. The train doesn’t bother me, | moved in knowing
the train was there.

My concerns about putting up a sound wall are that | won't be able to see the
highway from my home anymore. Since this proposed wall came up, I've realized
how much | depend on being able to see what the traffic is like. If | want to go to
the store, | just look out my window to see if traffic is moving or not. We only have
one way out of our neighborhood. Without being able to see the traffic conditions,
| would have to get in my car and drive to the highway just to check the traffic flow.
Then, where would | turn around to drive back home? It would also be extremely
dangerous if there was a fire coming this way. It would be like being blind to what
we're heading into until we're possibly in the thick of it. | know that at that point
we would have to get into it anyway, but being able to see it ahead of time would
surely help reduce stress by allowing us to be mentally prepared.
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(Part 2)

| also think it's a poor use of taxpayer dollars. As | mentioned earlier, | am one of
the closest residents to the highway. People walk up and down my street with their
dogs, stopping to talk to neighbors, and hearing their conversations is not even
close to being a problem.

Lastly, the view | have now is the view | moved here for. Please give this wall part of
the project more serious thought before building it. | honestly can’t see how it would
or could improve anything because there’s nothing for it to fix or improve. However,
it would greatly change daily life, causing stress due to the lack of knowledge about
traffic conditions.

During final design, a final noise analysis will be prepared. Absorptive
barrier materials may be an option to be considered further. Per the
NDOT Traffic and Construction Noise Analysis and Abatement Policy,
public feedback will be solicited during final design.

As someone who regularly travels this corridor, | want to express serious concerns
about the current state of 1-80 between Sparks and USA Parkway. The rapid
population growth in Fernley and surrounding areas, combined with expanded
access via USA Parkway, has led to a dramatic surge in daily commuter traffic. This
stretch of freeway was not designed to handle current volumes, and it shows.

The congestion during peak commute hours is intense, with backups and delays
that often double travel times. More concerning than the inconvenience, however,
is the consistent sense of danger. With limited shoulders, high-speed merging, and
frequent accidents, it often feels like you're one small mistake away from disaster.
I've personally felt fearful for my safety on many occasions, especially when passing
broken-down vehicles with barely any clearance.

This corridor is a critical commuter route for thousands of residents, not just from
Sparks, but from Fernley, Silver Springs, and beyond. The infrastructure simply
hasn't kept pace with the region’s growth. The proposed improvements can't come
soon enough, and | urge NDOT to prioritize funding and expedite construction. We
need safer, wider lanes and reliable shoulders now, not years from now.

Thank you for your support.

Thank you for providing this email for a response. | missed the public comment
period, but | wanted to voice my opinion on the proposed changes to 1-80. While |
recognize that changes in the Reno population will necessitate increased throughput
on our highway, | strongly encourage you to consider public transportation options,
such as light rail, before adding additional lanes to the highway. Adding lanes has
been proven (for instance, with the Katy Freeway) to be unsuccessful in decreasing
driving time and improving reliable travel estimates. We have an opportunity to
make a vital choice for the future prosperity of our city, and | hope that you will
choose to invest in public transportation.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of commuter rail service.
However, commuter rail service would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the 1-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.
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Comment Response

First off — an introduction as | have commuted daily on [-80 between Sparks and
USA Parkway since 2017 and look forward to the improvements on [-80 for all
employees of a company based at TRIC.

Questions / comments are as follows:
Thank you for your support. The 2050 traffic projections do not warrant
four lanes in each direction. The three lanes in each direction provided
under the Preferred Alternative accommodate current and future
projected traffic volumes.

«  Will one more lane each way be enough?

« At least 10 additional warehouses have been built and staffed in 2025, both
at TRIC and off of Waltham Way. What are the immediate countermeasures to
mitigate the Waltham Way bottleneck?

« This merge point is extremely short, and facing an influx of traffic due to new | NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
businesses opening there and TRIC employees attempting to bypass the traffic | interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior to
on 80. construction that would improve traffic operations.

* A metering light at Waltham would alleviate the flood of vehicles attempting
to merge at once after making the sharp curve and also force non-Waltham
Way employees to utilize the USA parkway entrance to 1-80 which is more well
suited for large amounts of traffic.

| am an employee at Panasonic out at USA Parkway and have been commuting
along the 1-80 corridor since 2018. I'm guessing the number of businesses that
have moved to TRIC finally hit the breaking point this year, as it seems that even
without an accident, I-80 is constantly backed up, especially after 3 p.m.

| reviewed the widening plan and am glad to hear that it is occurring, though as
a people leader, | fear the 2031 completion date. | believe we are struggling to
hire and retain employees due to the daily commute, which has swelled from 30

minutes each way to a 45-minute minimum, and often 2 hours with an accident o . ' _
occurring regularly. NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any

interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior

Are there any interim actions being considered to ease congestion over the next ; ) .
to construction that would improve traffic operations.

six years? Some ideas:

« Traffic always backs up at the Patrick Exit (28) as trucks move slowly up and While the project is not expected to be completed until 2031,

down the hill and vehicles from Waltham Way have a short uphill merge. construction is anticipated to start in late 2027/early 2028. NDOT and

Maybe a traffic light at this on-ramp could allow for smoother traffic flow on | the Contractor will work closely to develop phasing plans and traffic
the highway? control plans as final design progresses.

« Signs like "Keep right except to pass” or “Trucks right lane only.” I've seen many
phantom traffic jams caused by a single truck unable to pass on the left and
staying in the lane, as well as from slow passenger vehicles parked in the left lane.

« I've seen other states adopt electronic speed limit signs that change during rush
hour to reduce the likelihood of accidents and phantom traffic jams/waves.

« Also, during times of the year when the sun rises or sets right at rush hour, |
know Colorado slows or shuts down the highway due to the glare.
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Response

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on 1-80 Freeway Widening Expansion
Project from USA Parkway to Vista. | have worked on Water Quality, Riparian
Restoration, Threated and Endangered Species, Water Pollution Reduction and
River Justice for the past 32 years.

| would like to bring to your attention a number of issues as it relates to the
impacts to water quality, cultural sovereignty, ungulates/bighorn migration pass,
and riparian monitoring.

1. The Court of Antiquities near the Vista Reef is a Sacred Site. We request for
protections of the Vista Reef Sacred areas and request the assistance of the
Historic Preservation Office to help mitigate impacts. Indigenous People
(Numu, Newe, Wasiw) need to be included in discussions and advocacy of any
and all Sacred sites to help monitor and document all Sacred sites in the area
along and above the riparian corridor. The Indigenous People from Susanville,
Reno Sparks Indian Colony, and Washoe need to be consulted.

2. We believe that the Industrial Center is a huge impact to Water Quality and
the Truckee River ongoing impacts and assessment of Total Maximum Daily
Loading (TMDL). The ongoing issues with Total Dissolved Solids, oxygen and
temperature stem from upstream planning and management. We requests
additional studies on fish impacts with regard to water quality (Nitrogen,
Phosphorous), biological oxygen demand, use of a better temperature
monitoring program, cottonwood recruitment study, Water pollution
reductionx and a macrovertebrate assessment.

3. The Truckee River is the only lifeline to spawning Lahontan cutthroat trout
and the endangered Cui-ui. We ask that a full assessment from the NDOW,
Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe, Pyramid Lake Fisheries, and USFWS weigh in on the
impacts to these Keystone Species.

4. An Ungulate bypass or bridge is needed for deer and bighorn to protect
species from being killed or their populations being threatened.

In summary, we believe a less costly project would be to install a rail line, place all
Industrial Center employees on graveyard, and provide incentives for the public
to buddy ride, and have the Industrial Center work with Storey County to find
alternatives for housing in Stagecoach and Silver Springs.

NDOT has consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) as required under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act who concurred with the finding of No Adverse Effect
for the project. NDOT has also consulted with the Reno-Sparks Indian
Colony, Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe and Washoe County throughout
project planning and design. The project was designed to avoid
impacts to environmentally sensitive areas. Coordination with Tribal
stakeholders will continue throughout final design and construction.

NDOT does not regulate development at the Tahoe Reno Industrial
Center and cannot speak to potential water quality impacts from
development at TRIC.

NDQOT prepared a Biological Assessment to address the project in
compliance with Section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act. It was
determined that the project is not likely to adversely effect the Cui-ui,
Lahontan cutthroat trout, and northwestern pond turtle.

NDOT biologists, in coordination with Nevada Department of Wildlife,
will evaluate wildlife fencing and cattle guards during final design.

The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC
Washoe) is evaluating the feasibility of commuter rail service.
However, commuter rail service would not address the need for safety
improvements and improved travel delay within the I-80 corridor and
would not meet the purpose and need for this project.
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Response

On behalf of the Truckee River Yacht Club, we are submitting comments on the [-80 East
Widening Project Environmental Assessment (I-80 EA). The Truckee River Yacht Club is a
501C3 organization which was founded in 1988 to enhance the Truckee River's water quality
and quantity, to protect communities, and preserve the river's many ecological functions for
people, fish and wildlife.

Thank you for providing an opportunity for the public to comment on the I-80 EA on the
proposed highway widening project by the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT).
While we support the needs for this project, we do have concerns and questions about
the impacts of project construction on the Truckee River, including water quality, fish, and
flooding, and also on local communities not ‘studied”” in the EA, interstate commerce, the
KM pipeline from Reno to Fallon, and public safety.

TRUCKEE RIVER: The EA states that ““The Preferred Alternative would result in increased
impervious surfaces and drainage patterns and stormwater infrastructure changes,”” but
it does not disclose how NDOT will protect the Truckee River from these changes. What is
the current NDOT management or containment of stormwater runoff from 1-80? Where is it
located? How much additional stormwater runoff may occur from the increased impervious
surfaces of the highway expansion project? How will NDOT change its stormwater
containment or management due to the increased impervious surfaces, drainage patterns
and stormwater infrastructure to avoid increasing flood flows into the Truckee River? It also
states that the Preferred Alternative is designed ““to avoid potential encroachment on the
river.”” While we appreciate NDOT's intent not to harm or encroach further on the Truckee
River, it appears that these statements are potentially in conflict? Please explain.

Both the endangered Cui-ui and the threatened Lahontan Cutthroat Trout are dependent
on habitat in the Truckee River and in Pyramid Lake. Please explain the rationale in the
determination in the EA that the proposed action is “"not likely to adversely affect” these
protected fish.

OTHER ISSUES:

Cultural resources: The Court of Antiquity, located between [-80 and the Truckee River, is
mentioned only once in the EA, with this statement (p.2, Appendix A): “It is important to
avoid environmentally sensitive areas such as the Truckee River and other cultural resource
areas such as the Court of Antiquities (sic).” Please explain how this ancient site will be
"avoided” by proposed construction.

"nn

Economic issues: In the socioeconomics section, the EA apparently only considered impacts
of the proposed construction on 4 “local communities” - Sparks, Storey County, Washoe
County and Nevada. Please explain why other local communities - Fernley, Fallon, Lovelock,
Winnemucca, the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe Reservation, and Reno were left out of this
analysis, since this section of 1-80 from Vista to the USA Parkway also is essential in providing
access to these local community residents to their jobs and businesses on a daily basis. What
is the mitigation for blocking access between these local communities as well as interstate
commerce? Will traffic be detoured south to Hwy. 50 or north through the Reservation when
the highway is closed or has lane restrictions?

NDOT has been working, and will continue working closely, with federal and
state water quality officials to minimize any disturbance to the Truckee River
during and after construction. The NDOT Construction Site BMP Manual and
Stormwater Quality Manuals identfies numerous best management practice
(BMP) measures which may be implemented. During final design and pre-
construction, NDOT, the construction contractor, and NDEP will evaluate the
Preferred Alternative and identify which BMPs are to be implemented. Please
reference '‘Appendix B - Floodplain and Water Resources’ in the EA available
on the NDOT website at https://www.dot.nv.gov/projects-programs/
programs-studies/i-80-east-study to address water quality concerns and
questions.

NDOT prepared a Biological Assessment to address the project in compliance
with Section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act. It was determined that the
project is not likely to adversely effect the Cui-ui, Lahontan cutthroat trout,
and northwestern pond turtle.

NDOT has consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)

as required under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
who concurred with the finding of No Adverse Effect for the project. The
project was designed to avoid impacts to environmentally sensitive areas.
Coordination with Tribal stakeholders will continue throughout final design
and construction.

The socioeconomic study area is adequate to address the potential impacts
from the project. As described in the purpose and need, this section of I-80
is a component of the regional transportation network. Access to residences
and businesses will be maintained during construction. Any detours would
occur at interchanges and use existing ramps or temporary paving. No
significant detours, such as detouring to US 50, would occur.

NDOT is working with Kinder Morgan on the project and has identified no
significant impacts or concerns with the existing Kinder Morgan line.
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Public safety: The EA fails to consider impacts of project construction to the Kinder Morgan
jet fuel pipeline which follows the 1-80 corridor through the Truckee Canyon. Will fuel
deliveries be blocked or delayed? We are concerned about potential pipeline fuel spills into
the Truckee River.

The EA failed to analyze the impacts of the proposed 14 foot high and 3,655’ long traffic
noise barrier mentioned in the Public Hearing document to public safety, especially during
below-freezing winter conditions common on [-80. Increased shade from the barrier may
contribute to icy conditions on the highway

Safety is a priority for NDOT. During final design, a final noise evaluation will
be prepared evaluating the proposed noise wall for final heigh, location, and
other concerns.

The traffic entering 1-80 west via the Exit 28 on-ramp causes backups on the interstate,
resulting in about an hour of congestion each day. This is due to cars entering the interstate
at slow speeds and all at once. If these cars entered more sporadically, the traffic backup
would be significantly reduced. I'm aware of the widening project scheduled to begin in a
couple of years, but is there any plan to meter or otherwise regulate the flow of cars at this
on-ramp before that project starts?

Metering the Exit 28 on-ramp would provide much-needed traffic relief in the short term.

NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior
to construction that would improve traffic operations.

Yesterday, there was an accident involving a car and the train at the Waltham
crossing. While Waltham was closed, there were zero (or only a few) cars using the
westbound Patrick on-ramp. The usual traffic that I-80 experiences between Patrick
and USA Parkway was nonexistent because traffic was prevented from reaching the
on-ramp. This is a clear example that the westbound Patrick on-ramp needs to be
metered immediately. This will also help reduce backups when construction starts.
It is irresponsible for NDOT to allow this backup to occur on a daily basis.

NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior
to construction that would improve traffic operations.

| work at Tesla in Storey County. Since construction began on the new data centers
in TRIC, traffic to Reno has increased significantly—now taking 1 to 1.5 hours even
without an accident. A longer merge lane from Patrick to [-80 East is urgently
needed. Is any research or planning currently underway to address this?

NDQOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior
to construction that would improve traffic operations.

I'm a resident of Sparks, Nevada. Last night, | was stuck in traffic for 3.5 hours due
to backups and road closures on 1-80 West and Waltham. | commute to GFNV every
weekday to work onsite in the office. Over the last three months or so, my travel
time home from work around 5 to 6 p.m. has increased significantly. What used to
be a ~30-minute trip is now taking more than an hour on average.

It seems that traffic merging at Waltham is causing a major backup on [-80 West.

Are any actions being taken to address this issue in the short term? Who can |
contact to escalate this concern? Motorists are spending an excessive amount
of time stuck in traffic. Are any considerations being made for the lost time and
productivity of Nevada residents?

NDQOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior
to construction that would improve traffic operations.
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| am a concerned commuter and lifelong Reno local. | started at Tesla in December 2024, and
since then, traffic has gotten exponentially worse. The more buildings that open, the worse it
gets. One of the main issues is the design of the Waltham Way on-ramp. | know you're aware
of the issue and that redesigning it is part of the upcoming expansion project. However, it's
clear that there is a serious problem now, and the project isn't scheduled to begin until 2027.

That being said, the current plan to redesign the on-ramps and add just one lane in each
direction already seems outdated. If the project were completed today, it would barely
alleviate the current traffic—let alone account for the growth expected over the next 18+
months.

I'm wondering if there are any plans to implement short-term measures to address the
current traffic. For example, could 1-80 be reduced to one lane before Waltham to better
manage merging, or could parts of the project begin ahead of schedule?

There are multiple crashes every week and hours of lost time for Nevada residents. This area
plays a major role in supporting the Reno economy, and it seems clear that this situation
deserves urgent attention.

NDOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior
to construction that would improve traffic operations.

| trust this email account has received many similar messages recently, so I'll keep
it brief:

| understand the [-80 widening project is planned for 2027 through 2031 to add
an additional lane. However, this timeline and solution will not benefit commuters
on the stretch of highway from Sparks to USA Parkway—either during or after
construction.

The Waltham westbound off-ramp needs to be redesigned and extended to give
vehicles ample time and visibility to safely merge onto I-80W. This work could be
done under current traffic conditions with a temporary closure of that portion.
Eastbound traffic could continue using Waltham Way as-is in the interim.

| concede that those using the Waltham ramp to merge onto 1-80W for their Sparks-
bound commute will be frustrated, but that's a relatively small price to pay compared
to the thousands of man-hours and cargo delays caused by the daily traffic buildup
from 3 p.m. to 7 p.m. every weekday.

Just wanted to add another voice to the chorus on this issue.
Thank you for your time and attention.

NDQOT Traffic Operations is preparing an evaluation to see if any
interim measures, such as ramp meters, could be implemented prior
to construction that would improve traffic operations.
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4.0 Selected Alternative

FHWA and NDOT select the Preferred Alternative identified in the EA as the alternative to move forward
with for the 1-80 East Widening project. The selected alternative would provide three 12-foot wide travel
lanes in each direction (six lanes total) with a 10-foot wide inside shoulder and a 12-foot wide outside
shoulder along 1-80 from Vista Boulevard to USA Parkway (see Figure 2.1). The roadway elevation would
match the existing roadway elevation but would be adjusted (raised or lowered) when possible to minimize
impacts of location specific constraints or to improve roadway design or safety. (see Figure 2).

Improvements at the Lockwood, Mustang, and Patrick/Waltham Way interchanges would also be
constructed as part of the Selected Alternative (see Figure 2). Modifications would include enhanced
acceleration and deceleration lanes (safety and operations) and on- and off-ramp lighting.

Based on agency review comments received after publication of the EA, minor revisions were made to the
striping at the Lockwood interchange. These revisions are reflected in Figure 2. Additionally, the final results
of the Cost Risk Assessment (CRA) have adjusted the cost estimates. The base 2025 year cost estimate,
inclusive of final design, right-of-way, construction, and construction engineering, ranges from $580-$620
million. The Cost Risk Assessment process yielded a risk-inclusive, year of expenditure cost escalated to the
anticipated mid-point of construction (2030) of $725-$780 million.

5.0 Impacts and Mitigation

Table 2 lists measures that will be implemented during the design or construction phases of the project
to avoid, reduce, or otherwise mitigate potential impacts associated with the proposed project. Mitigation
measures and requirements for compliance with federal, state, and local laws will be specified in the
construction contractor’s contract with NDOT. No changes have been made to the mitigation measures
since the release of the EA.

The mitigation measures and commitments shown in Table 2 are not subject to change or modification
without prior written approval from FHWA. This list does not include any FHWA permits, approvals, or
reviews that are required related to plans, specifications, and estimates; right-of-way; contracts; or other
design or administrative aspects of the project.
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Table 2. 1-80 Mitigation Measures

Resource

Mitigation

Land Use: Additional Right-of-Way
(EA Section 3.2.3)

Residents (both owners and tenants) and businesses are protected by the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended (Uniform Act). As required by the Uniform Act, NDOT will pay
fair market value for any property acquired.

Land Use: Construction Impacts
(EA Section 3.2.3)

NDOT will develop a plan to communicate with the public and property owners regarding construction schedule,
street closures, and detours throughout construction. Access to residences and businesses will be maintained during
construction.

Any detours would occur at interchanges and use existing ramps or temporary paving. No significant detours, such as
detouring via US 50, would occur.

These closures would occur during off-peak travel times. NDOT would distribute information locally and regionally
to the public regarding any closures and alternate routes prior to commencing blasting. Signs would be temporarily
installed to assist travelers with navigating the alternate routes. NDOT would work with the California Department
of Transportation(Caltrans) to provide advance notification regarding these closures and alternate routes along I1-80
as traffic approaches Nevada. NDOT would also coordinate with national and state trucking associations to provide
advance notice to truckers regarding alternate routes and the schedule for closures.

Water Resources: Surface Water
(EA Section 3.3.3)

Stormwater treatment facilities will be installed at the outlets of all culverts identified as discharging directly to the
Truckee River to prevent sediment from being eroded and discharged into the river. Possible treatments will include
culvert flared-end sections, riprap protection, stilling basins, and slope-down drains, depending on available space
and other site-specific factors.

The NDOT Construction Site BMP Manual and Stormwater Management Program Plan (NDOT, 2025; 2024) identify
numerous best management practice (BMP) measures that may be implemented to address specific site conditions,
construction processes, and other features unique to various projects. During final design and pre-construction,
NDOT, the construction contractor, and NDEP will evaluate the Build Alternative and identify which BMPs will be
implemented.

Biological Resources: Stormwater
(EA Section 3.4.3)

The NDOT Construction Site BMP Manual and Stormwater Quality Manuals (NDOT, 2023; 2017) identifies numerous
best management practice (BMP) measures which may be implemented to address specific site conditions, construction
processes, and other features unique to various projects. During final design and pre-construction, NDOT, the
construction contractor, and NDEP will evaluate the Build Alternative and identify which BMPs are to be implemented.
BMPs are incorporated as part of the project to minimize potential impacts. Additionally, proposed stormwater
management facilities would improve current conditions of stormwater runoff and improve water quality and habitat
for the listed species.

Stormwater improvement facilities would capture and prevent untreated stormwater from reaching the river, thereby
reducing the highway's contribution to turbidity within the river and potentially resulting in a beneficial effect for
affected species.

Biological Resources: Construction
(EA Section 3.4.3)

All areas disturbed in association with construction of the Build Alternative that are not permanent components of the
system will be covered with decorative rock, otherwise stabilized, or revegetated in accordance with NDOT guidelines.
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Table 2. 1-80 Mitigation Measures

Resource

Mitigation

Biological Resources: Noxious Weeds
(EA Section 3.4.3)

Areas disturbed in association with construction of the Build Alternative that are documented with noxious weeds will
be treated with herbicide prior to revegetation. NDOT's contracto will develop and follow a Noxious Weed Management
Plan to prevent the establishment and spread of Nevada State-listed noxious weeds per Nevada Revised Statute 555.
The management plan will include mapping of existing noxious weed populations; appropriate eradication/control
methods based on weed type and location; applicator certification; monitoring and retreatment as necessary; and
methods for keeping equipment, personnel, staging areas, construction and excavation sites, and roadways clear of
noxious weed plants and seeds. The plan will also address the treatment of weeds in topsoil salvage material.

BMPs will be in place to prevent potential effects during demolition and site preparation to all listed species, thereby
these activities are not likely to adversely affect the species.

Biological Resources: Monarch
Butterfly
(EA Section 3.4.3)

NDOT shall implement the following project-specific requirements to minimize harm to the monarch butterfly species
and potential habitat during project construction:

» A survey of plant species and potential habitat within the project limits shall be conducted to identify milkweeds
(Asclepias spp.) and nectar plant species no more than seven days prior to any land or vegetation disturbance,
including staging and parking areas.

»  Milkweeds shall be identified and mapped, and a 60-foot radius around the plants shall be delineated with high-
visibility markers as a restricted work area.

» If avoiding the restricted work area is not possible, obtain permission to mow the milkweeds within that area each
week to prevent growth.

» Chemical treatments used to control vegetation growth shall not be utilized within the restricted work area. If
vegetation control is necessary within the restricted work area, it shall be performed by hand or mechanical means.

» Incorporate a variety of native nectar plants into the seed mix.

Biological Resources: Migratory
Birds
(EA Section 3.4.3)

Construction activities shall be conducted in compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (50 CFR 10.13), the Bald
and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668(a); 50 CFR 22), Nevada Administrative Code 503.050, and NRS 503.620.

Land, vegetation, or structure disturbances during avian nesting season (January 1 through September 30) will require
nesting surveys. Nesting surveys shall be conducted no more than seven days prior to any construction activities,
including mobilization, land disturbance, vegetation removal, and structure disturbance. Bird nests containing eggs
and/or young are considered active. Active nests will require a suitable buffer area around the nest site and shall not
be disturbed until after the young have left the nest.

Biological Resources: Bats
(EA Section 3.4.3)

All bat species are protected by Nevada Administrative Code 503.030. Construction activities shall be conducted in a
manner that prevents harm to roosting bats, maternal roosts, and immobile young. Conduct bat surveys no more than
seven days prior to tree trimming, tree removal, and structure disturbance, including culverts with a diameter or height
of 36 inches or greater. If a maternal bat roost resides within a structure, construction activities and disturbances shall
not occur within 150 feet of the roost until an approved biologist determines that all young are mobile, typically in
late July. Exclusionary measures shall be required if adult bats or recent signs of bat presence are observed.
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Mitigation

Biological Resources: Wildlife Fencing
(EA Section 3.4.3)

Wildlife fencing or barriers will be constructed along the project limits in locations as feasible.

Visual Resources
(EA Section 3.5.3)

Aesthetic treatments consistent with NDOT's Landscape and Aesthetic program and [-80’s Landscape and Aesthetics
Corridor Plan for color and texture would be incorporated. This includes applying tan colored paint and decorative
textures on all proposed bridge barrier rails, piers, pier caps, retaining walls, and flyovers. These measures would
visually blend the proposed improvements with the existing environment. Coordination with Tribal stakeholders will
continue throughout final design and construction.

Traffic Noise
(EA Section 3.6)

Noise barriers will be feasible for receivers R5 - R17 and are incorporated into the Build Alternative. The proposed
noise barrier is 14 feet high and 3,655 feet in length.

Modeling of traffic noise impacts and the identification of traffic noise abatement measures for truck parking facilities
will be addressed in the final design phase of the project.

Air Quality: Construction
(EA Section 3.7.3)

Equipment and vehicles used for construction will comply with EPA’'s emissions standards for on-road vehicles and
off-road construction equipment. Potential air quality impacts would be temporary and short-term. Nevertheless,
NDOT will require its construction contractor to comply with applicable dust control permit requirements, AQMD, and
implement best management practices to minimize emissions from construction.

NDOT's contractor will implement emission control measures to reduce construction fugitive dust emissions in
accordance with applicable AQMD regulations and NDOT's Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction
(NDOT 2014).

Air Quality
(EA Section 3.7.3)

The following are relevant strategies that the project may include:

» Implement Congestion Mitigation Strategies.

» Improve Roadway Operations and Maintenance.

» Implement Trip Reduction and Transportation Demand Management Strategies:

» Implement detours and strategic construction timing where feasible to reduce construction delays.

» Set up active construction zones, staging areas, and material transfer sites to reduce standing wait times for
equipment and vehicles.

» Communicate with local municipalities and neighborhood groups, including groups focused on the location of
staging areas and material transfer sites. Work with the same municipalities and groups to minimize the impacts
of staging areas and material transfer sites.

» Encourage construction contractors to use ridesharing and other commute trip-reduction efforts.

»  Public vehicle access to and from the project corridor during construction would be maintained to the extent

possible, or alternative access would be provided. If alternative access is not available, the specific construction
activity would be reviewed to determine if it could occur during non-peak hours.
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Resource Mitigation

Based on the nature of the known contamination, a Certified Environmental Manager (CEM) should be on-call during
construction activities in REC locations to direct segregation, testing, and soil disposal recommendations of suspected
Hazardous Materials soil contamination, if encountered.

(EA Section 3.8.3) During final design, NDOT will survey all structures to be disturbed or demolished to determine the presence of
regulated materials, including universal wastes, asbestos-containing materials, and heavy metals. NDOT will remove,
manage, and dispose of all regulated materials in accordance with applicable regulations.
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6.0 FONSI Requirements

This Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is based on an environmental assessment of the potential
impacts of the project and stakeholders’ input. In addition to mitigation commitments described in the EA,
a list of mitigation measures is part of this FONSI (Table 2). These documents provide sufficient evidence
and analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is not required. FHWA takes full
responsibility for the accuracy, scope, and content of the EA and its attachments.

With respect to a FONSI, 23 Code of Federal Regulations 771.111(f) requires evaluation of the following:

1. The project must connect logical termini and be of sufficient length to address environmental
matters on a broad scope.

2. The project must have independent utility or independent significance (i.e., be usable and be a
reasonable expenditure even if no additional transportation improvements in the area are made).

3. The project must not restrict consideration of alternatives for other reasonably foreseeable
transportation improvements.

The proposed construction limits or termini of the 1-80 East Widening project encapsulate the traffic
operations and safety issues at this location, are of sufficient length to address environmental impacts,
provide a section of study that has independent utility, and would neither require nor preclude other future
transportation improvements identified in RTC Washoe's Regional Transportation Plan.

The specific project characteristics and attributes that justify its logical termini and independent utility are
as follows:

» The project termini are the necessary limits to meet the interstate’s design parameters and traffic
movement needs, and they are sufficient to address the environmental issues associated with those
improvements.

» The improvements are independent of future improvements to 1-80 but do not preclude or restrict
any future improvements; nor do they require other adjacent roadway improvements to be fully
functional.

The 13-mile segment of 1-80 begins with the western terminus at Vista Boulevard in the City of Sparks.

The Vista Boulevard interchange is the last interchange in the urban area. The eastern terminus at USA
Parkway is a transition point on I-80, with the majority of vehicles reaching their destination within the
TRIC. While there are commuters to/from the City of Fernley, approximately 15 miles to the east, traffic
volumes decrease substantially east of USA Parkway. These logical termini, shown in Figure 3, allow for

the development of a project that could be constructed alone, serving a significant purpose, addressing
environmental impacts on a sufficient scale, and without requiring implementation of other future projects.

7.0 Statute of Limitations

FHWA may publish a notice in the Federal Register, pursuant to 23 United States Code 139(l), stating that

one or more federal agencies have taken final action on permits, licenses, or approvals for this project. After

the notice is published, claims seeking judicial review of those federal agency actions must be filed within

150 days of the publication date of the notice, or within a shorter time period as specified in the federal
‘ pursuant to which judicial review of the federal agency action is allowed.
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8.0 Concluding Statement and Determination

The project is needed to increase traffic capacity, reduce travel delays, and improve safety on I-80 and the
surrounding freeway ramps. FHWA has determined that there has been proper consideration of avoidance
alternatives to environmentally sensitive areas. Where avoidance is not practical, proper mitigation has
been provided for impacts resulting from the Selected Alternative.

FHWA has determined that the Selected Alternative, as presented in the EA and described in Section 4, will
have no significant impact on the human environment. This FONSI is based on the EA dated April 2025,
which was independently evaluated by FHWA and determined to adequately and accurately discuss the
need, environmental issues, and impacts of the project and appropriate mitigation measures. It provides
sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an EIS is not required. FHWA takes full responsibility
for the accuracy, scope, and content of the EA.

Approved by: \ON\MA‘W — Date: ‘ﬂ,_\_\km

Khoa Nguyen, P.E.
Nevada Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
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APPEARANCES

WN P

4 Justin Hopkins

NDOT Public Involvement Coordinator
5
6
7 ChrisKuhn

PE, NDOT Project Manager
8
9

10 Meg Ragonese
NDOT Public Information Officer

1 microphone to you.
2 Y ou may have noticed that we have afew cameras
3 positioned around the room tonight. That's because we're
4 live-streaming tonight's presentation at the NDOT Facebook
5 page. So this presentation will be available at the
6 conclusion at facebook.com/nevadadot.
7 If you are watching online right now, please
8 continue to use the chat feature to ask questions or leave
9 comments. Our public information officer, Meg Ragonese,
10 will address those when we'rein the Q and A section as
11 well.

E 12 But for now 1'd like to get things started by
13 Public comments by: 13 handing it over to NDOT project manager, Chris Kuhn, wha
14 Johnny Lau 14 will begin tonight's presentation.
David Budish 15 MR. KUHN: All right. Good evening, everybody.
15 Bob Holleman 16 Thank you for coming out to the I-80 East
16 %g%}i’gﬁw 17 Widening Public Hearing. Really appreciate everybody
17 18 coming out and showing your interest in the project. I've
18 19 aready had some good conversations with folks tonight so
19 20 | appreciate that.
20 21 Well go through the presentation. And then
% 22 folkswill have an opportunity to ask questions. And
23 23 after the presentation's done it'll continue to be an open
24 24 forum until around 7:00 so you guys can continue to come
25 25 up and discuss.
Page 2 Page 4
1 SPARKS,NEVADA, WEDNESDAY JUNE 25, 2025, 5:30 P.M, 1 All right. Sothisisabrief agenda of what
2 ---000--- 2 we'll be going over tonight. Justin went over our welcome
3 3 opening remarks.
4 MR. HOPKINS: All right. We're going to go 4 Well look at the study area. The project
5 ahead and get started. 5 purpose and need. Our preferred aternative, which is
6 Good evening, everybody. My nameis Justin 6 NDOT'sbuild alternative. The summary of environmental
7 Hopkins. 7 assessment results. Next steps and schedule. And how you
8 Before | get started | just want to ask if 8 can provide feedback tonight and continue providing
9 anybody needs this presentation translated into Spanish? 9 feedback moving forward.
10 Thank you. 10 Okay. Sofirst the study area. The project
1 | want to formally welcome everyone to the 1-80 11 corridor is highlighted in green there on the screen so it

12 East Widening Public Hearing. Tonight you're going to
13 hear abrief presentation from our project manager

14 followed by a question and answer session.

15 We do have alarge group here tonight so please

16 hold your questions or comments until the end. During the
17 Q and A section, to make sure that everybody gets a chance
18 to speak who wants to speak, you'll get one opportunity of
19 up to three minutes to ask questions or leave comments.

20 We do have a countdown clock up herein front

21 to keep usontime. When we get to Q and A I'm going to
22 put this microphone back on the stand there, and I'd like
23 to ask you to line up behind that so that you can know

24 who'snext. If anybody feels like they're not able to

25 stand in line, just raise your hand, and I'll bring the

Page 3

12 goesfrom Vista Boulevard to USA Parkway on Interstate 8(
13 approximately 13 milestotal for the corridor.

14 And the interchanges that are in the corridor
15 are highlighted on the screen there. So we have Vista
16 Boulevard, Lockwood, Mustang, Patrick, and USA Parkway.
17 And we'll talk about some of our proposed improvements at
18 those interchanges in the upcoming slides.

19 And I'm assuming alot of folksfrom -- or, in

20 the meeting tonight are from Lockwood so you guys already
21 know this but USA Parkway does service the Tahoe-Reno
22 Industrial Center, which is one of the big drivers behind
23 traffic growth on the corridor and one of the big reasons
24 for the project in general.

25 All right. NEPA. Sothisisour public
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1 hearing. Sothisisour official public meeting for the
2 NEPA process. Thisisactually our third public meeting
3 for this project.
4 So we had one in Lockwood about two years ago
5 now. Oneout at USA Parkway. And tonight our public
6 hearing isto present the results of our environmental
7 evaluations over the last couple years.
8 So NEPA's the National Environmental Policy Act
9 of 1969. It requires federal agencies to assess the
10 environmental effects for proposed action before making
11 decisions.
12 So NDOT basically acts on behalf of the Federal
13 Highway Administration. So when it saysit requires
14 federal agencies to assess the environmental effects, NDOT
15 doesthat on behalf and in partnership with FHWA.
16 Using the NEPA process agencies evaluate the
17 environmental, social, and economic effects and proposed
18 actions. And agencies also provide opportunities for
19 public involvement.
20 So, again, one of the biggest points of the
21 public hearing this evening and the previous public
22 meetings that we've had isfor folks, us, to present the
23 results of our environmental evaluations and to provide
24 comments for consideration.
25 In compliance with NEPA, NDOT and FHWA have
Page 6

1 and identify potential mitigation measures that need to be
2 implemented because of the project.

3 Okay. Why isthe project needed.
4 Thelaughs say it al. Right?
5 So as part of the NEPA process we haveto do

6 what's called a purpose and need evaluation. So you have
7 toidentify needs for why the project is needed. We can't
8 just go out and widen Interstate 80 for no reason.
9 So we have to go out and do this evaluation to
10 determine what the needs are. And ultimately the purpose
11 of the project isto address those needs.
12 And so what we've found through our evauation
13 istwo main needs, which are congestion and traffic
14 operations and safety.
15 So projected future travel delays caused by
16 high-traffic volumes and unpredictable travel delays
17 caused by crashes or weather events. Again, al of our
18 folksthat use the corridor daily livein Lockwood, I'm
19 sureyou seethisregularly.
20 As part of our NEPA evaluation we have to do a
21 traffic forecasting analysis. So we look at past and --
22 past measured traffic volumes, and then we do a forecast
23 looking out to 2050.
24 And so we looked at traffic datafrom 2013 to
25 2023, and traffic increased in the corridor from about
Page 8

1 prepared an environmental assessment to evaluate and
2 document potential impacts of the project.
3 Onething I'd like to highlight is there's
4 three different levels of NEPA evaluations. So the first
5 oneisacategorical exclusion. That's basically for your
6 small projectsthat don't have any anticipated impacts.
7 We'rein the middle category, which isan
8 environmental assessment. And then after that would be an
9 environmental impact statement where your project does
10 have impacts.
11 And so we anticipate that thiswill be an
12 environmental assessment. We'll have a NEPA decision
13 document approved by FHWA that will confirm that. But,
14 again, it'sjust kind of that middle evaluation for the
15 NEPA process.
16 All right. What resources do we evaluate.
17 So | won't read them all off. But you can see
18 them on the screen there. And in the upcoming slides
19 welll go through some of the resources and evaluations
20 that are more pertinent for this project. Resultsfrom
21 those.
22 But we have arather large team of
23 environmental scientists, environmental managers, and
24 engineers to go through a multi-year evaluation process to

25 look at all these different resources, potential impacts,
Page 7

1 30,000 vehicles per day to over $50,000 vehicles per day
2 during aten-year period, which represents over a 70
3 percent increase.
4 So substantial increase for aten-year period.
5 And alot of that can be attributed to the growth at
6 USA Parkway and the Tahoe-Reno Industrial Center, whichis
7 one of the major commercial and industrial centersin the
8 nation.
9 As part of that traffic forecasting we look out
10 to 2050. And we anticipate that traffic volumes will
11 increase to about 70,000 vehicles per day by 2050. So
12 that represents about a 30 percent increase of the current
13 volumes.
14 So while we do anticipate the traffic growth
15 will slow inthe coming yearsit's still going to keep
16 increasing, hence, the need for the project.
17 And just to kind of emphasize how much growth
18 can be attributed to Tahoe-Reno Industrial Center, by 2050
19 we anticipate of those 70,000 trips per day, about 40,000
20 of them will be just to the Tahoe-Reno Industrial Center.
21 So about -- alittle less than the total
22 traffic volume that's currently going through the corridor
23 on agiven day is how much we anticipate will be going
24 into Tahoe-Reno Industrial Center in 25 years.
25 Crash rates are higher than in other urban and
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1 rurd interstates. So we look at the corridor as awhole.
2 And unfortunately for six different crash categories, this
3 corridor exceeds the statewide averages. And so the
4 crashes can be directly correlated to the increasein
5 traffic growth over the last decade.
6 And during the five-year safety evaluation
7 period that we conducted, there's atotal of 720 crashes
8 during that five-year period. And if you wereto look at
9 the previous five-year period from that, the amount of
10 crashes more than doubled.
11 So, again, that ten-year period of substantial
12 growth in traffic directly correlates to a substantial
13 growthin crashes as well.
14 And, then, finaly, the importance of 1-80 and
15 the National Regiona Transportation system. So 1-80
16 connects Californiato Nevada. It goes east from there.
17 It'samajor freight and commerce corridor.
18 It's basically one of the lifelines of northern
19 Nevada. Any time, you know, the 1-80 shuts down in the
20 winters, wefeel it at the grocery stores. Shelves start
21 to empty out.
22 And so when we have incidents like are pictured
23 intheright there where we have a crash and you can have
24 substantial delays, it's not just a matter of affecting

25 local residents and commuters. It's also commerce and
Page 10

1 what this causes is when you have a crash it makes it so

2 that vehicles can't get out of the travel lanes. And so

3 you're basically automatically taking atravel lane at

4 that point in time.

5 On top of that, first responders have a

difficult time getting to the crash scenes because they

can't travel on the shoulders. And what this resultsin

isthat you have delayed care for folks that are involved

in the crash and delayed clearance of the crash aswell.
So, again, the crashes and the operational

issues are directly connected. And so when you have a

crash -- again, I'm preaching to the choir -- but you can

13 have multi-hour delaysin the corridor.

14 And so what we've identified is that as much as

15 thisisacapacity project, it'srealy atraffic and

16 safe -- or, an operations and safety project aswell. And

17 so take away the fact that we do anticipate continued

18 growth in the future, let's say you do have acrashin the

19 future.

20 This project is built. Y ou take one of those

21 travel lanes -- well, hopefully the cars can get onto the

22 shoulder first of al because we're going to widen the

23 shoulders so that's huge so hopefully you don't take a

24 travel lane -- but let's say for whatever reason you do

25 take atravel lane, now, instead of reducing the capacity
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7
8
9

10
11
12

1 freight issues aswell.

2 And one of the biggest thingsis|-80 isthe

3 main corridor. And there's no reasonable alternatives

4 besidestaking US 50 to Carson or Virginia City or heading

5 up to Pyramid Lake, which are not very viable routes.
6 All right. The purpose of the project.
7 Again, two primary needs. Traffic and safety.

8 The purpose of the project is to address those needs. So
9 providereliabletravel time. Reduce travel delays.
10 Accommodate traffic associated with past and
11 planned growth in the region. And provide enhanced safety
12 such as wide shoulders, median barrier rails, and
13 wrong-way driver detection systems.
14 Onething that | do like to highlight is those
15 two last bullet points there. The growth. So basically
16 theincrease in traffic through the corridor and the
17 crashes are -- and safety are directly connected like |
18 wasjust talking about.
19 But one of the things that we found as we've
20 gone through this NEPA preliminary design evaluation over
21 thelast couple yearsis one big thing that a crash
22 directly affects the operationsis the shoulder widthsin
23 the corridor.
24 And so when the interstate was built back in
25 the 1960s, they built it with very narrow shoulders. And
Page 11

1 by 50 percent, you reduce it by athird.
2 And so just being able to keep two lanes open
3 potentialy instead of only one lane should significantly
4 help with the operational issues when you do have a crash.
5 All right. On to some of the project
6 challenges and constraints that we've identified and that
7 we've been working through preliminary design and will
8 continue to work through in the future.
9 Mountainous terrain presents design
10 construction challenges and avoidance of critical
11 elements, including the Truckee River, Union Pacific
12 Railroad, and environmental sensitive areas.
13 Thisis especialy true for about the first
14 five miles of the project from Vistato Mustang. And we
15 actually call that the Vista narrow section. And we
16 basically have a situation where the Truckee River abuts
17 right up to the roadway embankment on the south side of
18 theroad. Then you have UPRR coming in and out.
19 We also have environmental avoidance areas that
20 are -- you can't touch them basically because they're
21 extremely invaluable environmental avoidance areas. So
22 what that resultsin is ultimately in some section of the
23 project we have to widen to the north into that
24 mountainous terrain.

25 And it just has some challenges with design and
Page 13

4 (Pages 10 - 13)

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200



1 construction phasing. But nothing that we can't deal with
2 through our very experienced team and bringing a good
3 contractor on board.
4 Evaluation of water quality during construction
5 and long-term design elements. So this hasto do with a
6 couple different phases. So I'll talk about the temporary
7 water quality first, the orange bubble down in the bottom
8 there.
9 And thisisdirectly related to the
10 construction phase. So when we go to construction our
11 contractor will be required to implement what are known as
12 best management practices and stormwater pollution
13 prevention measures.
14 And the whole goal of thoseis to reduce the
15 potential for discharges to waterways during construction.
16 So the potential for like petroleum, sediment, anything
17 like that, basically go in the Truckee River.
18 Not necessarily something that's a huge
19 challenge with this project. There'salot of projects
20 that have alot more challenges such asriver crossings,
21 going through floodplains, and whatnot, which we're not
22 doing with this project.
23 The main challengeis just the proximity of the
24 Truckee River. So, again, it direct -- it abuts directly

25 to our roadway embankment in some locations, and we just
Page 14

1 proposing to widen [-80 from four to six lanes. So three

2 genera purpose lanesin each direction. And widen the

3 inside and outside shoulders.

4 Adgain, those -- just those improvements alone

5 will be massive for this corridor in addressing capacity

6 issues, reducing the potential for crashes, and then also

7 assisting with clearing crashes when you do have one so

8 that you can keep traffic moving as best as possible.

9 For the roadway elevation stuff, I'll defer to
10 the figure on the | eft there. The westbound lanes are
11 elevated above the eastbound lanes throughout alot of the
12 corridor. And we evaluated multiple design alternatives
13 where we would vary either the westbound or the eastbound
14 lane elevation.
15 And the whole goal there wasto try and
16 optimizethe design. So the thought with raising
17 westbound lanes was you use some of the earthwork and
18 balance the earthwork on the project so you don't have a
19 net export project. And it reduces costs and increases
20 efficiency. And also it would help reduce the amount of
21 retaining walls that we need on that north side.
22 We also looked at potentialy raising the
23 eastbound lanes to be level with the westbound lanes. And
24 ultimately what we found is really the biggest bang for

25 your buck and the biggest advantages for the project are
Page 16

1 had an increased emphasis as we go through final design
2 and then for our contractor to make sure we don't -- or,
3 we do the best we can to not release any discharge to the
4 Truckee River during the construction.
5 And then for permanent water quality, we do
6 anticipate designing and constructing multiple water
7 quality improvements with this project. So that could be
8 anything from detention basins to water quality treatment
9 vaults.

And, really, the only big challenge that we
have there again is the proximity to the Truckee River.
So it does require an increase emphasis on the level of
treatment that you provide in certain sections of the
project.

But also just in general the real estate, just
like | was talking about with the first couple bullet
points, it's hard enough to widen the road given the
topographic constraints, and then you try to add in
detention basins and whatnot between the road and the
river and it just becomes a challenge. But, again, we'll
be -- it'll be ahigh priority for us going into final
design and construction.
23 All right. So some of you may have seen this
24 before. The figure on the left is abasic mockup of our
25 proposed build alternative. And big picture isthat we're
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1 maintaining that existing elevation difference.
2 And one of the biggest reasons why isthe
3 maintenance of traffic during construction. So we've done
4 some preliminary analysis on construction phasing and on
5 maintenance of traffic during construction.
6 And what we found isthat if you start really
7 messing with the elevation on one side or the other it can
8 be challenging with the phasing and some disadvantages
9 with maintenance to traffic.

10 And that has been identified as one of our main

11 priorities as we started this whole process. And so

12 because that was a big plus for just maintaining that

13 existing split profile, that is our proposed build

14 dternative.

15 That doesn't mean that we can't refine that

16 going into final design. So what you might see throughout

17 the corridor at the end of the day when thisisall built

18 isyou'll see some situations where we maintain that

19 existing split profile but in other locations we might

20 raise or lower the westbound or the eastbound lanes to

21 optimize the design, make it as efficient as possible.

22 All right. Interchange modifications.

23 Two of the biggest improvements that we're

24 making and are highlighted in text there is enhanced

25 acceleration/decel eration lanes, so your on-ramps and
Page 17
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1 off-ramps. And then increasing our lighting at the
2 interchanges as well.
3 And if you look at the figures, basically the
4 right footprint represents our proposed build alternative.
5 And you might look at it and say, well, what's going on.
6 There doesn't seem to be any change. So I'll try and
7 highlight as best | can starting with Lockwood.
8 So we looked at several different aternatives
9 for thislocation. And ultimately asalot of the
10 corridor there's alot of topographic and right-of-way
11 constraints that made doing any substantial
12 reconfiguration really challenging.
13 And what we ultimately found is that
14 maintaining that existing configuration was the best
15 dternative. There are someimprovementsthat | would
16 liketo highlight.
17 Thefirst isthe on-ramps and off-ramps. So
18 we're going to be improving the accel eration/decel eration
19 at al of these interchanges. And NDOT actualy did an
20 early action project at the westbound on-ramp at the
21 Lockwood interchange about two years ago now.
22 And that gives you an example of some of the
23 operational and safety improvements that you can see with
24 just such asimple improvement such as that.
25 We have received some pretty good feedback from
Page 18

1 canfigurethisout. You guys probably can't see that
2 laser pointer.
3 But if you look basicaly at the top left
4 there, that currently -- the westbound on-ramp and
5 off-ramp -- the westbound on-ramp especialy -- it'sa
6 hook ramp, it has a very short acceleration distance so
7 the merge laneis extremely short. And those hooked ramps
8 are-- in genera have pretty poor performance
9 operationally.
10 So you can see that we are proposing to do more
11 of atraditional configuration on that westbound on-ramp
12 and off-ramp to provide better acceleration and
13 deceleration. And it should hopefully aleviate alot of
14 the issues that we do know exist at that interchange
15 currently and can back up traffic on Interstate 80.
16 All right. And just some NEPA stuff.
17 S0, again, these are the resources that we
18 identified as being most pertinent for the project. If
19 you have questions about the other resources that were
20 listed on that first slide, please feel free to ask or
21 find us afterwards. I'll try and address those.
22 Resources with little to no impacts include
23 energy and resources and minerals. Floodplains. Cultural
24 resources. Section 4(f) and 6(f).

25 Basically energy and resources, minerals, we
Page 20

1 residents and users of that interchange that it's made a
2 big difference. And so just doing simple stuff like that
3 can make a substantial difference. Andwe will do -- be
4 doing that on all these interchanges.
5 Another thing I'd like to highlight is for the
6 westbound off-ramps. So basically you're going westbound
7 towards Sparks, and you take that loop ramp to get off.
8 We are anticipating adding a dedicated |eft turn lane to
9 access the aggregate pit there.
10 So that way trucks can get into a dedicated
11 left turn lane and folks that are traveling behind them
12 are able to keep moving on the off-ramp and basically keep
13 going over the overpass and towards L ockwood.
14 And then finally at Lockwood, Canyon Way, we
15 are aware that there's some tracking issues with trucks
16 coming up the hill, and that they can track into opposing
17 lanes because the curve there and the sight distance. We
18 do anticipate addressing that issue in order to minimize
19 the potential for that moving forward.
20 At Mustang we do anticipate overall maintaining
21 the existing configuration with the enhanced acceleration
22 and deceleration lanes and lighting. And our biggest
23 proposed reconfiguration is at the Patrick/Waltham
24 interchange which is a couple miles west of USA Parkway.

25 Overall similar configuration. Let's seeif |
Page 19

1 just haveto look to seeif we might affect any mining
2 claims, which we don't with our project.
3 Floodplains, we did not identify any
4 floodplains within our anticipated work areas so we do not
5 anticipate any impacts of floodplains.
6 Cultural resources. We went through a very
7 substantial cultural resources evaluation with the
8 project. And we did obtain afinding of no adverse effect
9 when we submitted to the State Historic Preservation
10 Office.
11 And we will be working with our tribal
12 counterparts through final design and construction as well
13 to make sure that we're taking their concerns into
14 consideration.
15 Section 4(f) has to do with basically
16 recreational areas, water fowl refuges, and historical
17 resources. We did identify some section 4(f) properties
18 in the corridor including the Lockwood Park which is right
19 at the bottom of Canyon Way there. We did identify no
20 anticipated impacts to the 4(f) properties with our
21 project.
22 And then section 6(f) issimilar. It hasto do
23 with properties that were acquired as part of the Land and
24 Water Conservation Act, of which there are nonein the

25 corridor so we don't have impacts to that.
Page 21
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1 Land use and socioeconomics. So we do
2 anticipate partial property acquisitions with no
3 anticipated displacements. Thisis mainly due to the cut
4 dlopesthat we anticipate with the project. So going into
5 the hillsfor the most part.
6 We will work through final design to minimize
7 our acquisitions as much as practical, but right now we do
8 assume there will be some. But, again, no displacements
9 are anticipated.
10 And the bottom two are probably what alot of
11 folks areinterested in. So construction is expected to
12 last threeto four years. And during that time there will
13 beintermittent lane closures and slower travel time
14 during construction.
15 | wish | could say that we don't anticipate any
16 impacts during construction but it's just not the case
17 with construction projects. There will be some level of
18 impacts during construction.
19 We are implementing a project delivery method
20 that'll bring a contractor on board as part of our final
21 design process. And one of the main goalsthereisto
22 work with them in order to reduce impacts as much as
23 possible.
24 And, again, one of our main prioritiesis
25 maintenance of traffic. And so having the contractor at
Page 22

project would have no effects on the Carson Wandering
Skipper. And not likely to have adverse effect on the
other species.

Visual resources. On the screen hereisa
before. So that'sjust a picture that we took out in the
corridor. And then we work with our engineersto do
before and -- or, after renderings.

There are numerous others on the boards in the
back there. And so it shows what the current corridor
looks like versus what our anticipated visual impacts
would be.

Traffic noise. We do have a proposed noise
barrier near Lockwood. Again, thereisaboard in the
back that shows the limits. The goal of that noise
barrier isto reduce potential -- the potential for noise
increases due to expanding the capacity on the highway.

Air quality. We go through a very robust air
quality review and analysis as part of the project. And
what we determine is the project meets transportation
conformity requirements and no adverse impactsto air
quality of the project.

And then finally hazmat. We did identify four
recognized environmental conditions, or RECs, with
potential for soil contamination.

And basically what thisis, iswhen you have a
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1 the table with us during final design, they can directly
2 work with us on phasing and evaluating potential impacts
3 tothetraveling public.
4 Water resources. So, again, no wetlandsin the
5 work area. And we do avoid direct impactsto the Truckee
6 River.
7 For biological resources, we do have four
8 speciesthat are listed as either threatened or
9 endangered. They are on the board in the back there for
10 anybody that's interested.
11 They include the Carson Wandering Skipper,
12 whichisabutterfly species. We anticipate no impacts to
13 them because there was no habitat identified in the
14 corridor.
15 The other ones are the western -- | think it's
16 asouthwestern or Western Pond Turtle. The Cui-ui, which
17 isasucker fish, in the Truckee River. And the Lahontan
18 cutthroat trout. All three of those we anticipate no
19 adverse impactsto.
20 One canyon species, the Monarch butterfly, was
21 identified as potentially being in the corridor. And NDOT
22 isactualy part of the conservation agreement to address
23 any potential impacts and mitigations to the Monarch
24 butterfly.
25 And | think | already went over that. But the
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1 crash you can have potential for hazmat release from the
2 crash, mainly, you know, fuel. So mainly gas or oil, or
3 something like that. Thereis potential for other
4 hazardous materials as well.
5 There are cleanup efforts that are implemented
6 when acrash occurs. But thereis potential that the soil
7 could have contamination left over. And so what wedois
8 we go through all of our records. We identify those
9 locations.
10 And acertified environmental manager will be
11 on call during the project. So that if our contractor or
12 anybody involved in the project identifies potential soil
13 contamination they can come on and advise on the
14 appropriate cleanup methods.
15 All right. Schedule.
16 So the first three steps there are part of the
17 NEPA analysis. So we're actually in step number three.
18 So conduct the public hearing, which is what we're doing
19 thisevening.
20 Ultimately we'll approve -- or, receive
21 approva from the Federal Highway Administration on our
22 environmental assessment documents. So they'll provide a
23 decision document that says they either approve or that we
24 need to go back and do more evaluation.
25 Provide preliminary design for the preferred
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1 aternative. And ultimately what thisalowsisthe
2 project to continue moving forward. And we do anticipate
3 thiswill be wrapped up in the summer. So about a
4 two-year process total to go through that effort.
5 Then we'll be moving on to final design. So we
6 are anticipating utilizing progressive design build asa
7 project delivery method. And | won't get into that too
8 much except what | already stated is that there's a
9 contractor that's going to build the project for usthat's
10 involved in the final design product.
11 So we go out and we procure a contractor and
12 designer team. We go through that final design process
13 with them. And then we reach a contract with them and
14 they go build the project.
15 Conduct additional geotechnical borings. So we
16 arein the process of finalizing our work to get a
17 geotechnical -- or, geotechnical crewsout in the
18 corridor. | anticipate that by late summer folks might
19 seedrill rigs or other work going on in the corridor.
20 We do anticipate night work for the most part
21 for anything that impacts themain line. And so | hope
22 most folks are slegping and you don't even notice what's
23 going on. But if you do, that's what's happening is that
24 we're going out and getting geotechnical data to support

25 final design.
Page 26

1 Sojust last two months the traffic getting worse and
2 worse.
3 So | do propose that during the construction,
4 please, through the parkway, USA Parkway, to Patrick exit,
5 making it (unintelligible) emergency lane or put a
6 billboard say now activate it as emergency lane. | think
7 this somewherein Canadalong time ago when | wasin
8 Toronto.
9 So that way when | get on the [-80 or
10 USA Parkway | got stuck. | can turn around, go back to
11 work, or eat out there. So that's one thing.
12 Same thing prior to the Patrick exit in the
13 morning. If this-- make that a-- from the Vista point,
14 makeitin an exit lanefirst so that people get stuck in
15 there they can turn around, go back that way.
16 There's afire department building by the
17 Patrick now. So there'sagood thing to have out al the
18 clearance for the emergency purposes. That's a good idea.
19 And the other exit here after Lockwood, | don't
20 know, | think it'sagreat ideato do same thing,
21 emergency lane, so they giving the -- can both exit out of
22 thisVista Boulevard so that we don't have to get stuck in
23 thetraffic.
24 Also aleviate the traffic going through the

25 bay area, especially trucks. | see the volume of trucks
Page 28

1 Develop final design. Identify potential

2 construction packages. And then ultimately go to

3 construction which we do anticipate to begin in late 2027.
4 And then construction. Again, we anticipate

5 2027, three to four seasons total, so three to four years.

6 So we anticipate being wrapped up in 2031.

7 | believe I'm going to hand it off to Justin.
8 MR. HOPKINS: Okay. Thanks, Chris.
9 So thisis the opportunity where I'll ask you

10 if you'd like to make a comment or ask a question, that
11 you line up behind me here. Again, if you fedl like

12 you're unable to stand in line, let me know, and I'll

13 bring the microphone to you.

14 Each person will have up to three minutes to

15 make their questions or comments. If you have multiple
16 questions, | ask that you ask all of the questions and

17 then wait for Christo answer them at theend. It uses
18 your time better.

19 And then please just state your name, first and

20 last name, clearly, and speak clearly for our court

21 reporter. You can also continue to make comments with the
22 comment cards that you were given at the welcome desk or
23 through our website i80eastnv.com.

24 MR. LAU: My name's Johnny Lau. L-a-u.

25 I've been working out there for six years now.
Page 27

1 going up like crazy, also.

2 Sojust let you know. Let mejust keep the

3 timenow. Beforel get off at five, five-ish or six,

4 doesn't matter, take me 30 minute to Vista Heights, Los
5 Altos. Thirty minutes. That'sit. Right now take me 50
6 toonehour. Literaly just started this two months.

7 Thank you.
8 MR. KUHN: Thank you for your comment.
9 We have actually received numerous public

10 commentsin the past several months about what appears to
11 beincreasing traffic congestion, and especially potential
12 operational issues at the Patrick/Waltham interchange.

13 Right now our NDOT traffic operations group is
14 doing an evaluation at that interchange to seeif there's

15 some sort of interim measure that we can implement prior
16 to going to construction to help with that.

17 We'll see what the results of that evaluation

18 are. But wearelooking at that. And my hope would be
19 that improvements that we are proposing to do would

20 substantially help with that specific interchange.

21 And thank you for your other comments on

22 emergency access and everything.

23 MR. BUDISH: Hi. My name's David Budish.

24 Thank you for coming out and doing all thisfor

25 us. Wereally appreciateit. It'svery informative.
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1 Two things | wanted to addressisin the
2 construction, especially in this corridor down here where
3 dl the steep cliffs are, there's some -- the curvesin
4 the road during the wintertime can cause alot of problems
5 and cause accidents and slow the whole thing down.
6 | was wondering, number one, if you address
7 those, maybe taking out and straightening some of the
8 areas or lessening the banking of those things so on slick
9 roads they don't become a danger slipping off the road.
10 And, secondly, in your corridor, we talked
11 about VistaBoulevard. And | don't know how deep you got
12 into Vista Boulevard ramps, but they need to be -- you
13 know, they're impacted now and they need to be addressed
14 aswell.
15 The exit lane westbound, especially with a
16 longer lane for people to pull off and get out of the main
17 traffic to exit, and then once they exit at Vista
18 Boulevard it needs aright turn lane that, you know, helps
19 that whole thing out.
20 Have you looked into that?
21 MR. KUHN: Yeah. SoI'll addressyour first
22 comment first -- or, your first question first about
23 cornersand curvature.
24 Yes. Sothere are some existing curvesin the

25 corridor that do not meet current engineering standards.
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1 MR. KUHN: Besureto take alook at that.
2 MR. HOLLEMAN: Bob Holleman from herein
3 Lockwood. I'm also with the large animal rescue. And our
4 concerns happen to be cattle guards both here at Mustang.
5 Out here at Lockwood there is no cattle guard
6 getting to the freeway. And also underneath the Mustang
7 bridge there's no cattle guard. And we have rounded up
8 horses from both sides.
9 And the other big concern we have, of course,
10 isfencing, not only after the project but during the
11 project because those that know the wild horses, if they
12 see aholethey'll go through it.
13 And that's -- our biggest concern isthat
14 everything is protected so that you guys don't end up with
15 horsesin your construction and we don't have to go out
16 and round them up.
17 MR. KUHN: Yesah. Thank you for the comments.
18 Cattle guards is not something we evaluate at
19 the preliminary design level. But because you provided
20 comment, it'll now be a part of our documents, and we can
21 takealook at them moving forward.
22 We do anticipate constructing permanent
23 wildlife fencing throughout the corridor, not necessarily
24 for al 13 miles. We go through an evaluation process

25 internally with our environmental group and also consult
Page 32

1 We havetried to address those as much as possible. And
2 we have actually removed some design exceptions, is what
3 they're called, when basically you're not meeting current
4 design standards.
5 We have been able to remove some of those
6 already in our preliminary design. And we will continue
7 to try and improve those through final design.
8 At the end of the day | can't say with
9 certainty that we will be able to address every design
10 exception to its entirety just because of the terrain and
11 some of the challenges, but that is one thing we've had on
12 our radar since the beginning.
13 And then Vista Boulevard, we are looking at the
14 westbound off-ramp. | believe our improvements right now
15 propose to add a dedicated |eft turn lane, through left,
16 and a dedicated right lane.
17 And so you basically go to three turn lanes --
18 well, athrough, left, and then two dedicated turn lanes
19 aswell. And I'm not sure about the Q length but it's
20 something that we can look at and take into consideration.
21 MR. BUDISH: And the eastbound on-ramp as well
22 could be lengthened alot to help that merge for people.

23 MR. KUHN: Okay. Yeah. Thank you for your
24 comment.
25 MR. BUDISH: Thank you.
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1 with the Nevada Department of Wildlife to determine the
2 appropriate locations.
3 And, again, that'safinal design item. We
4 have it accounted for in our project scope and our cost
5 assessment but that would be something to refine aswe go
6 through final design.
7 MR. HOLLEMAN: Okay. Thank you.
8 MR. HOPKINS: Meg, are there any comments or
9 questions on the Facebook live that should be addressed?
10 Is there anybody else who would like to line up
11 to give a public comment or question?
12 MS. RAGONESE: Thank you to everyone who's
13 watched online.

14 We do have one question from Gabe R.

15 How would the noise barrier work?

16 So if we can detail that, Chris, please.

17 MR. KUHN: Sure.

18 So the -- let me go back to the specifics on

19 thebarrier. Just so we haveit up.
20 Doesn't matter.
21 Anyways, it's approximately 14 feet tall, about
22 3700 feet long. Basically the whole point of the barrier
23 isto reduce any potential increase in noise because we're
24 adding capacity improvements.
25 So any time you add capacity to afacility you
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1 haveto go through afull noise evaluation. We look at 1 use the written comment card that you received at the
2 existing noise levels. So we go out and take actual 2 welcome desk, or visit our website, i80eastnv.com. We're
3 measurements. And then we do amodeling to basically 3 accepting comments and questions for the public record
4 anticipate what the potential increase in noise levels 4 until July 18th at 5:00 p.m.
5 will be. 5 Otherwise, please travel safely. And havea
6 And if we meet certain thresholds, you are then 6 great night.
7 required to install anoise barrier to make sure you 7 Thank you for coming out.
8 stahilize those thresholds. So that's basically how it 8 (6:12 p.m., proceeding concluded.)
9 worksin simple terms. 9 ---000---

10 If there's more detailed questions, please 10

11 leave them, and we can follow-up in our environmental 11

12 assessment document with further details. 12

13 MR. HOPKINS: Okay. Thank you, Chris. 13

14 Looks like we don't have any other public 14

15 commentsin person, so -- I'm sorry. We do. 15

16 MS. MILLER: I'm Shirley Miller. And | live 16

17 out here. And| did talk to you about this barrier. 17

18 | don't have anything against the barrier 18

19 except those of usthat live herelook up there to see 19

20 what'sgoing on on 80. And if it's packed, we stay home, | 20

21 cook dinner, and don't go to the grocery store. 21

22 And | was just wondering, would there be any 22

23 sight for us to see up there over this 14-foot thing? 23

24 So that'sit. 24

25 MR. KUHN: Yeah. Thank you for your question. | 25

Page 34 Page 36
1 And | do not know the answer to that 1 STATEOFNEVADA, )
2 unfortunately. | don't know if you'd be able to see over 2 COUNTY OF WASHOE ) ss.
3 the barrier or not. 3
4 Most folks do not want to see the freeway. And 4 I, Karen Bryson, a Certified Court Reporter in the
5 so that should hopefully help with the (unintelligible). 5 State of Nevada, do hereby certify:
6 But | do appreciate the comment. 6 That | was present for the above-entitled matter
T : 7 on Wednesday, June 25, 2025;

; residenlzlig;;ximﬁeméisﬂ::r?efgnw. Lockwood 8 That the foregoing transcript isafull, true, and
9 It's going to be located then between the 9 corregt .transcript of my stenotype notes of gid

10 freeway and the railroad tracks? 10 depgstlon to the best of my knowledge, skill, and

11 MR. KUHN: So the noise barrier would actually E ability.

12 beontheinterstate. Soit'll be on the shoulder. 13

13 MS. AGNEW: Okay. Somy main question, then, | W

14 is, putting a 14-foot solid wall there, will the noise Karen Bryson, CUR #L2U

15 from the train then be amplified into our neighborhood 15

16 worse? Even though you're trying to calm down the 16

17 construction we're going to hear the train noise more. 17

18 MR. KUHN: | would have to defer to my noise 18

19 expertsin that. And so because you asked that question, 19

20 thiswill be part of our official document. And we will 20

21 evaluateit and respond to it in the environmental 21

22 assessment document. 22

23 MS. AGNEW: Thank you. 23

24 MR. HOPKINS: Okay. If there are no other 24

25 public comments, then | do encourage you to continueto | 25

Page 35

Page 37

10 (Pages 34 - 37)

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[O53f - alter native]

0 5
053f 1:25 50 11:413:1

1 29:5
120 1:2437:14 20000 91
13 51332:24 | >0 3614
14 33213423 (230 31
35:14 6
18th 364 6 20:2421:22
1960s 11:25 | 6:12 36:8
1969 6:9 .

2 70 9:2
2013 8:24 70,000 9:11,19
2023 8:25 720 10:7
2025 11531 | 7:00 4:24
377 8
2027 27:3,5 80 1:73:11
2031 27:6 4:16 5:12 8:8
2050 8239:10 151 ie o
9:11,18 11:2 iG:i
2 11531 20:15 28:9
9:24 37:7 By

3 a
30 91229:4 T opility 37:11
30,000 91 able 3:2413:2
33484 3r:14 19:12 31:5.9
3700 33:22 2

4 above 16:11
4 20:24 21:15 37:6
21:17.,20 abuts 13:16
40,000 9:19 14:24

acceleration
17:25 18:18

19:21 20:6,12
accepting 36:3
access 19:9

29:22
accidents 30:5
accommodate

11:10
accounted 33:4
acquired 21:23
acquisitions

22:2,7
act 6:821:24
action 6:10

18:20
actions 6:18
activate 28.6
acts 6:12
actual 34:2
actually 6:2

13:15 18:19

23:22 25:17

29:9 312

35:11
add 15:18

31:15 33:25
adding 19:8

33:24
additional

26:15
address 4:10

8:1111:8

20:21 23:22

30:1,6,21 31:1

31:9

addressed
30:13 33:9
addressing
16:519:18
administration
6:13 25:21
advantages
16:25
adverse 21:8
23:19 24:2,20
advise 25:13
affect 21:1
affecting 10:24
affects 11:22
agencies 6:9,14
6:16,18
agenda 5:1
aggregate 19:9
agnew 2:16
35:7,7,13,23
ago 6:418:21
28.7
agreement
23:22
ahead 35
air 24:17,17,20
alleviate 20:13
28:24
allows 26:1
alternative 5.5
5.6 15:25
17:14 18:4,15
26:1

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200

Page 1




[alternatives - bring]

alternatives appears 29:10 | averages 10:3 | behalf 6:12,15
11:3 16:12 appreciate 4:17 avoid 235 believe 27:7
18:8 4.20 29:25 avoidance 31:14

altos 29:5 35:6 13:10,19,21 best 14:12 15:3

amount 10:9 appropriate aware 19:15 16:8 18:7,14
16:20 25:14 33:2 b 37:10

amplified approval 25:21 . better 20:12
35:15 approve 25:20 baflk: , 43'2202:15 27:18

analysis 8:21 25:23 23:924:9 14 big 5:22,23
17:4 24:18 approved 7:13 2594 28:2[0 15 11:21 15:10,25
25:17 approximately 33:18 ’ 17:12 19:2

animal 32:3 5:1333:21 balance 16:18 32:9

answer 3:14 area 54,10 bang 16:24 biggest 6:20
27:17 35:1 235 28:25 banking 30:8 11:2 16:24,25

anticipate 7:11 | areas 13:12,19 barrier 11:12 17:2,23 19:22
9:10,14,19,23 13:21 21:4,16 24:13.15 3315 32:13
12:17 15:6 30:8 13 19’22 qq:7 | billboard 28:6
19:18,2021:5 | asked 35:19 3 17’18 953 | biological 23:7
22:2,4,15 assess 6:9,14 358 1’1 board 14:3
23:12,18 26:2 | assessment 5:7 basic ’ 15:24 22:20 23:9
26:18,20 27:3 7:1,8,12 25:22 basically 6:12 24:13
27:4,6 32:22 33:534:12 75 10:18 boards 24:8
34:4 35:22 11:15 123 bob 2:1532:2

anticipated 7.6 | assisting 16:7 13:16.20 14:17 borings 26:15
21:4,20 22:3,9 | associated 183 1’9: 6.12 bottom 14:7
24:10 11:10 20:3.95 2’1:15 21:19 22:10

anticipating assume 22:8 24:215 31:317 | Poulevard 5:12
19:8 26:6 assuming 5:19 33:99 34:3,8 5:16 28:22

anybody 3:9,24 | attributed 95 | . o 15:8’ 19 30:11,12,18
23:10 25:12 9:18 bay 28:25 ’ 31:13
33:10 automatically beginning bridge 32:7

anyways 33:21 12:3 3112 brief 3:135:1

appear ances available 4.5 bring 3:25
2:1 22:20 27:13

Page 2

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[bringing - consideration]

bringing 14:2 | card 36:1 change 18:6 35:25 36:3
bryson 1:24 cards 27:22 chat 4:8 commer ce
37:4,14 care 12:8 choir 12:12 10:17,25
bubble 14:7 cars 12:21 chris 2:74:13 commercial 9:7
buck 16:25 carson 114 27:8,17 33:16 | commuters
budish 2:14 23:11 24:1 34:13 10:25
29:23,2331:21 | case 22:16 city 114 compliance
31:25 categorical 7:5 | claims 21:2 6:25
build 5:6 15:25 | categories 10:2 | cleanup 25:5 concern 32:9
17:13 18:4 category 7:7 25:14 32:13
26:6,9,14 cattle 32:4,5,7 | clearance 12:9 | concerns 21:13
building 28:16 32:18 28:18 32:4
built 11:24,25 | cause 30:4,5 clearing 16:7 concluded 36:8
12:2017:17 caused 8:15,17 | clearly 27:20 concluson 4.6
bullet 11:15 causes 121 27:20 conditions
15:16 ccr 3714 cliffs 30:3 24:23
butterfly 23:12 | center 5:229:6 | clock 3:20 conduct 25:18
23:20,24 9:18,20,24 closures 22:13 26:15
C centers 9.7 come 4:24 conducted 10:7
california certain 15:13 25:13 configuration
10:16 34.6 coming 4:16,18 18:14 19:21,25
call 1315 certainty 31:9 9:1513:18 20:11
o511 certified 1:24 19:16 29:24 confirm 7:13
called 86313 25_:1037:4 36:7 conformity
calm 35:16 certify 37:5 comment 27:10 24.20
cameras 4:2 challenge 14:19 | 27:2229:8 congestion 8:13
canada 28:7 14:23 15:10,20 30:22 31:24 29:11
canyon 19:14 challenges 13.6 32:20 33:11 connected
21:19 23:20 13:10,25 14:20 35:6 36:1 11:17 12:11
capacity 12:15 31:11 _ comments 2:13 | connects _10:16
12:95 165 challenging 3:16,19 4.9 conservation
24:16 33:24.95 17:8 18:12 6:24 27:15,21 21:24 23:22
’ chance 3:17 29:10,21 32:17 | consideration
33:8 34:15 6:24 2114
Page 3

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[consideration - design]

31:20 coor dinator 12:18 13:4 deal 14:1
constraints 2:4 25:1,2,6 decade 105
13:6 15:18 corners 30:23 | crashes 8:17 deceleration
18:11 correct 37:9 10:4,7,10,13 17:25 18:18
constructing correlated 10:4 11:17 12:10 19:22 20:13
15:6 32:22 correlates 16:6,7 decison 7:12
construction 10:12 crazy 29:1 25:23
13:10 14:1,4 corridor 5:11 crews 26:17 decisons 6:11
14:10,10,15 5:13,14,23 critical 13:10 dedicated 19:8
15:4,22 17:3,4 8:18,25 9:22 crossings 14:20 19:10 31:15,16
17:521:12 10:1,3,17 11:3 | cui 23:16 31:18
22:11,14,16,17 11:16,23 12:13 | cultural 20:23 | degp 30:11
22:18 27:2,3,4 16:5,12 17:17 21:6,7 defer 16:9
28:329:16 18:10 21:18,25 | current 9:12 35:18
30:2 32:15 23:14,21 24:6 24:9 30:25 delayed 12:8,9
35:17 24:9 26:18,19 31:3 delays 8:15,16
consult 32:25 30:2,10,25 currently 9:22 10:24 11:9
contamination 32:23 20:4,15 12:13
24:24 257,13 | cost 334 curvature delivery 22:19
continue 4:8,23 costs 16:19 30:23 26:7
4:24 5.8 13.8 countdown curve 19:17 department 1.6
26:227:21 3:20 curves 30:3,24 28:16 33:1
31:6 35:25 counter parts cut 22:.3 deposition
continued 21:12 cutthroat 23:18 | 37:10
12:17 county 37:2 d design 11:20
contract 26:13 | couple 6:7 daily 818 13:7,9,25 14.5
contractor 14:3 11:21 14:6 danger 30:9 15:1,22 16:12
14:11 15:2 15:16 19:24 data 8:24 26:24 16:16 17:16,21
22:20,2525:11 course 329 david 2'14 21:12 22:6,21
26:9,11 court 1:24 29:23 23:1 25:25
conversations 27:2037:4 day 9:1,1,11,19 26:5,6,10,12,25
4:19 crash 9:2510:2 9:23 17’:1’7 ’ 27:131:2,4,6,7
cook 34:21 10:23 11:21 31:8 31:9 32:19
12:1,6,9,9,12 33:3,6
Page 4

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[designer - exceeds]

designer 26:12 | document 7:2 | either 16:13 7:12,23,23
designing 15:6 7:13 25:23 23:8 25:23 13:12,19,21
desk 27:2236:2 | 34:1235:20,22 | elements 13:11 24:23 25:10,22
detail 33:16 documents 14:5 32:25 34:11
detailed 34:10 25:22 32:20 elevated 16:11 35:21
details 34:12 doing 14:22 elevation 16:9 | especially
detection 11:13 18:1119:2,4 16:14 17:1,7 13:13 20:5
detention 15:8 25:18 29:14,24 = embankment 28:25 29:11
15:19 doubled 10:10 13:17 14:25 30:2,15
determine 8:10 | drill 26:19 emer gency estate 15:15
24:19 33:1 driver 11:13 28:5,6,18,21 evaluate 6:16
develop 27:1 drivers 5:22 29:22 7:1,16 32:18
difference 17:1 due 22:324:16 emphasis 15:1 35:21
19:2,3 e 15:12 evaluated
different 7:4,25 . emphasize 9:17 | 16:12
10:2 14:6 18:8 g'ﬁr’]wg’fo empty 1021 | evaluating 23:2
difficult 12:6 16'17.18 encourage evaluation 7:14
dinner 34:21 cast 1:’73:12 35:25 7:24 8:6,9,12
direct 14:24 2416 10:16 endangered 8:20 10:6
23:5 eastbound 239 11:20 14:4
direction 16:2 16:11.13.23 energy 20:23 21:7 25:24
directly 10:4,12 17:20’31;21 20:25 29:14,17 32:24
11:17,22 12:11 eat 2811 engineering 34:1
14:9,24 23:1 economic  6:17 30:25 evaluations 6:7
disadvantages effect 21:8 24:2 engineers 7:24 6:23 7:4,19
17:8 effects 6:10.14 24.6 evening 3.6
discharge 15:3 6:17 241 ’ enhanced 4:156:21
discharges efficiency 11:1117:24 25:19
14:15 16:20 19:21 events 8:17
discuss 4:25 efficient 17:21 entirety 31:10 | everybody 3:6
displacements effort  26:4 entitled 37.6 3:17 4:15,17
22:3,8 efforts 25:5 environmental example 18:22
distance 19:17 5:6 6:6,8,10,14 | exceeds 10:3
20:6 6:17,237:1,8,9

Page 5

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[except - go]

except 26:8 feature 4:8 28:14 30:21,22 | fowl 21:16
34:19 federal 6:9,12 30:22,22 free 20:20
exception 6:14 25:21 fish 23:17 freeway 32:6

31:10 feedback 5:8,9 | five 10:6,8,9 35:4,10
exceptions 31:2 | 18:25 13:14 29:3,3 freight 10:17
excluson 7:5 feel 10:20 20:20 | floodplains 11:1
exist 20:14 2711 14:21 20:23 front 3:20
existing 17:1 feels 3:24 21:3,4,5 fuel 25:2

17:13,19 18:14 | feet 33:21,22 folks 4:19,22 full 34:137:8

19:21 30:24 fencing 32:10 5:196:228:18 | further 34:12

34:2 32:23 12:819:11 future 8:15
exit 28:4,12,14 | fhwa 6:15,25 22:11 26:18,22 12:18,19 13:8

28:19,21 30:15 7:13 35:4 g

30:17,17 figure 15:24 follow 34:11 .
expanding 16:10 20:1 followed 3:14 giezggm

24:16 figures 18:3 foot 34.:23 general 5:24
expected 22:11 final 15:1,21 35:14 1515 16:2
experienced 17:16 21:12 footprint 18:4 20:8

14:2 22:6,20 23:1 forecast 8:22 geotechnical
experts 35:19 26:5,10,12,25 | forecasting 26:15.17 17.24
export 16:19 27:131:7 33:3 8:21 9:9 getting, 1’2:6,
extremely 33:6 foregoing 37:8 26:24 281

13:21 20:7 finalizing 26:16 formally 3:11 326

f finally 10:14 forum 4:24 give 33:11
f 20:24.24 _19:1424:22 forward 5.9 given 9:23

21:15,17,20,22 | find 20:21 19:19 26:2 15:17 27:22
facebook 4:4 f!ndlng 218 32:21 gives 18:22

339 f!re 28:16 found 8:12 giving 28:21
facebook.com f!rm 1:25 11:19 16:24 go 34421

26 first 5:107:4 17:6 18:13 7:19,24 8:8.9
facility 33:25 12:5,22 13:13 | four 16:122:12 14:10,17 15:1
fact 12:17 147 15:16 23.7 24:22 24:17 25:8,24

18:17 20:20 27:5,5 26:4.11 12’14
25:16 27:19 B
Page 6

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200



[go - improving]

27:228:10,15 | guards 32:4,18 | highway 6:13 17:10 20:18
31:17 32:12,15 | guys 4:245:20 24:16 25:21 23:13,21
32:24 33.5,18 20:1 32:14 hill  19:16 identifies 25:12
34:1,2,21 h hills 22:5 identify 8:1,7
goal 14:14 : . historic 21:9 21:3,17,19
16:15 24:14 Ezggats:zzg'zlfﬁ historical 21:16 | 24:22 25:8
goals 22:21 handing 4:13 hold 3:16 271
goes 5:12 10:16 happen 32:4 hole 32:12 impact 7:9
going 3:4,12,21 happening holleman 2:15 | impacted 30:13
5:2 9:15,22,23 26:23 32:2,2 337 impacts 7:2,6
12:22 14:21 hard 1517 home 34.20 7:10,25 20:22
15:21 17:16 hazardous 25:4 hook 20:6 21:5,20,25
18:5,18 19:6 hazmat 24:22 hooked 20:7 22:16,18,22
19:13 22:4 o5:1 hope 26:21 23:2,5,12,19,23
26:9,19,23,24 heading 11:4 29:18 24:10,20 26:21
277 28:24 hear 3133517 hopefully 12:21 | implement
29:1,16 34:20 hearing 1:7 12:23 20:13 14:11 29:15
35:9,17 312 417 6:1.6 35:5 implemented
good 3:64:15 6:21 25:18 " | hopkins 2434 | 82255
4:19 14:2 heights 29:4 3:727:833.8 implementing
18:25 28:17,18 help 13:4 16:20 34:13 35:24 22:19
great 28:20 20:16.20 31:22 horses 32:8,11 | importance
36:6 355 ’ 32:15 10:14
green 5:11 hel 30:18 hour 12:13 improve 31:7
ps U :

grocery 10:20 hi 29:23 35:7 29:6 Improvement
34:21 high 8:16 15:21 huge 12:23 18:24
group 3:15 higher 9:25 14:18 improvements
29:13 32:25 highlight 7:3 i 5:17 15:7 16:4
growth  5:23 11:1418:7,16 | i80eastnv.com. | L/-2318:1523
9:5,14,17 10:5 195 5793 36:2 29:19 31:14
101213 1111 | pighlighted idea 28:1820 @ 5324
11:1512:18 5:11,1517:24 | identified Improving
guard 32:5,7 1214 136 18:18

Page 7

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[incidents - lighting]

incidents 10:22 | interim 29:15 | justin 2:4 3:6 30:16,18 31:15
include 20:22 Intermittent 52277 31:16
23:11 22:13 k lanes 12:2,21
including 13:11 | internally . . 13:216:1,2,10
21:18 32:25 k%rfq . 1243041 16111.17.23.23
increase 9:34 | interstate 5:12 keep 3:219:15 17:20,25 19:17
9:11,12 10:4 8:811:24 13:2 16:8 19:22 31:17,18
11:16 15:12 20:15 35:12 19:12.12 29:2 large 3:157:22
33:23 34:4 interstates 10:1 Kind 7’:14 917 32:3
increased 8:25 | invaluable know 3:235:21 laser 20:2
15:1 13:21 10:19 20:14 late 26:18 27:3
Increases 16:19 | involved 12:8 052 97:12 lau 2:14 27:24
24:16 25:12 26:10 28:20 29:2 2724
increasing 9:16 | involvement 30:11.13.18 laughs 8:4
18:1 29:11 2:46:19 32:11’35;1 5 leave 3:19 4:8
industrial 5:22 |ish 29:3 knowledge ’ 34:11
9:6,7,18,20,24 | issue 19:18 3710 left 15:24 16:10
information Issues 11:1 known 14:11 19:8,11 20:3
2:104:9 12:11 13:4 kuhn 2:7 4:13 25:7 31:15,15
informative 16:6 19:15 4:15 298 31:18
29:25 20:14 29:12 30:21 31:23 length 31:19
inside 16:3 it'll 4:2315:21 32117 3317 lengthened
install 34:7 32:20 35:12 3 4:2;5 3511 18 31:22
interchange item 33:3 ’ lessening 30:8
17:22 18:21 j - 24' level 15:12
19:1,24 20:14 | . . . : 16:23 22:17
20:12,14,20 Jegg,';er 216 jahontan 2317 3219
inter changes ohnny 2:14 lake 11:5 levels 7:4 34:2
51418182 oo land 21:2322:1 | 34:4
18:19 19:4 july' 36:4 lane 12:3,24,25 | |ic 1:25
interest 4:18 june 1:153:1 13:316:14 lifelines 10:18
inter ested 37.7 19:8,1120:7 | lighting 18:1
22:11 23:10 ' 22:1328:5,6 19:22
28:14,21 30:15
Page 8

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[likely - mountainous]

likely 24:2 30:20 makes 12:1 method 22:19
limits 24:14 looking 8:23 making 6:10 26:7
line 3:23,25 29:18 31:13 17:24 285 methods 25:14
26:21 27:11,12 | looks 24:10 management microphone
33:10 34:14 14:12 3:22 4:127:13
listed 20:20 loop 19:7 manager 2.7 middle 7:7,14
23.8 los 29:4 3:134:13 miles 5:13
literally 29:6 lot 5:19 95 25:10 13:14 19:24
little 9:2120:22 | 14:19,20 16:11 | managers 7:23 32:24
live 4:48:18 18:9,10 20:13 | massive 165 miller 2:15
33.9 34.16,19 22:10 30:4 materials 25:4 34.16,16
local 10:25 31.22 matter 10:24 minerals 20:23
located 35:9 lower 17:20 29:4 33:20 20:25
location 18:9 m 376 minimize 19:18
locations 14:25 . mean 17:15 22:6
17:19 25:9 mi\g:el 18:11 measure 29:15 <mining 21:1
33.2 - _ _ measured 8:22 | minute 29:4
main 8:1311:3 .

lockwood 5:16 14:23 1710 measur ements minutes 3:19
5:206:4 8:18 92:91 24 2621 34:3 2714 29:5
18:7,21 19:13 30:16’35:13 measures 8:1 mitigation 8:1
19:14 21:18 maintain  17:18 14:13 mitigations
24:13 28:19 maintaining median 11:12 23:23
32:3,535.7 17°1.12 18:14 meet 30:25 mockup 15:24
long 14:528:7 19:26 34:6 modeling 34:3
33:22 maintenance meeting 5:20 modifications
longer 30:16 17:3.5.9 22:95 6:1,2 31:3 17:22
look 5:47:25 major’ ’9:7 meetings 6:22 | monarch 23:20
8:219:910:1,8 10:17 meets 24:19 23:%3
18:3,5 20:3 : .~ | Meg 2:104:9 months 28:1
21:1 31:20 mi';:ezfiéglaz 33:8 29:6,10
32:1,21 34:1 21:1327°10.15  Merge 20:7 morning 28:13
34:19 5791 28:13’ 14 31:22 mountainous
looked 8:24 37 ’ messing 17:7 13:9,24
16:22 18:8

Page 9

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[moving - patrick]

moving 5:9 needs 3:98:7 o) optimize 16:16
16:8 19:12,19 8:10,11,13 000 32369 17:21
26:2,532:21 11:7,8 30:18 obtain 21:8 orange 14:7

multi 7:24 neighbor hood occurs 256 order 19:18
12:13 35:15 office 21:10 22:22

multiple 15:6 nepa 5:256:2 officer 2:104-9 | outside 16:3
16:12 27:15 6:16,25 7:4,12 official 6:1 overall 19:20

mustang 5:16 7:15 8:5,20 3520 19:25
13:14 19:20 11:20 20:16 oil 252 overpass 19:13
32:4,6 25:17 okay 5:108:3 P

n nepa’s 6.8 27:831:23 p.m. 3:136:48

name 3:627:19 Net 1619 33:7 34:13 pacific 13:11
27:20 nev.ada. 1:6’_16 35:13,24 packages 27:2

name's 27:24 1'2_5 3'1_10'16 once 30:17 packed 34:20
29:23 10:19 331 ones 23:15 page 4:5

narrow 11:25 | S/-L> online 4:7 park 21:18
13:15 n_evadadot 46 33:13 parkway 5:12

nation 9:8 night 2620 | gpen 4:23132 | 516,21 6:59:6

national 6:8 ?_’6'6 opening 5:3 19:24 28:4,4
10:15 noise 24:12,12 1 qner ational 28:10

ndot 2:4710 | 24141533151 14590134 part 8:5,20 9:9
441361214 532334124 | 4823291 21:23 22:5,20
6:2518:19 34:7.35:8,11 oper ationally 23:22 24:18
23:21 29:13 35:14,17,18 20:9 25:16 26:20

ndot's 5:6 north 13:23 operations 8:14 | 32:20 35:20

near 24:13 16:21 _ 11:22 12:16 partial 22:2

necessarily northern. 10:18 29:13 partnership
14:1832:23 | hotes 37:9 opportunities 6:15

need 55816 | notice 26:22 6:18 past 8:21,22
9:16 16:21 noticed 42 1 oportunity 11:10 29:10
25:24 30:12,13 | UMber 2517 1 3.984:2227:9 | patrick 5:16

needed 8:37 30:6 opposing 19:16  19:23 28:4,12

numerous 24:8 28:17 29:12
29:9
Page 10

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200



[pe - proposed]

pe 2.7 pointer 20:2 present 6:6,22 | procure 26:11
people 28:14 points 6:20 376 product 26:10
30:16 31:22 11:1515:17 presentation profile 17:13
percent 9:3,12 | policy 6:8 3:9,134:45,14 17:19
13:1 pollution 14:12 4:21 progressive
performance pond 23:16 presentation's 26.6
20:8 poor 20:8 4:23 project 1.7 2:7
period 9:2,4 positioned 4:3 | presents 13:9 3:134:13,18
10:7,8,9,11 possible 16:8 preservation 5:4,10,24 6:3
per manent 17:21 22:23 21:9 7:2,9,208:2,3,7
15:5 32:22 311 pretty 18:25 8:119:16 11:6
person 27:14 potential 7:2 20:8 11:8 12:15,16
34:15 7:258:114:15 | prevention 12:20 13:5,14
pertinent 7:20 14:16 16:6 14:13 13:23 14:19,22
20:18 19:19 23:2,23 | previous 6:21 15:7,14 16:18
petroleum 24:15,15,24 10:9 16:19,25 18:20
14:16 25:1,3,6,12 primary 11:7 20:18 21:2,8
phase 14:10 2712911 prior 28:12 21:21 22:4,19
phases 14.6 33:23 34:4 29:15 24:1,18,19,21
phasing 14:1 potentially priorities 17:11 25:11,12 26:2
17:4,8 23:2 13:3 16:22 22:24 26:7,9,14
picture 15:25 23:21 priority 15:21 32:10,11 33:4
24:5 practical 22:7 | probably 20:1 | projected 8:15
pictured 10:22 | practices 14:12 22:10 projects 7:6
pit 19:9 preaching problems 30:4 14:19 22:17
planned 11:11 12:12 proceeding properties
please 3:154:7 | preferred 5.5 36:8 21:17,20,23
20:20 27:19 25:25 proceedings property 22:2
28:4 33:16 preliminary 1:14 propose 28:3
34:10 36:5 11:20 13:7 process 6:2,16 31:15
plus 17:12 17:4 25:25 7:15,24 8:5 proposed 5:17
point 12:4 31:6 32:19 17:11 22:21 6:10,17 15:25
28:13 33:22 prepared 7:1 26:4,12,16 17:1318:4
32:24 19:23 24:12
Page 11

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[proposing - resour ces

proposing 16:1 | question 3:14 read 7:17 refuges 21:16
20:10 29:19 27:10 30:22 real 15:15 region 11:11
protected 33:11,14 34:25 | redlly 4:17 regional 10:15
32:14 35:13,19 12:15 15:10 regularly 8:19
provide 5:8 guestions 3:16 16:24 17:6 related 149
6:18,23 11.9 3:19 4:8,22 18:12 29:25 release 15:3

11:11 15:13 20:19 27:15,16 | reason 8:8 25:1
20:12 25:22,25 27:16 33.9 12:24 reliable 11:9
provided 32:19 34:10 36:3 reasonable remarks 5:3
providing 5:8 r 11:3 remove 31:5
proximity r 3314 reasons 5:23 removed 31:2
14:23 15:11 radar 3112 17:2 renderings
public 1.7 2:4 ragonese 2:10 receive 25:20 24:7
2:10,13 3:12 4:933:12 received 1825 |reno 5:21 9:6
4:9,17 5:256:1 railroad 13:12 29:9 36:1 9:18,20,24
6:2,5,19,21,21 35:10 recognized reported 1:24
23:325:18 rails 11:12 24:23 reporter 1:24
29:9 3311 raise 3:25 reconfiguration 2721374
34:14 35:25 1720 18:12 19:23 represents 9:2
36:3 raising 16:16 record 36:3 9:12 184
pull 30:16 16:22 records 25:8 require 15:12
purpose 5.5 8.6 ramp 18:20 recreational required 14:11
8:1011:6,8 19:7.12 20:4.5 21:16 34:7
16:2 20:5’6 11 12’ recs 24.23 requirements
purposes 28:18 31:1’4 :21’ reduce 11:9 24:20
put 3:22 285 ramps’17:25 13:1 14:14 requires 6:9,13
putting 35:14 1811717 16:20 22:22 rescue 32:3
pyramid 11:5 19:6’2027 24:15 33:23 resident 35:8
q 30:12 reducgs 16:19 | residents 10:25
quality 14:4,7 rates 9:25 reducing 12:25 19:1
15:57,824:17 | rather 7:22 16:6 resources 1:16
24:18.21 reach 26:13 refine 17:15 7:19,25 20:17
’ 335 20:19,22,23,24
20:25 21:6,7
Page 12

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[resour ces - specific]

21:17 23:4,7 rounded 32.7 seem 18:.6 sx 10:216:1
24:4 routes 11.5 seen 15:23 27:25 29:3
respond 35:21 | rural 10:1 sensitive 13:12 | skill 37:10
responders S service 5:21 skipper 23:11
12:5 . session 3:14 242
results 5.7 6:6 g;ylzééi; sveral 188 | sleeping 26:22
6:23 7:20 12:7 safety 8:14 29:10 dick 30:8
13:22 29:17 10'6 11:7.11 shelves 10:20 dide 20:20
retaining 16:21  ;4.47 12:’16 shirley 2:15 dides 5:187:18
review 24:18 18:23 34:16 dipping 30:9
right 3:44.7,15 says 6:13 25:23 short 20:.6,7 dopes 22:4
5:1,257:16 8:4 scenes 126 shoulder 11:22 | dlow 9:1530:5
10:23 11:6 schedule 57 12:22 35:12 dower 22:13
13:5,17 15:23 o515 shoulders small 7:6
17:22 18:4,10 cientists 7-23 11:12,2512:7 | social 6:17
20:16 21:18 scope 334 12:23 16:3 socioeconom...
22:7 25:15 screen 5:11.15 showing 4:18 22:1
29:5,13 30:18 218 244 ’ shows 24:9,14 | soil 24:24 25.6
31:14,16 seasons 275 shuts 10:19 25:12
rigs 26:19 secondly 30:10 side 13:17 solid 35:14
river 13:11,16 section  3:17 16:2117:7 sorry 34:15
14:17,20,24 4:10 13:15.22 sides 32:8 sort 29:15
15:4,11,20 20:24 21:1[5 17 sight 19:17 south 13:17
23:6,17 21:92 ’ | 34:23 southwestern
road 13:18 sections 15:13 s!gnfat_ure 37:14 23:_16
15:17,19 30:4 sediment 14:16 significantly gpanish 3.9
30:9 se 717819 13:3 gparks 1:16 3:1
roads 30:9 17:16.18 18:23 similar 19:25 19:7
roadway 13:17 19:25’20:110 21:22 speak 3:18,18
14:25 16:9 211 26:19’ smple 18:24 27:20
robust 24:17 98:95 29:14.17 19:2 34:9 species 23:8,12
room 4:3 32:12 34:19’23 situation 13:16 23:20 24:3
round 32:16 352 4 ’ situations specific 29:20
’ 17:18
Page 13

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[specifics - traffic]

gpecifics 33:18 | study 5:4,10 talking 11:18 three 3:197:4
split 17:13,19 stuff 16:919:2 15:16 16:1 22:12
ss 37:2 20:16 tall 33:21 23:18 25:16,17
stabilize 34:8 submitted 21.9 | team 7:2214:2 275,514
stand 3:22,25 | substantial 9:4 26:12 31:17
2712 10:11,12,24 temporary 14:6 | thresholds 34:6
standards 18:11 19:3 ten 9:2410:11 34.8
30:25 31:4 21:7 term 145 time 3:2110:19
start 10:20 substantially terms 34.9 11:912:4,6
17:6 29:20 terrain  13:9,24 22:12,13 27:18
started 3:5,8 sucker 23:17 31:10 28.7 29:3
4:1217:11 summary 5.6 text 17:24 33:25
29:6 summer 26:3 thank 3:104:16 | tonight 3:12,15
starting 18:7 26:18 29:7,8,21,24 4:3,19 5:2,8,20
state 21.9 support 26:24 31:23,25 32:17 6:5
27:1937:1,5 sure 3:178:19 33:7,1234:13 | tonight's 4:4,14
stated 26:8 15:2 21:13 3425 35:23 took 24.5
statement 7:9 31:1932:1 36:7 top 12:520:3
statewide 10:3 33:17 34:7 thanks 27:8 topographic
stay 34:20 system 10:15 thing 7:311:14 15:18 18:10
steep 30:3 systems 11:13 11:21 19:5 toronto 28:8
stenotype 37:9 t 28:11,12,17,20 | total 5:139:21
step 25:17 table 23:1 30:5,19 31:11 10:7 26:4 275
steps 5:7 25:16 tahoe 572196 34:23 touch 13:20
store 34:21 9:18.20.24 things 4:12 towards 19:7
stores 10:20 take ’12:’17 20 11:2,19 30:1,8 19:13
stormwater 19:93.95 1’9:7 think 23:15,25 |track 19:16
14:12 29:45;31:20 28:6,20 tracking 19:15
straightening 32:1’2134:2 third 6:213:1 |tracks 35:10
30:7 talk é:17 14:6 | thirty 29:5 traditional
streaming 4:4 34:17 thought 16:16 20:11
stuck 28:10,14 talked 30:10 threatened traffic 5:23
28:22 23.8 8:13,16,21,22
8:24,25 9:9,10
Page 14

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[traffic - wednesday]

9:14,22 10:5 true 13:1337:8 | upcoming 5:18 W
10:1211:7,10  try 15:1816:15 7:18 wait 27:17
11:16 12:15 18:6 20:21 uprr 13:18 wall 3514
16:8 17:3,5,9 31:7 urban 9:25 walls 1621
20:15 22:25 trying 35:16 usa 5:12,1621 |\ oitham 19:23
24:12 28:1,23 | turn 19:8,11 6:59:619:24 29:12

28:24 29:11,13 28:10,15 30:18 28:4,10 wandering
30:17 31:15,17,18 use 4:88:18 2311 24:1
train 35:15,17 | turtle 23:16 16:17 22:1 want 3:811
transcript 1:14 | two 6:48:13 36:1 35:4

37:8,9 11:7,1513:2 users 19:1 wanted 301
trandated 3:9 17:23 18:21 uses 27:17 wants 318
transportation 22:10 26:4 using 6:16 washoe 37-2
1:6 10:15 28:129:6 30:1 | utilizing 26:6 watched 33:13
2419 3118 v watching 4:7
trav.el 8:1%5’16 u vary 16:13 water 14:4,7
11:9912:23,7 1\ 27:04 vaults 15:9 15:5,6,8 21:16
12212425 1 i 2316 vehicles 9:1,1 | 21:2423:4
22'1.3 36:5 _ ultimately 8:10 9:11 12:2 waterways
traveling 19:11 ' 93551624 | versus 24:10 14:15

23:3 18:9,1325:20 | viable 11:5 way 11:13
treatment 158 1 261 272 virginia 11:4 | 18:1019:10,14
1>:13 unable 27:12 | visit 36:2 21:19 289,15
tr!bal 2%:11 underneath vista 5:12,15 we've 6:228:12
tried 311 326 1314152813 | 11:1912:14
trips 9:19 unfortunately 28:22 29:4 13:6,7 17:3
trout 23:18 10:2 35:2 30:11,12,17 31:11
truc!<ee 1_3:11 unintelligible 31:13 weather 8:17
13:1614:17.24 |~ 5>g.535:5 visual 24:410  website 27:23
15:4’11 235 union 13:11 volume 9:22 36:2

23:17 _ unpredictable 28:25 wednesday 3:1
trucks 19:1015 g.4q volumes 816 | 37:7
28:25,25 8:22 9:10,13

Page 15

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200




[welcome - year 5

welcome 3:11
5:2 27:22 36:2
went 5:221:6
23:25
west 19:24
westbound
16:10,13,17,23
17:20 18:20
19:6,6 20:4,5
20:11 30:15
31:14
western 23:15
23:16
wetlands 23:4
whatnot 14:21
15:19
wide 11:12
widen 8:8
12:22 13:23
15:17 16:1,2
widening 1.7
3:12 4:17
widths 11:22
wild 32:11
wildlife 32:23
33:1
winters 10:20
wintertime
30:4
wish 22:15
wondering
30:6 34:22
work 13:821:4
22:6,22 23:2,5

24:6 26:16,19
26:20 28:11
33:15
working 13:7
21:11 27:25
works 34:9
worse 28:1,2
35:16
wrapped 26:3
276
written 36:1
wrong 11:13

y

yeah 30:21
31:23 32:17
34:25

year /.24 9:2/4
10:6,8,9,11
26:4

years 6:4,7
9:15,24 11:21
18:21 22:12
275,25

Veritext Lega Solutions
Calendar-NV @veritext.com 702-314-7200

Page 16



	2025.0911.I-80 East FONSI (Signature)
	Public Meeting
	Word Index
	All
	053f - alternative
	alternatives - bring
	bringing - consideration
	consideration - design
	designer - exceeds
	except - go
	go - improving
	incidents - lighting
	likely - mountainous
	moving - patrick
	pe - proposed
	proposing - resources
	resources - specific
	specifics - traffic
	traffic - wednesday
	welcome - years

	Alphabetical
	Numbers and Symbols
	053f - alternative

	A
	053f - alternative
	alternatives - bring

	B
	alternatives - bring
	bringing - consideration

	C
	bringing - consideration
	consideration - design

	D
	consideration - design
	designer - exceeds

	E
	designer - exceeds
	except - go

	F
	except - go

	G
	except - go
	go - improving

	H
	go - improving

	I
	go - improving
	incidents - lighting

	J
	incidents - lighting

	K
	incidents - lighting

	L
	incidents - lighting
	likely - mountainous

	M
	likely - mountainous
	moving - patrick

	N
	moving - patrick

	O
	moving - patrick

	P
	moving - patrick
	pe - proposed
	proposing - resources

	Q
	proposing - resources

	R
	proposing - resources
	resources - specific

	S
	resources - specific
	specifics - traffic

	T
	specifics - traffic
	traffic - wednesday

	U
	traffic - wednesday

	V
	traffic - wednesday

	W
	traffic - wednesday
	welcome - years

	Y
	welcome - years




	20250911 I80 East Widening FONSI Signature

