





Summary of Comments
Initial Feasibility Report

Project No.: 010 PM 260 H7825 01L

Federal No.: 010-E(210)A
Interstate 10: Jct. Interstate 19 to State Route 83
Tucson — Benson Highway

State Route 210: Golf Links Road to |-10

Barraza — Aviation Parkway

CODE
A Will Comply

B Consultant/Designer to Evaluate
C ADOT Teamto Evaluate
D Study Team Recommends No Further Action

July 2012

Agency/
ADOT
Section

Reviewer

Page/
Sec. No.

Code

Comment

Response

ADOT Pav't
Design

Jim Demaree

Ne comments on the Initial Feasibility Report.

Far the DCR use the following pavement sections:
1. Mainline 1-10, General Purpose
Lanes = 4" AC(Base), 14" Dowelled
PCCP & 1" AR-ACFC.

2 Ramps and Cross Roads Urban =
4" AB and 12" Plain PCCP. Rural = 4
AB and 10" Plain PCCP.

8 SR 210, Mainline =4" AB, 12"
Plain PCCP and 1" AR-ACFC.

Ramps and Cross Roads = 4" AB and 10" Plain

PCCP.

4. Frontage Roads 4" AB and 10"Plain PCCP or 4"
AB and 5" AC.

5. Where feasible the existing inplace AC may be
used as the AC(Base).

6. For now consider total reconstruction and during
design the PCCP between [-18 and Houghton will
be evaluated to remain if need be.

If you have comments, need additional pavement
sections or information please let us know.

The pavement sections provided by ADOT
Materials Pavement Design will be utilized in the
DCR.

ADQT Pav't
Design

Ashek Rana

No comment.

ADOT Safford
Dist.

Bill Harmon,
Dist. Engr.

| have no comments on this draft document.

ADOT Safford
District

Tom Engel

This Initial Feasibility Report does not affect any
roadways in the Safford District so the District will
have no comments on the IFR.

ADOT Tucson
District - EPG

William Knight

App G,
Page 18 of
Env.
Cwverview

Table 1 — The column “Occupied Habitat Present?”
should be marked Yes instead of No for the Pima
pineapple cactus. There are pima pineapple cactus
located in the right-of-way within the study limits.

Table 1 will be modified to reflect the presence
of pima pineapple cactus.

ADOT Bridge
Group

Page. 5,
Tahble 1.2

Please change structure #2197 Br. Rdwy Width to
125.8'. Structure #1226 Br. Rdwy Width to 38",
Structure #s 1044, 1045 and 1052 Spans/Str. Length
to 4/96. On Structure #1052 please also change Br.
Rdwy, Width to 24, Structure #595 change Br. Rdwy.
Width to 38.2'.

Structure #2599 is off the mainline but is considered
an |-10 bridge that falls between the project mileposts.
Please include in the table.

Structure dimensions will be revised

Structure # 2599 will be included in the table.

ADOT Rdwy.
Engr. Group,
Des. Support

William Lyons

Page. 4,
Sec. 1.3.1

Page. 19

Page. 21

Page. 35

Page. 37

Page 39

Page 38

Add existing roadway slope for tangent sections of
roadway.

Remove the * footnote on page 18 as it does not
occur in the table on this page.

Remove all footnotes under the partial table at the top
of page 21. None of the footnotes apply to the partial
table.

At the end of the sentences describing the one-lane
directional ramps, add reference to the statement on
page 13 of this report under Future
Roadway/nterchange Configuration regarding
compliance with the requirements of the RDG during
the Design Concept phase.

Under the section for |-10/Houghton Road T, change
“The major traffic movemerts at the interchange are:”
to read "Recommended improvements at the
interchange are:”

Design Speed:

Clarify that the design speeds provided for ramps are
for service Tl ramps.

Add design speed at exit ramp gore (60 mph) and
entrance ramp gore (55 mph).

Design Speed:

Per RDG 503.3, 40 mph is the minimum design speed
for a crossroad at a Tl. The crossroad design speed
should not be less than that of the crossroad
approaches to the interchange. Clarify.

Cross-slope of [-10 mainline will be shown as it
appears on as-builts.

The * will be removed from notes for Table 2.3
oh page 19.

Will remove footnotes.

Will add reference to Future
Roadway/Interchange Configuration on page 13
of this report.

The text will be revised.

The text will be revised in accordance with
Section 503.3 of the RDG.

The text will be clarified to state that where the
design speed of crossroads through the
interchange is greater than 40 mph the higher
design speed will be continued through the
interchange.
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Barraza — Aviation Parkway July 2012
Agency / w
ADOT Reviewer # FHgel B Comment Response
: Sec. No. |5
Section
Davis- James B. 8 height restrictions, its elevation relative to the
Monthan AFB | Barker, P.E., con't. runway and other sensitive assets at DMAFB
(continued) Deputy Base presents the same security concerns noted above.
Civil Engr_;
(Kenneth Born,
Darren
Horstmeier)
(continued)
ADOT Env. Thor Anderson No response
Planning
ADOT Enwv. Fred Garcia No response
Flanning
ADOT LeRoy Brady No response
Roadside Dev.
ADOT Pav't. Paul Burch No response
Design
ADOT Traffic Dana Noc response
Design Chamberlin
ADOT RMWY John Eckhardt Noc response
Admin. H
ADOT Deputy | Dallas Hammit No response
State Engineer
ADOT Shajed Hague No response
Drainage Sec.
ADOT Contr.& | Steve Hull No response
Specs.
ADOT Plan. Michael Kies No response
and Prog.
ADOT M Kinter No response
ADOT Prog. & | Hari Khanna No response
Proj. Mgmt
ADOT Vincent Li No response
Statewide
Proj. Mgmt
ADOT Prior. Debbie Mayfield MNo response
Prog. Sec.
ADOT RV Pete Mayne No response
Proj. Mgmt.
ADOT Mark Poppe No response
ADOT Traffic Karim Rashid N response
Design
ADOT Public Gricel Sato No response
Involve ment
ADOT Util. & Robert Travis No response
RR Engr.
ADOT CCP Teresa Welborn No response
ADOT CCP Paki Rico No response
ADOT Karen Williams No response
ADOT Mat. — | James Wilson No comments.
Geotech Des.
ADOT Bridge | Pe-Shen Yang No response
Design
ADOT Bridge | William Downes 1 Pg.5, table | A | Please change structure # 2197 Br. Rdwy Width to The changes to structure #s 2197, 1226, 1044,
Design 18 123.8'. Structure # 1226 Br. Rdwy VWidth to 38" 1045 and 1052 in Table 1.2 have been made.
Structure #s 1044, 1045 and 1052 Spans/Str. Length
to 4/96. On Structure # 1052 please also change Br.
Rdwy Width to 24/ Structure 595 change Br. Rdwy
Width to 38 2/
2 Pg.5, table | A | Structure 23599 is off the mainline but is Structure # 2599 is included in Table 1.2
12 considered an I-10 bridge that falls between the
project mileposts. Please include in the table.
ADOT MPD James Zumpf No response
Systems Plan.
ADOT Design | Lev Derzhavets No response
Support
ADOT Robin Raine 1 Exec. Sum. | A | Please name the park, elemetary school, and middle | Names will be added.
Statewide Proj pg. ii & pg. school affected by System Alternative 11
Mgmt. 31 of report
ADOT Michael Klein No response
Aeronautics
ADOT Kenneth Potts No response
Aeronautics
ADOT MPD Ungyo No response
Programming | Sugiyama
ADOT Tucson | Todd Emery, MNo response
Dist. Dist. Engr.



























