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Background
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) have
initiated the environmental review process for the Sonoran Corridor. In April 2015, the Arizona State
Transportation Board approved the designation of the Sonoran Corridor as State Route (SR) 410.
Similarly, in December 2015, the funding and authorization bill Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
Act or FAST Act was signed into law designating the Sonoran Corridor as a high capacity corridor along
SR 410 connecting Interstate 19 and Interstate 10 south of the Tucson International Airport (TUS) as
shown in Figure 1.
A Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and a Corridor Selection Report (CSR) are being
prepared as part of this process in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
other regulatory requirements. Conceptual engineering will be structured to select a Preferred Corridor
location and preferred modal choice for accommodating future traffic needs in the Study Vicinity. The
FHWA is the Federal Lead Agency and ADOT is the Local Project Sponsor under NEPA.
The EIS includes a Scoping process with development of a Need and Purpose and Range of Reasonable
Alternatives, a CSR that follows a progressive reduction in the number of alternatives based on an
agreed upon Evaluation Methodology, leading to the identification of a Preferred Corridor location and
modal choice.

Scoping Overview
The study team held an agency scoping meeting and two public scoping meetings for the Sonoran
Corridor Tier 1 EIS. The agency scoping meeting was held at the office of the Pima Association of
Governments (PAG) on June 7th, 2017. The first public meeting was held on Wednesday, June 7, 2017,
from 5:30 to 7 p.m. at Radisson Hotel Tucson Airport in Tucson, Ariz. The second public meeting was
held on Thursday, June 8, 2017, from 5:30 p.m. to 7 p.m. at Santa Cruz Valley United Methodist Church
in Sahuarita, Ariz. Scoping meetings were also held with the San Xavier District of the Tohono O’odham
Nation on June 22 and 24, 2017 to discuss questions related to Tribal suggestions and concerns in the
event any proposed alternatives were to cross tribal lands. The purpose of all scoping meetings was to
share information about the study and gather input that will help inform the process to develop a
“Need and Purpose Statement” and to identify the initial range of corridor alternatives.
Representatives of all PAG member agencies, including members of the Tohono O’odham Nation and
the Pascua Yaqui communities, attended the agency scoping meeting and approximately 45 members
of the public attended each of the two agency scoping meetings.
The scoping process included a 60-day comment period which began May 12, 2017 and continued
through July 15, 2017. This Scoping Summary Report describes the approach, the process and the
findings of the agency and public scoping period.
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Figure 1 – Study Vicinity

Scoping Process
Scoping is an initial step in the environmental review process under NEPA. The Council on
Environmental Quality’s NEPA Regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] § 1501.7) states that
the Federal Lead Agency should engage in scoping to provide an early and open process for
determining the scope, or range, of issues to be addressed and identifying the significant issues related
to a proposed action. In short, scoping is the process of determining the “scope” and content of the Tier
1 EIS.
Scoping serves the following purposes at the beginning of the environmental review process:
• Informs the agencies and public about the study process and intent
• Examines previous planning studies within current study development
• Seeks early feedback from the agencies, tribal governments, and public on:
o Need and Purpose Statement
o Alternatives to be studied
o Impacts to be evaluated
o Evaluation methods to be used
• Looks for opportunities to streamline the study process and collaborate with partners
• Establishes a decision-making framework, including agency participation and responsibilities
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The input FHWA and ADOT received during scoping will help to identify the opportunities and
constraints within the study area, range of alternatives to be studied, and the depth and breadth of
environmental analysis to be completed.

Pre-Scoping Activities
The FHWA and ADOT held eight pre-scoping meetings with federal, state, regional, county, local, and
tribal governments, as well as other organizations. These pre-scoping meetings were conducted to
elicit information, issues, and concerns and discuss the Tier 1 EIS process with the agencies and other
key stakeholders in advance of formal Scoping for the environmental review process. All agencies were
encouraged to participate in the study and submit formal, written comments during the subsequent
official scoping period. They were informed that information and input shared during pre-scoping
meetings or other prior studies did not replace the official scoping period and comments submitted.

Initiation of Scoping
The FHWA issued a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare a Tier 1 EIS in the Federal Register on May 12,
2017. The NOI, under Volume 82, Number 91, notified interested parties regarding the intent to prepare
a Tier 1 EIS for the Sonoran Corridor and solicited agency and public input on the scope of the Tier 1 EIS,
including the Need and Purpose, potential corridor alternatives to be studied, impacts to be evaluated,
and evaluation methods to be used.

Scoping Period and Meetings
The scoping process was conducted in accordance with NEPA requirements. The approximate 60-day
scoping period began with the publication of the NOI and continued through July 15, 2017. The FHWA
and ADOT invited agencies, tribal governments, and organizations by letter to participate in the
scoping process and attend agency scoping meeting. Sample agency invitation letters are presented in
Appendix A. The public was notified about the scoping process, public scoping meeting locations, and
scheduled via newspaper advertisements, website, e-mail blasts, social media, news releases, media
interviews, and blog posts. Two public scoping meetings were held in the Corridor Study Area: Tucson
and Sahuarita.
The FHWA and ADOT requested agencies and tribal governments to participate in the environmental
review process by inviting them to be a Cooperating Agency or Participating Agency under NEPA. A
sample copy of the invitation letter is included in the project Coordination Plan. Each participation
category is described in the following sections. A summary of the agency and public scoping process is
provided in the following sections. Notification information is included in Appendix A. Agency and
public meeting materials were the same and are included in Appendices B, C and D. Agency scoping
comments are in Appendix E and public scoping comments are in Appendix E.

Agency Scoping
Cooperating and Participating agencies were identified based on their level of responsibility and
engagement in the NEPA process related to the Sonoran Corridor. Invitations were sent to both
categories of participants to verify the appropriate role of each in the Tier 1 EIS.

Cooperating Agencies
Cooperating Agencies are defined in Title 40 CFR 1508.5 and 23 CFR 771.111(d) as federal agencies with
jurisdiction by law or special expertise with respect to any environmental impact involved in the study.
Other agencies or tribal governments of similar qualifications may also qualify, if FHWA concurs.

Contract No. 2016-017 / Project No. P9101 01P / Federal Aid No. 410-A(BFI)S

January 2018
Page 5

Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
Agency and Public Scoping Summary
Cooperating Agencies have a slightly greater degree of responsibility and involvement in the
environmental review process than Participating Agencies. The list below (Table 1) contains the 11
agencies invited to be a Cooperation Agency, along with a response to the invitation. Of those, four
accepted the invitation and seven requested to change their status to Participating Agency, with
FHWA’s concurrence. Arizona Game and Fish requested to change status from Participating to
Cooperating, with FHWA’s concurrence.

Table 1 - Cooperating Agencies
Agency

Response to Invitation

FEDERAL
Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA)

Accepted as Participating Agency

Bureau of Land Management (BLM)

Accepted as Participating Agency

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)

Accepted
Accepted as Participating Agency

National Park Service (NPS)

Accepted as Participating Agency

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Accepted

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

Accepted
Accepted

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

Participating Agency (non response)

U.S. Forest Service (USFS), Coronado National Forest

Accepted as Participating Agency

Western Area Power Administration
STATE
Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD)

Accepted as Participating Agency
Accepted as Cooperating Agency

Participating Agencies
Participating Agencies, as defined in Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), can be federal, state, regional, county, and local agencies, as well as
tribal governments that may have an interest in the Sonoran Corridor. The list below (Table 2 ) contains
the 34 agencies invited to be a Participating Agency, along with their response to the invitation. Of
those, 10 accepted the invitation and two, FTA and Davis-Monthan AFB, declined participation at this
stage of the project. Agencies that did not respond are included as participating agencies unless they
requested removal from the list.

Table 2 - Participating Agencies
Agency
FEDERAL
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
U.S. Air Force (USAF), Davis-Monthan Air Force Base
U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP)
U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA)

Response to Invitation
Accepted (non-response)
Declined at this stage
Declined at this stage. Will review EIS
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
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Table 2: Participating Agencies (continued)
Agency
STATE
Arizona Air National Guard (AANG)
Arizona Department of Corrections (ADOC)
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ)
Arizona Department of Public Safety (ADPS)
Arizona Department of Water Resources
Arizona State Land Department (ASLD)
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
Arizona State Parks and Trails
REGIONAL
Pima Association of Governments (PAG)
Tucson Airport Authority (TAA)
COUNTY
Pima County
Pima County Flood Control District
LOCAL MUNICIPALITY
City of South Tucson
City of Tucson
Green Valley Council
Town of Sahuarita
UTILITY
Central Arizona Irrigation and Drainage District
Central Arizona Project (CAP)
Trico Electric Cooperative
UNS Energy Corporation/Tucson Electric Power (TEP)
TRIBAL
Ak-Chin Indian Community
Gila River Indian Community
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
San Carlos Apache Tribe
Tohono O’odham Nation
Tonto Apache Tribe
White Mountain Apache Tribe
Yavapai-Apache Nation

Response to Invitation
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted (non-response)
Covered under Bureau of Reclamation.
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
Accepted (non-response)
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Agency Scoping Comments

An agency scoping meeting was held in Tucson at the PAG offices at 9:00 AM on June 7, 2017. Forty
representatives from 12 agencies attended the meeting in person or by telephone. Participants asked
questions and provided insights about their concerns and the conduct of the study. Full letters and
comments received from agencies during Scoping are included in Appendix E.
This section summarizes the agency scoping input received at the agency scoping meeting, as well as
other written comments submitted by the agencies. The comments received from the agencies and
tribal governments involve common themes on potential corridor alternatives, environmental
resources, and other issue areas. Following is an overview of these common themes, with details from
each individual agency provided in Table 3 - Agency Comments:
Overview of Agency Comments
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Make rail freight infrastructure part of the project
Focus study on movement of commerce
Consider a route that will provide access to Tucson International Airport from the south
Reduce travel times by getting regional motorists to Interstate 19 faster
Consider a route that connects to Interstate 19 at El Toro Road
Consider a route that connects I-19 near Pima Mine Road
Area south of Interstate 10 is a major growth corridor. Consider commuter needs for workers in
Vail and Tucson
Be mindful of Tohono O’odham Nation processes and work with leadership and allottees as
well as Bureau of Indian Affairs
Consider effects of a new highway on air quality in the area
Avoid impacts to existing electrical transmission lines
Plan for how a new highway would interact with State Route 210 (Barraza-Aviation Parkway)
Keep routes that would potentially accommodate trucks carrying hazardous materials away
from existing schools and population centers
Mitigate potential negative effects on habitat and wildlife corridors

Table 3 – Summarized Agency Comments
Agency
FEDERAL
Bureau of Indian Affairs
US Environmental Protection Agency

Key Considerations in Study Area
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

ROW must get allottee and/or tribal approval
Emphasize use of already disturbed areas
Consider full range of multimodal alternatives
Include multiple modes in corridor
Consider state of the art environmental and sustainable
design elements
Maintain environmental integrity of water resources
Identify and protect sensitive areas and aquatic systems
Span water crossings to protect sediment transport,
hydrologic processes and wildlife passage
Protect sensitive wildlife and plant species
Assess and make provisions to protect air quality
Complete cumulative and indirect analysis of project impacts
Consider impacts on environmental justice populations
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US Army Corps of Engineers
US Department of Agriculture
US Bureau of Reclamation

US Bureau of Land Management
US National Park Service

US Forest Service, Coronado National
Forest
Western Area Power Administration
Federal Railroad Administration
STATE
Arizona State Land Department
Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality
Arizona Department of Public Safety

Arizona Game and Fish Department

Arizona State Historic Preservation Office
LOCAL
City of South Tucson

Pima County

•
•
•

Minimize impacts to aquatic resources
Support efforts to conduct environmental analysis
Ensure that the project does not impede the implementation
of the Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act and the
Arizona Water Settlement Act
• Protect existing and proposed facilities associated with the
Tohono O’odham Nation’s water rights settlement
• Minimize impacts to the CAP Canal
• No known affected BLM lands
• Juan Bautista de Anza National Historic Trail
• San Xavier del Bac Mission
• Air Force Missile Site 8
• Mitigate potential negative effects on habitat and wildlife
corridors
• Minimize impact to major transmission corridor
Transmission upgrade coming
• No comment at this time; apprise if project involves right-ofway preservation.
•
•

Optimize value of State Lands
Ensure air quality is properly addressed

•

Need to ease congestion on Interstate 19 (I-19) and Interstate
10 (I-10)
Daily collisions on I-19
Avoid fragmentation of habitat and wildlife corridors
Minimize impact of new development
Protect federally-listed and special status species
Limit spread of buffalo grass and loss of hunting space
No concerns

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Northern alignment
New rail connection to move rail activity away from South
Tucson
Land use assumptions (employment) in the study area
Interstate freight traffic growth
I-19 connection near Pima Mine Road
Minimize effect on Conservation Land System
Access undeveloped State Lands
Connect to Aerospace Parkway
Avoid sensitive archeological sites
Access Desert Diamond Casino
Economic Opportunities for Tohono O’odham Nation
Link jobs in aerospace, defense and mining to housing
Accommodate Sahuarita East Conceptual Area Plan (SECAP)
Keep connection as short as possible
Expedite route to/from Port of Tucson from Mexico
Support increase in Tucson economic growth
Utility corridor on Old Vail Highway
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Town of Sahuarita

City of Tucson

Tucson Airport Authority

TRIBAL
Tohono O’odham San Xavier District
White Mountain Apache

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Locate I-19 interchange at El Toro Road
Recognize Town’s General Plan “Aspire 2015”
Rancho Sahuarita plan
Land use assumptions (employment) in the study area
Interstate freight traffic growth
Accommodate commuter traffic growth
Locate corridor just south of TUS
Economic development in Tucson region
Avoid corridors that conflict with TUS Airport Layout Plan
Accommodate passenger and cargo traffic

•
•

Need economic development opportunities
No known impacts

Public Scoping
Public Scoping Meetings
Members of the public were notified of and invited to participate in the scoping process for the Sonoran
Corridor. Public scoping meetings were held in both Tucson and Sahuarita to provide accessible options
for all willing and interested participants. The meetings were designed to inform the public of the
project and the environmental review process, as well as provide an opportunity to comment. Other
methods were also available for the public to engage in the scoping process, as described below. Fortyfive people participated in each of the two public meetings. Materials made public during the scoping
process – including meeting notifications, PowerPoint presentation, display boards, comment forms
and sign-in sheets – are included in the appendices of this summary report.
Notification
•

Public service announcement on KPYT Radio in English and in Hiaki, the native language of the
Pascua Yaqui community - May 17–June 6, 2017
• Newspaper advertisement published in Arizona Daily Star’s Spanish language publication, La
Estrella, and The Runner, a publication on the Tohono O’odham Nation - May 19, 2017
• Invitation emailed to elected officials - May 22, 2017
• Newspaper advertisement published in Arizona Daily Star - May 23, 2017
• Newspaper advertisement published in Sahuarita Sun - May 24, 2017
• News release emailed by ADOT - May 23, 2017 and June 5, 2017
Copies of notification materials are included in Appendix A.
Media Coverage
Information about the public scoping meetings was published and broadcast through a variety of media
outlets to reach a broad population base. Each medium published or broadcast the meeting
announcement once. Dates of the announcements are noted below:
Arizona Daily Star – May 29, 2017
Arizona Daily Independent – May 31, 2017
KOLD TV Channel 13 – June 5, 2017
KGUN News Channel 9 – June 5, 2017
KUAT Arizona Public Media – June 5, 2017

Contract No. 2016-017 / Project No. P9101 01P / Federal Aid No. 410-A(BFI)S

January 2018
Page 10

Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
Agency and Public Scoping Summary
Green Valley News – June 11, 2017
Title VI
Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act regulations provides that “no person in the United States shall, on
the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits
of, or be subject to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal financial
assistance.” Related federal statutes and regulations require ADOT’s Title VI/Nondiscrimination
Program to include nondiscrimination protection on the basis of age, sex, disability and income status
in all ADOT programs or activities.
A display board, brochures and survey cards were displayed and made available at the meeting
regarding Title VI. The public was actively encouraged to complete survey cards, and 42 cards were
received at these meetings and provided to ADOT’s Communications team. In addition, Title VI
language was included in the newspaper advertisements and press release inviting the public to attend
the meeting.
Limited English Proficiency
The 2000 Executive Order 13166 “Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English
Proficiency” requires “federal agencies to examine the services they provide, identify any need for
services to those with Limited English Proficiency (LEP), and develop and implement a system to
provide those services so LEP persons can have meaningful access to them.” When it comes to public
consultation “…agencies shall ensure that stakeholders, such as LEP persons and their representative
organization…. have an adequate opportunity to provide input”.
ADOT’s public involvement programs will strive to be innovative and proactive in engaging individuals
from different cultures and backgrounds in the project-development process. LEP is a term used to
describe individuals who are not proficient in the English language. Title VI and Executive Order 13166
prohibit recipients of federal financial assistance from discrimination based on national origin.
Recipients of federal financial assistance are required to take reasonable steps to provide LEP
individuals with meaningful access to their programs, activities and services. The LEP guidance
included in this Scoping Summary is aligned with ADOT’s Language Access Plan, prepared by ADOT’s
Civil Rights Office.
Spanish language versions of all materials associated with the Scoping Meetings in this study were
provided. Additionally, Spanish translators were present at scoping meetings and the study webpage is
equipped with a translation function to accommodate Spanish speakers.
Environmental Justice (EJ)
In 1994, Executive Order 12898 Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations was issued. EJ “is the fair treatment and
meaningful involvement of all people, particularly minority, low-income and indigenous populations, in
the environmental decision-making process.” All ADOT’s planning projects that include Federal funding
follow the NEPA process, which also includes requirements for identifying and engaging EJ
communities to increase equity in transportation throughout the decision-making process.
In the context of transportation, effective and equitable decision-making depends on understanding
and properly addressing the unique needs of different socio-economic groups. The USDOT’s EJ
strategy identifies three fundamental principles of EJ that guide USDOT actions:
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•
•
•

To avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human health and
environmental effects, including social and economic effects, on minority and low-income
populations.
To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities in the
transportation decision-making process.
To prevent the denial of, reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by minority
and low-income populations.

The U.S. EPA and FHWA define EJ as “fair treatment for people of all races, cultures, and incomes,
regarding the development of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.” EJ principles and
procedures are followed to improve all levels of transportation decision making.
The purpose of the 1994 Executive Order 12898 “Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations” is to focus federal attention on the environmental
and human health effects of federal actions on minority and low-income populations with the goal of
achieving environmental protection for all communities.
The USDOT Order 5610.2(a) requires that EJ principles be considered in all USDOT programs, policies,
and activities.
This Tier 1 EIS process complies with EJ requirements.
Americans with Disabilities Act
The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) stipulates that people with disabilities be involved in
developing and improving public services. In highway planning, collaboration with persons with
disabilities is essential for developing access points beyond those that are required. All events held for
programs or projects with federal-aid funds and open to the public must be made accessible to
everyone, including persons with disabilities. All scoping meetings associated with this study were ADA
compliant.

Meeting Format, Materials and Presentation
At the public meeting, participants were provided a fact sheet and comment form. Participants were
asked to:
•
•
•
•

Sign in
Fill out voluntary self-identification cards per Title VI requirements
Fill out and leave completed comment forms at the meeting or provide comments by speaking
with a court reporter or writing comments on the roll plot maps
Provide comments after the meeting by:
o Placing a pin on an online study vicinity map and providing comments at
gg.mysocialpinpoint.com/sonorancorridor. See Appendix E
o Completing a comment form online at azdot.gov/sonorancorridor
o Calling: 1.855.712.8530 (Toll-free, bilingual)
o Emailing: sonorancorridor@azdot.gov
o Mailing to: Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study team, c/o ADOT Communications,
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1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F, Phoenix, AZ 85007
Aerial-plan-view roll plot maps were provided at tables staffed by study team members, and additional
displays mounted on boards were placed in the meeting rooms. Participants were encouraged to view
the displays, ask questions and submit comments. Locations of interest or concern were identified by
agencies and the public as shown in Figure 2. Suggested corridor routings by the public are depicted in
Figure 3.
A presentation began at 6 p.m. Presenters were Kimberly Noetzel and Carlos Lopez of ADOT. The
presentation included:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Welcome
Title VI and survey card information
Sonoran Corridor background
Overview of environmental review process
Project timeline
Ways to comment

After the presentation, attendees were encouraged to speak with team members and visit information
stations to learn more about the project, which many did. Stations featured displays that focused on
welcoming attendees, the Tier 1 EIS process, environmental issues being considered, the Purpose and
Need for the study, a study vicinity map, and a comparison of Tier 1 and Tier 2 studies. The meeting
adjourned at 7 p.m.
Public meeting materials were posted to the Arizona Department of Transportation project website at
azdot.gov/sonorancorridor.
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Figure 2 – Locations of Interest/Sensitive Areas Noted by Agencies and Public
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Figure 3 - Corridor Suggestions during Scoping
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Comments and Questions from the Public
Over 92 comments and questions were received on comment forms, emails, social pinpoint online
forum comments, and phone calls during the Scoping comment period between May 12, 2017 and July
15, 2017.

The comment form asked participants to rank in order of importance a series of topics associated with
the study. Those were:
•

o
o
o
o
o
•
–
–
–
–

Question #1 – Please tell us what challenges you experience today, or anticipate in the future,
when traveling in the vicinity of Interstate 10 and Interstate 19 south of the Tucson International
Airport:
Traffic congestion and delays
Lack of connectivity between highways and from highways
Sharing highways with heavy commercial truck traffic
The absence of alternative forms of transportation from what exists today
Other issues
Question #2 – The study team will evaluate and consider potential impacts on many human
environmental factors. Please rank the following in order of importance to you:
Neighborhoods, diverse communities and residents
Economic development and growth
Preserving existing land use
Preserving public parks and recreation sites
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Cultural sites
Historic sites
Archeological sites
Other issues

–
–
–
–
•
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Question #3 – The study team will also consider and evaluate the potential impacts on many
natural environmental factors. Please rank the following in order of importance to you:
Air quality
Biological resources
Geology, soils and farmland
Historic structures and archeological sites
Noise and vibration
Visuals and aesthetics
Water resources
Other issues

•

Question #4 asked participants to identify areas within the study boundaries to be avoided and
provided space for comment

•

Question #5 provided space for additional comments

Summary of Public Comments
A summary of the comments received from the public through all forms of input, including
questionnaires that asked participants to rate the relative importance of factors, provided the following
aggregate rankings from both public scoping meetings, with 1) being the highest in importance.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Traffic congestion and delays
Sharing highways with commercial truck traffic
Lack of connectivity
Impact on neighborhoods, residences and diverse communities
Air quality
Visuals and aesthetics
Alternative forms of transportation (rail, bicycle routes, etc.)
Geology, soils and farmland
Preserving existing land use
Protection of cultural sites

More comprehensive public comments are included in Appendix F.
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Appendix A - Notification

TIER 1 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

YOUR INPUT IS NEEDED!

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) invite
you to attend a public scoping meeting as part of the
Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The proposed Sonoran Corridor is congressionally designated as a high-priority, high-capacity
corridor that would connect Interstate 10 to Interstate
19 south of the Tucson International Airport.

WHAT IS THE SONORAN CORRIDOR?
The Sonoran Corridor is envisioned as a potential
transportation corridor that would enhance the
movement of people and freight, and facilitate regional
connectivity, trade, communications and technology.

STUDY VICINITY

Scoping is an early and important step in the environmental review process. During scoping, the public
and agencies have an opportunity to share their ideas
and concerns, which help determine the “scope” or
range of issues to be addressed in the environmental
document, also referred to as the Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement. As part of the scoping process,
ADOT is hosting public meetings in the city of Tucson
and the town of Sahuarita.
PUBLIC MEETINGS - WE WANT YOU TO PARTICIPATE AND TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
Wednesday, June 7, 2017 | 5:30 to 7 p.m.

Thursday, June 8, 2017 | 5:30 to 7 p.m.

Presentation begins at 6 p.m.
Radisson Hotel Tucson Airport
4550 S. Palo Verde Road, Tucson, AZ 85714

Presentation begins at 6 p.m.
Santa Cruz Valley United Methodist Church
71 E. Sahuarita Road, Sahuarita, AZ 85629

The public meeting will begin with an informational presentation, and continue with an open-house format. Study
team members will be available to answer questions and listen to your input. The same information will be presented
at each meeting. For more information about the meetings, please visit: www.azdot.gov/sonorancorridor.

CAN’T MAKE A MEETING?

Please submit comments by July 15, 2017 to be included in the summary of public comments.

Toll-free
bilingual project
information line:
1.855.712.8530

Email:
sonorancorridor@azdot.gov

Mail comments:
Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), ADOT does not discriminate
on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex or disability.
Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability should contact Kim Noetzel at 602.712.2122
or knoetzel@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as early as
possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the
accommodation.
Project No. P9100 05P | Federal Aid No. 401-A(BFI)

Website:
azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

De acuerdo con el título VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y
la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA por sus siglas
en inglés), el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADOT por
sus siglas en inglés) no discrimina por raza, color, nacionalidad,
edad, género o discapacidad. Personas que requieren asistencia
(dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma o por discapacidad
deben ponerse contacto con Kim Noetzel al 602.712.2122 o knoetzel@azdot.gov. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo más pronto
posible para asegurar que el equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad de hacer los arreglos necesarios.

DECLARACIÓN DEL IMPACTO MEDIOAMBIENTAL DE NIVEL 1

¿QUÉ ES EL CORREDOR SONORENSE?

REUNIÓN PÚBLICA

El Corredor Sonorense podría ser una conexión de
transporte destinado a mejorar el movimiento de personas
y mercancías, y podría facilitar la conectividad regional, el
comercio, las comunicaciones y la tecnología.

PIMA MINE RD.

19

10

S. HOUGHTON RD.

TUCSON
INT’L
AIRPORT

VALENCIA RD.

WILMOT RD.

El alcance público es un paso importante del proceso
medioambiental. Durante la reunión, el público y las
agencias tendrán la oportunidad de compartir sus ideas
y preocupaciones, las cuales ayudan a determinar el
alcance o rango de asuntos a tratar en el documento
ambiental, referido como la Declaración del Impacto
Medioambiental Nivel 1. Como parte del proceso, se llevarán a cabo reuniones públicas en el área del estudio
del Corredor en Tucson y Sahuarita.

ÁREA DE ESTUDIO

ALVERNON WAY

La Administración Federal de Carreteras (FHWA por
sus siglas en inglés) y el Departamento de Transporte
de Arizona (ADOT por sus siglas en inglés) los invitan
a asistir a una reunión pública como parte del estudio
medioambiental para el Corredor Sonorense, una nueva
ruta de alta capacidad y alta prioridad, designada por el
Congreso, con potencial de conectar la Interestatal 19
con la Interestatal 10 al sur del Aeropuerto Internacional
de Tucson (TIA por sus siglas en inglés).

NOGALES HWY.

¡SE NECESITA SU OPINIÓN!

83

SAHUARITA RD.

E RD.

DUVAL MIN

NOT TO SCALE

ESTÁ INVITADO A PARTICIPAR EN LA REUNIÓN PÚBLICA
Miércoles, 7 de junio 2017 - 5:30 a 7 p.m.

Jueves, 8 de junio 2017 - 5:30 a 7 p.m.

Presentación comienza a las 6 p.m.
Radisson Hotel Tucson Airport
4550 S. Palo Verde Road, Tucson, AZ 85714

Presentación comienza a las 6 p.m.
Santa Cruz Valley Church
71 E. Sahuarita Road, Sahuarita, AZ 85629

La reunión comenzará con una presentación informativa. Los miembros del equipo del estudio estarán disponibles
para contestar preguntas después de la presentación. La misma información sera presentada en cada reunión.
Para obtener más información sobre las reuniones, visite azdot.gov/sonorancorridor.

¿NO PUEDE ASISTIR UNA REUNIÓN?
Favor de enviar comentarios públicos antes del 15 de julio, 2017 para ser incluidos en el resumen de comentarios públicos.

Llame sin costo a
la línea bilingüe:
1.855.712.8530

Email:
sonorancorridor@azdot.gov

Por Correo:
Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA), ADOT does not discriminate on the basis of race,
color, national origin, age, sex or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability should contact Kim
Noetzel at 602.712.2122 or knoetzel@azdot.gov. Requests should be made
as early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the
accommodation.
Project No. P9100 05P | Federal Aid No. 401-A(BFI)

Sitio de Internet:
azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

De acuerdo con el título VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley
de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA por sus siglas en inglés), el
Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADOT por sus siglas en inglés) no
discrimina por raza, color, nacionalidad, edad, género o discapacidad. Personas que requieren asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma o
por discapacidad deben ponerse contacto con Kim Noetzel al 602.712.2122
o knoetzel@azdot.gov. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo más pronto posible
para asegurar que el equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad
de hacer los arreglos necesarios.

Study to look at potential routes for Sonoran Corridor in Tucson
Public input sought on proposed corridor connecting I-10 and I-19

TUCSON – The Arizona Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration have begun a three-year
environmental study of potential routes for the proposed Sonoran Corridor, which would connect Interstate 19 to
Interstate 10 south of Tucson International Airport.
It begins with a comment period lasting through July 15, 2017, that encourages all members of the public to provide input
on the Sonoran Corridor study area during a process known as public scoping. It is an opportunity to ask questions and
share comments or concerns about topics such as potential locations for the corridor, environmental considerations,
impacts on wildlife habitat or cultural resources, and possible opportunities for other transportation modes that may be
considered.
Two public scoping meetings are scheduled:
• Wednesday, June 7, at the Radisson Hotel Tucson Airport, 4550 S. Palo Verde Road, Tucson
• Thursday, June 8, at the Santa Cruz Valley United Methodist Church, 70 E. Sahuarita Road, Sahuarita
Both meetings will run from 5:30 to 7 p.m., with a presentation beginning at 6 p.m.
All feedback, questions, and comments from meetings, and provided through other means, will be considered part of the
study and entered into the project record.
The Sonoran Corridor has been identified as a critical transportation facility that would diversify, support and connect the
economy of southern Arizona and the entire state. The Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act) designated
the Sonoran Corridor as a high-priority corridor, reinforcing the need to conduct a study for a future transportation facility
that would potentially alleviate traffic congestion at the I-19 and I-10 traffic interchange and reduce travel distances south
of the Tucson International Airport.
There is no timetable for building the Sonoran Corridor, and no funding has been identified for it.
The Notice of Intent to prepare a Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement was published in the Federal Register on May 12,
2017, in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act, which kicks off the formal environmental study
process. The purpose of the Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement is to identify a selected corridor alternative, which
could be the no-build option.

One of the first steps of the environmental study process is to develop a Corridor Selection Report to assess a wide range
of corridor alternatives, along with opportunities and constraints. Ultimately, this will result in a reasonable range of
corridor alternatives that will advance into the Draft Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement will assess on a broad scale the potential social, economic and natural environmental
impacts of the no-build option, as well as the reasonable range of corridor alternatives.
Each corridor alternative will be approximately 2,000 feet wide and contain smaller segments that could advance as
independent improvement projects. Smaller segments would be studied separately in a Tier 2 environmental document if
a corridor alternative is selected.
Individuals who are unable to attend one of the scoping meetings can submit written comments in any of the ways below:
Online survey: azdot.gov/SonoranCorridor
Email: Sonorancorridor@azdot.gov
Toll-free bilingual information line: 855-712-8530
Mail:
Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
For more information about this study, visit azdot.gov/SonoranCorridor.
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), ADOT does not
discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex or disability. Persons who require a reasonable
accommodation based on language or disability should contact Kimberly Noetzel at 602.712.2122 or Knoetzel@azdot.gov.
Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
De acuerdo con el título VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA por
sus siglas en inglés), el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADOT por sus siglas en inglés) no discrimina por raza,
color, nacionalidad, edad, género o discapacidad. Personas que requieren asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el
idioma o por discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto Kimberly Noetzel at 602.712.2122 o en Knoetzel@azdot.gov. Las
solicitudes deben hacerse lo más pronto posible para asegurar que el equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad
de hacer los arreglos necesarios.
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TIER 1 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

ABOUT THE SONORAN CORRIDOR
In partnership with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) has begun a threeyear environmental study to select a corridor location for the Sonoran Corridor, a proposed new transportation facility that would connect
Interstate 10 (I-10) and Interstate 19 (I-19) south of the Tucson International Airport.
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THE STUDY PROCESS
In May 2017, FHWA and ADOT initiated the study for the Sonoran Corridor, a proposed new corridor that would connect I-10 and I-19 south
of the Tucson International Airport. The Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared as part of the process to establish a
preferred corridor alternative, including a “no build” option, in accordance with NEPA and other regulatory requirements. A separate Corridor
Selection Report (CSR) will be prepared to help identify a range of reasonable alternatives that will be brought into the EIS for further study.
The Tier 1 EIS also will compare the “no-build” option against the range of resonable alternatives. The process will include engaging and
involving stakeholder agencies, organizations and the public throughout the study.

CORRIDOR STUDY VICINITY
The Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team is looking at potential 2,000-foot-wide corridors between I-10 and I-19 in the vicinity south of the
Tucson International Airport to the southern boundary of the Town of Sahuarita.

Project No. P9100 05P / Federal Aid No. 410-A (BFI)

ABOUT THE TIER 1 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)
A Tier 1 EIS allows a federal agency to prepare a document that analyzes a program or large project on a broad scale. The initial phase of the
study consists of a Corridor Selection Report, which assesses a wide range of corridor alternatives and options through a robust process that
includes addressing environmental, geographical, socio-economic factors and other issues important in the study process to help identify a
range of reasonable alternatives.
A public and agency involvement process will help the study team establish project needs, identify a range of reasonable alternatives and
ultimately the preferred alternative. The study team will identify potential 2000-foot-wide corridors into which a more defined, specified
alignment may fit. The Tier 1 Draft EIS will document the environmental considerations related to the range of reasonable alternatives and
the “no-build” alternative to identify the preferred alternative.

SONORAN CORRIDOR STUDY PROCESS AND SCHEDULE
YEAR 1

YEAR 3

YEAR 2

CORRIDOR SELECTION REPORT (CSR)

DATA GATHERING

IDENTIFY UNIVERSE
OF ALTERNATIVES

INITIAL SCREENING OF
ALTERNATIVES

RANGE OF REASONABLE
ALTERNATIVES

TIER 1 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT
IDENTIFIES PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE

NOTICE
OF INTENT SCOPING

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT/RECORD OF DECISION
IDENTIFIES SELECTED
ALTERNATIVE

AGENCY AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS
WE ARE HERE

SCOPING MEETINGS

INFORMATION MEETING INFORMATION MEETING

HEARINGS

HOW YOU CAN GET INVOLVED
ADOT and the FHWA will engage and involve stakeholder agencies, organizations
and members of the community throughout the study process. Opportunities to
comment will be available through meetings and other forms of public outreach.
ADOT will hold public scoping meetings on the Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS in Tucson
at the Radisson Hotel Tucson Airport on June 7 from 5:30 to 7:00 p.m. and in Sahuarita

azdot.gov/sonorancorridor
Toll-free bilingual information line:
1.855.712.8530

at the Santa Cruz Valley United Methodist Church on June 8 from 5:30 to 7:00 p.m. to
share information about the study and gather input that will help inform the process

sonorancorridor@azdot.gov

to identify the initial range of corridor alternatives.
The initial range of alternatives will be the focus of the first of two public meetings
in late summer/early fall. A second public meeting in early 2018 will provide the
opportunity to comment on the range of reasonable alternatives. The study team
will then present a preferred alternative in the draft EIS at a public hearing in
late 2018/early 2019.
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Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
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DECLARACIÓN DEL IMPACTO MEDIOAMBIENTAL NIVEL 1

DETALLES DEL CORREDOR SONORENSE
En colaboración con la Administración Federal de Carreteras (FHWA por sus siglas en inglés) el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona
(ADOT por sus siglas en inglés) ha iniciado un estudio medioambiental de tres años para seleccionar la ubicación para el Corredor Sonorense,
una nueva facilidad de transporte que propone conectar la Interestatal 10 (I-10) y la Interestatal 19 (I-19) al sur del Aeropuerto Internacional
de Tucson.

METAS DEL ESTUDIO
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EL PROCESO DEL ESTUDIO
En marzo del 2017, FHWA y ADOT iniciaron el estudio para el Corredor Sonorense, un nuevo corredor propuesto que conectaría la autopista
I-10 y la I-19 al sur del Aeropuerto Internacional de Tucson. Se preparará una Declaración de Impacto Medioambiental Nivel 1 (EIS por sus siglas
en inglés) como parte del proceso para establecer una alternativa preferida del corredor, incluyendo la opción de “no construir” según NEPA y
otros requisitos regulatorios. Aparte, un Reporte de Selección de Corredor (CSR por sus siglas en inglés) se preparará para ayudar a identificar
una gama razonable de alternativas para ser consideradas más adelante en el estudio. La Declaración del Impacto Medioambiental Nivel 1
(EIS por sus siglas en inglés) también incluirá una opción de “no construir”, contra la cual se comparará la gama de alternativas razónales.
Durante todo el proceso del estudio se incluirá la participación de las agencias y organizaciones involucradas junto con el público.

REGIÓN DEL ESTUDIO DEL CORREDOR
El equipo del estudio está buscando posibles corredores de 2-mil pies de ancho entre la I-10 y I-19 alrededor del sur del Aeropuerto
Internacional de Tucson a la frontera sur de la ciudad de Sahuarita.
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MÁS SOBRE LA DECLARACIÓN DEL IMPACTO MEDIOAMBIENTAL (EIS POR SUS SIGLAS EN INGLÉS)
Un Nivel 1 EIS permite a una agencia federal preparar un documento que analiza un programa o un proyecto grande en escala amplia. La
primera fase del estudio consiste de un Reporte de Selección de Corredor, que evalúa una amplia gama de alternativas de corredor y opciones
a través de un proceso robusto que incluye temas ambientales, geográfico, factores socio-económicos y otros temas importantes del proceso
del estudio para ayudar a identificar una gama razonable de alternativas.
Un proceso de participación, pública y de agencias, ayudará al equipo del estudio establecer la necesidad, identificar una gama razonable de
alternativas y determinar la alternativa preferida. El equipo de estudio identificará varios corredores potenciales de 2-mil pies de ancho en
el que puede caber una nueva alineación de transporte. El Nivel 1 EIS documentará las consideraciones medioambientales relacionadas a la
gama de alternativas razónales e incluirá una opción de “no construir” para identificar la alternativa preferida.

EL PROCESO Y HORARIO DEL ESTUDIO CORREDOR SONORENSE
1 ER AÑO

3 ER AÑO

2 NDO AÑO

REPORTE DE SELECCIÓN DEL CORREDOR (CSR POR SUS SIGLAS EN INGLÉS)

IDENTIFICAR UNIVERSO EXPLORAR
ALTERNATIVAS
DE ALTERNATIVAS
INICIALMENTE

COLECCIONAR
INFORMACIÓN

GAMA RAZONABLE DE ALTERNATIVAS

DECLARACIÓN DEL IMPACTO MEDIOAMBIENTAL NIVEL 1 (EIS POR SUS SIGLAS EN INGLÉS)
DECLARACIÓN DEL
IMPACTO MEDIOAMBIENTAL
IDENTIFICA ALTERNATIVA
PREFERIDA

AVISO DE
INTENCIÓN ALCANCÉ

DECLARACIÓN FINAL DEL IMPACTO
MEDIOAMBIENTAL / REGISTRO DE
LA DECISIÓN IDENTIFICA
ALTERNATIVA SELECCIÓNADA

PROCESO DE PARTICIPACIÓN DE LA AGENCIA Y DEL PÚBLICO
ESTAMOS AQUÍ

REUNIÓN DE
ALCANCE PÚBLICO

REUNIÓN INFORMATIVA

REUNIÓN INFORMATIVA

REUNIÓN OFICIAL

COMO PUEDE INVOLUCRARSE
ADOT y FHWA tomarán pasos para involucrar a organizaciones, agencias, y miembros
de la comunidad durante el proceso de estudio. Oportunidades para comentar
estarán disponibles a través de reuniones y otras formas de divulgación.
ADOT tendrá reuniones públicas sobre la Declaración del Impacto Medioambiental
Nivel 1 EIS en Radisson Hotel Tucson Airport el 7 de junio, 5:30 to 7:00 p.m. Tucson y en

azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

Línea bilingüe sin costo: 1.855.712.8530

Santa Cruz Valley United Methodist Church el 8 de junio, 5:30 to 7:00 p.m. Sahuarita
para compartir información sobre el estudio y colectar información que ayudará

sonorancorridor@azdot.gov

informar el proceso que identificará la gama inicial de alternativas para el corredor.
La gama inicial de alternativas será el enfoque de las primeras dos reuniones públicas
en el verano/invierno. Una segunda reunión pública en los principios del 2018
brindará la oportunidad para comentar sobre la gama de alternativas razonales.
El equipo de estudio presentará las alternativas finales en una reunión pública oficial
a finales del 2018 / comienzo del 2019.
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Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Rank each of the following items on a scale
of 1 to 5, with 1 being MOST important and
5 being LEAST important
1. Please tell us what challenges you experience today,
or anticipate in the future, when traveling in the
vicinity of Interstate 10 and Interstate 19 south of
the Tucson International Airport:

Federal Highway
Administration/Arizona
Department of Transportation

Traffic congestion and delays
Lack of connectivity between highways and from highways
to local streets

Sonoran Corridor Tier 1
Environmental Impact
Statement

Sharing highways with heavy commercial truck traffic
The absence of alternative forms of transportation from what
exists today (e.g. transit, bicycle routes, passenger rail, etc.)

Help shape the future of transportation
in Southern Arizona – TODAY!
Thank you for participating in the Sonoran Corridor Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement public scoping process by
completing this survey.
Public scoping is a time for our team to learn from the community
prior to embarking on the environmental study. We need your
input about what you feel is important within the Sonoran
Corridor Study vicinity, as well as what transportation challenges
you experience today and how we can address them in the future.

Other issue(s) not addressed above _________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________

Rank each of the following items on a scale
of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and
8 being LEAST important
2. The study team will evaluate and consider potential
impacts on many human environmental factors.
Please rank the following in order of importance
to you:
Neighborhoods, diverse communities, and residences

Toll-free bilingual project information line:
1.855.712.8530

Economic development and growth

Email:
sonorancorridor@azdot.gov

Preserving public parks and recreation sites

Mail comments:
Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
Website:
azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

Preserving existing land use
Cultural sites
Historic sites
Archeological sites
Other issue(s) not addressed above _________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
For more information about the Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement study, please
visit the ADOT study website at azdot.gov/sonorancorridor.

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being
MOST important and 8 being LEAST important
3. The study team will also consider and evaluate the potential impacts on many natural environmental factors.
Please rank the following in order of importance to you:
Air quality

Historic structures and
archeological sites
Noise and vibration

Biological resources (such as
wildlife, plants and habitats)
Geology, soils and farmland

Water resources (rivers, washes,
floodplains and drainage)

Visual and aesthetics

Other issue(s) not addressed above ____________________________________________________________
		
		
		

4. Identify the areas or resources within the Sonoran Corridor Study vicinity that you feel should be avoided or are
important for the study team to consider:
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
5. Additional Comments:
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
STUDY VICINITY
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Comments can also be provided by toll-free phone calls to
1.855.712.8530 or by email: sonorancorridor@azdot.gov.

Kolb Rd.

NOT TO SCALE

You can complete this form and return it by mail to:
S. Houghton Rd.

Pima Mine Rd.

For more information about the Sonoran Corridor Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement study, please visit the
ADOT study website at azdot.gov/sonorancorridor.
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Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
The public comment period during scoping runs until July
15, 2017. To ensure your input is included in the study
record, your completed form must be postmarked by July
15, 2017. You can also scan and email your completed
comment form to sonorancorridor@azdot.gov before
this public comment period ends.

Clasifique cada uno de los siguientes temas con
una escala de 1 a 5, 1 siendo lo MÁS importante y 5
lo MENOS importante.

La Administración Federal de
Carreteras/El Departamento de
Transporte de Arizona

Corredor Sonorense
Declaración del Impacto
Medioambiental Nivel 1.
Ayude a formar el transporte en el sur
de Arizona- ¡HOY!
Gracias por participar en el proceso de alcance público,
al contestar esta encuesta para el estudio del Corredor
Sonorense Declaración del Impacto Medioambiental Nivel 1.
El alcance publico es cuando nuestro equipo aprende sobre la
comunidad antes de embarcar en el estudio medioambiental.
Necesitamos su opinión sobre lo que usted crea que sea de
importancia sobre la region del Corredor Sonorense, así como
los desafíos de transporte con los que se encuentra hoy y cómo
podemos abordarlos en el futuro.

Linea gratitua bilingüe:
1.855.712.8530

1. Por favor, cuéntenos los desafíos que usted se ha
encontrado, o anticipa en el futuro cuando a viaja
en las inmediaciones de la Interestatal 10 y la
Interestatal 19 al sur del Aeropuerto Internacional
de Tucson:
Congestión de tráfico y retrasos
Falta de conectividad entre autopistas o falta de conectividad de
autopistas a calles locales.
Compartiendo autopistas con tráfico de camiones comerciales
La falta de medios de transporte alternativos frente a lo que
existe hoy en día (como tránsito, rutas de bicicleta, trenes
pasajeros, etc.)
Otros asuntos no abordados anteriormente _____________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________

Clasifique cada uno de los siguientes elementos en
una escala de 1 a 8, 1 siendo lo MÁS importante y 8 lo
MENOS importante
2. El equipo del estudio evaluará y considerará los
posibles impactos ambientales humanos. Por favor
clasifique los siguientes elementos en orden de
importancia para usted:
Barrios/Vecindades/Colonias, comunidades diversas y
residencias
Desarrollo económico y crecimiento

Correo Electronico:
sonorancorridor@azdot.gov

Preservar el uso del suelo existente

Correo Postal:
Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Sitios culturales

Sitio Web:
azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

Preservar parques públicos y sitios de recreación
Sitios históricos
Sitios arqueológicos
Otros asuntos no abordados anteriormente ____________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
Para obtener más información sobre el estudio del Corredor Sonorense y la Declaración del Impacto
Medioambiental Nivel 1, visite: azdot.gov/sonorancorridor.

Clasifique cada uno de los siguientes elementos en una escala de 1 a 8, 1 siendo lo MÁS importante y 8
lo MENOS importante
3. El equipo del estudio también considerará y evaluará los posibles impactos ambientales naturales. Por favor
clasifique los siguientes elementos en orden de importancia para usted:
Calidad de aire

Estructuras históricas y sitios
arqueológicos
Ruido y vibraciones

Recursos biológicos (tales como
vida silvestre, plantas y hábitats?)
Geología, y tierras de cultivo

Recursos hídricos (ríos, lavados,
llanuras de inundación y drenaje)

Visual y estéticas

Otros asuntos no abordados anteriormente ______________________________________________________
		
		
		

4. Identifique las áreas o recursos dentro de la region del Estudio del Corredor Sonorense que deben evitarse o son
importantes para que el equipo del estudio considere:
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
5. Comentarios adicionales:
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
AREA DE ESTUDIO
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Kolb Rd.

Para obtener más información sobre el estudio del Corredor
Sonorense y la Declaración del Impacto Medioambiental Nivel 1,
visite: azdot.gov/sonorancorridor.

RR

Los comentarios también pueden ser proporcionados por
llamadas telefónicas gratuitas al 1.855.712.8530, por correo
electrónico a sonorancorridor@azdot.gov o por correo postal:

NOT TO SCALE

Usted puede completar la encuesta y enviarla a:
S. Houghton Rd.

Pima Mine Rd.
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Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
El lapso de comentarios publicos hacia el estudio
medioambiental es hasta el 15 de julio del 2017. Para
asegurar que su aportación sea incluida en el registro del
estudio, favor de completar la encuesta y sea matasellada
(enviada) antes del 15 de julio del 2017. También puede
escanear la encuesta contestada y enviarla por correo electrónico
a sonorancorridor@azdot.gov antes que concluya el lapso de
comentarios publicos.

SONORAN CORRIDOR TIER 1 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
DECLARACIÓN DE IMPACTO DEL CORREDOR SONORENSE
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING | REUNIÓN DE ALCANCE PÚBLICO
Thursday, June 8, 2017 (Jueves, 8 de Junio de 2017) | 5:30 to 7 p.m.
Santa Cruz Valley United Methodist Church | 71 E. Sahuarita Rd., Sahuarita, AZ

PUBLIC SIGN-IN SHEET (REGISTRO PÚBLICO)

Email (Correo Electrónico)
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
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11.
12.

e
s
a
e
l
P
r
o
v
a
f
r
o
P

t
n
i
r
p

a
m
i
r
imp

13.
14.
15.
16.
Completion of this sign-in sheet is voluntary and helps the study team keep an accurate record of meeting attendance.
Under state law, any identifying information provided above will become part of the public record and, as such, must be released to any individual upon request.
Project No. P9100 05P | Federal Aid No. 410-A (BFI)

SONORAN CORRIDOR TIER 1 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
DECLARACIÓN DE IMPACTO DEL CORREDOR SONORENSE
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING | REUNIÓN DE ALCANCE PÚBLICO

PUBLIC SIGN-IN SHEET (REGISTRO PÚBLICO)

Wednesday, June 7, 2017 (Miércoles, 7 de Junio de 2017) | 5:30 to 7 p.m.
Radisson Hotel Tucson Airport | 4550 S. Palo Verde Rd. | Tucson, AZ
Email (Correo Electrónico)

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
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l
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13.
14.
15.
16.
Completion of this sign-in sheet is voluntary and helps the study team keep an accurate record of meeting attendance.
Under state law, any identifying information provided above will become part of the public record and, as such, must be released to any individual upon request.
Project No. P9100 05P | Federal Aid No. 410-A (BFI)

Appendix C - Meeting Displays

Appendix D - PowerPoint Presentation

TIER 1 Environmental
Impact Statement
Scoping
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
AND ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

June 7 and 8, 2017

Title VI
TITLE VI OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 AND THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA)
Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), ADOT does not
discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex or disability. Persons who require a reasonable
accommodation based on language or disability should contact Kimberly Noetzel at 602.712.2122 or at
Knoetzel@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to
address the accommodation.
De acuerdo con el título VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades
(ADA por sus siglas en inglés), el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADOT por sus siglas en inglés) no
discrimina por raza, color, nacionalidad, edad, género o discapacidad. Personas que requieren asistencia (dentro
de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma o por discapacidad deben ponerse contacto con Kimberly Noetzel al
602.712.2122 o Knoetzel@azdot.gov. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo más pronto posible para asegurar que el
equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad de hacer los arreglos necesarios.

Title VI Survey Cards
• Self-identification survey cards are
available at this meeting
• ADOT asks that you fill one out
and turn it in before you leave
• The information you provide helps
ADOT determine who attends
public meetings

Title VI Survey Cards
• The information is anonymous
• The information enables ADOT to
fulfill federal reporting requirements
from the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA)
• Completing the survey is voluntary

Welcome
• Sonoran Corridor Background
• Overview of Environmental
Review Process
• Project Timeline
• Ways to Comment

High Priority Corridor
• Previous Related Studies in Pima County
• Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act 2015
o

Designates the Sonoran Corridor as a high priority
corridor on the National Highway System, between I-10
and I-19 south of Tucson International Airport

• Potential to diversify, support and connect economy of
Southern Arizona and the State

What is a Tier 1 EIS?
• A high-level, programmatic analysis
• Looks at potential corridors, not specific alignments
• Prepares study team for future, project-level analysis
• Enhances eligibility for federal funding for Tier 2 environmental
studies and preliminary engineering
• Allows affected jurisdictions to incorporate corridor into local plans

What is a Tier 1 EIS?
CURRENT

• Evaluates multiple 2,000-foot-wide
corridors into which a new transportation
facility would be located
• Mitigation strategies only for identified
impacts
• A single corridor is selected to be
evaluated in greater detail in a Tier 2 EIS

What is a Tier 2 EIS?
FUTURE

• Evaluates potential specific alignments
within the corridor selected in Tier 1
• Selection of an alignment to enable
permitting process to begin
• Specific mitigation actions are required
for identified impacts

What is a Corridor Selection Report?
• Screening process to identify a “range of reasonable alternatives”
from among a “universe of alternatives ”
• Uses progressively more detailed evaluation process
• Final range of reasonable alternatives and the no-build alternative
are carried forward for further analysis in the Tier 1 EIS

Project Scoping
• The May 12th publication of the Notice of Intent started the scoping
period which ends July 15th
• Scoping is the first step of the environmental review process
• Agencies and Public can share their ideas and concerns to help
determine the “scope” or range of issues addressed
• Establishes the basis for the project Purpose and Need

Purpose and Need
• Fundamental to the NEPA process
and guiding the Tier 1 EIS
• Used to identify and evaluate
alternatives and select a preferred
alternative

Purpose and Need
• The preliminary need is to address:
o increasing population and employment growth
o increasing congestion
o access to activity centers
• The preliminary purpose is to provide a high
capacity transportation corridor that can:
o reduce travel times and cost
o improve regional mobility
o enhance economic vitality

YEAR 1

YEAR 3

YEAR 2

CORRIDOR SELECTION REPORT (CSR)

IDENTIFY UNIVERSE
OF ALTERNATIVES

DATA GATHERING

INITIAL SCREENING OF
ALTERNATIVES

RANGE OF REASONABLE
ALTERNATIVES

TIER 1 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)
NOTICE
OF INTENT SCOPING

DEVELOP PURPOSE
AND NEED

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT
IDENTIFIES PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE

AGENCY AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS
WE ARE HERE

SCOPING MEETINGS

INFORMATION MEETING INFORMATION MEETING

HEARINGS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT/RECORD OF DECISION
IDENTIFIES SELECTED
ALTERNATIVE

Key Milestone Timeline
ü PRE SCOPING

Complete

ü NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI)

Complete - Issued May 12, 2017

SCOPING

Mid May - July 2017

PURPOSE AND NEED

Summer 2017

UNIVERSE OF CORRIDORS

Fall 2017

RANGE OF REASONABLE CORRIDORS

Early 2018

CORRIDOR SELECTION REPORT

Spring 2018

DRAFT TIER 1 EIS

Winter 2018/2019

FINAL TIER 1 EIS/ROD

Winter 2019/2020

Summary
• Project Scoping is the first step in
Environmental Review to identify
issues and opportunities
• Scoping identifies issues, opportunities
and helps define Purpose and Need

Summary
• Purpose and Need helps identify, evaluate
and select the preferred alternative
• Please provide comments by July 15, 2017
• For more information:
o azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

Comment Today
You can provide comments for the record by:
• Filling out a comment form
• Speaking with the Court Reporter
• Placing a pin & commenting at
gg.mysocialpinpoint.com/sonorancorridor
• Completing a comment form online at
azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

Rank each of the following items on a scale
of 1 to 5, with 1 being MOST important and
5 being LEAST important
1. Please tell us what challenges you experience today,
or anticipate in the future, when traveling in the
vicinity of Interstate 10 and Interstate 19 south of
the Tucson International Airport:

Federal Highway
Administration/Arizona
Department of Transportation

Traﬃc congestion and delays
Lack of connectivity between highways and from highways
to local streets

Sonoran Corridor Tier 1
Environmental Impact
Statement

Sharing highways with heavy commercial truck traﬃc
The absence of alternative forms of transportation from what
exists today (e.g. transit, bicycle routes, passenger rail, etc.)

Help shape the future of transportation
in Southern Arizona – TODAY!
Thank you for participating in the Sonoran Corridor Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement public scoping process by
completing this survey.
Public scoping is a time for our team to learn from the community
prior to embarking on the environmental study. We need your
input about what you feel is important within the Sonoran
Corridor Study vicinity, as well as what transportation challenges
you experience today and how we can address them in the future.

Other issue(s) not addressed above _________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________

Rank each of the following items on a scale
of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and
8 being LEAST important
2. The study team will evaluate and consider potential
impacts on many human environmental factors.
Please rank the following in order of importance
to you:
Neighborhoods, diverse communities, and residences

Toll-free bilingual project information line:
1.855.712.8530

Economic development and growth

Email:
sonorancorridor@azdot.gov

Preserving public parks and recreation sites

Mail comments:
Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
Website:
azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

Preserving existing land use
Cultural sites
Historic sites
Archeological sites
Other issue(s) not addressed above _________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
_______________________________________
For more information about the Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement study, please
visit the ADOT study website at azdot.gov/sonorancorridor.

Comment after the meeting
Please submit comments by JULY 15, 2017 to be included in the summary
of public comments.
• Call: 1.855.712.8530 (Toll-free, bilingual)
• Email: sonorancorridor@azdot.gov
• Mail: Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study team, c/o ADOT Communications,
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F, Phoenix, AZ 85007
• Web: azdot.gov/sonorancorridor

Project Contacts
CARLOS LOPEZ

TREMAINE WILSON

Project Manager
ADOT Multimodal Planning Division
clopez@azdot.gov
602-712-4786

FHWA
tremaine.wilson@dot.gov
602-382-8970

KIM NOETZEL
Assistant Communications Director for
Community Relations
ADOT Communications
knoetzel@azdot.gov
602-712-2122

Appendix E - Agency Comments

Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Agency Scoping Meeting
Pima Association of Governments, 1 East Broadway
Tucson, AZ – June 7, 2017
Sixto Molina, South Tucson City Manager
Recommends avoiding a route adjacent to public schools
because of trucks carrying hazardous materials. Valencia Road
is currently a major road for trucks near many Sunnyside
schools. Roads have been closed due to truck hazards. Consider
safety for populations when this roadway is being designed.
Using Old Vail connection road would make sense to stay away
from population centers.
Priscilla Cornelio, Pima County Director of Transportation
PAG region has said altogether that they support Sonoran
Corridor project and doing studies for the project. Asked if
freight and rail will be considered in the study process. Asked if
Union Pacific Railroad had been engaged by the study team.
John Moffatt, Pima County Economic Development Director
Focus of Pima County’s study was on movement of commerce,
providing a south entrance to the Tucson International Airport,
and a logistics focus in the area that’s being studied. freight is
an important aspect. Pima County has talked with Union Pacific
Railroad. This would be an employment center in the area
south of the airport, where Tucson is expected to experience

population growth. There are many vacant areas that can be
developed and there needs to be access to those areas. The
goal is to be inclusive. They are projecting heavy industry to be
in this area. The movement of people from residential to
business areas is important. There are opportunities to help the
airport.
Pima County is working on utility corridor on Old Vail
Connection alignment. TEP is part of planning process.
Important to cut down on stop and go traffic in populated
areas. Reducing travel times by 40% saves time and money.
Pima County conducted an economic impact study that
forecasts a $32 billion impact on Tucson economy. Regardless
of where route goes, it will have major impact.
M.J. Dillard, Town of Sahuarita Public Works Director
Sahuarita has done studies for decades and they address
preliminary needs to reduce travel times, getting people to I-19
faster. It would help economic development. This opportunity
would allow Sahuarita to grow as a community. El Toro road
has been identified by the Sahuarita Town Council as a
preferred point of connection at I-19. Effort would include PAG
land use study.
Victor Gonzalez, Town of Sahuarita Economic Development
Director
Projects that would benefit and be enhanced by a corridor
connecting at El Toro Road include Rancho Sahuarita phases 4

through 9, which contain 950 acres to be developed, including
95,000 square-feet of retail. The Town Council approved a
Community Facilities District to fund infrastructure for this
region. A new corridor will support movement of goods and
strengthen regional connectivity.
Robin Raine, City of Tucson Deputy Director of Transportation
Purpose and need has been captured, we also need to include
commuters. South of I-10 is seen as major growth area and it is
important to accommodating people living in Vail and Tucson.
Study purpose should include commuters. Supports potential
corridor and thanked ADOT and FHWA for being broad in their
study area.
Mike Smejkal, Tucson Airport Authority Senior Development
Director
Passenger or cargo traffic, connectivity to airport would
improve access for multimodal component including passenger
and cargo traffic. The airport is working on numerous studies
consistent with this development opportunity. A future
highway is great opportunity to move all common initiatives
forward. TAA is working on their own EIS right now for safety
enhancement projects. TIA has lots of vacant land and
development opportunity. Documents have been shared with
team.

Mark Pugh, Tohono O’odham Nation San Xavier District
Principal Planner
Pima County did an excellent job of working with the San
Xavier District community – staff, allottees, community
members. They were open to hearing about corridor
opportunity. In December 2013, the San Xavier District Council
voted in principle to support a new corridor. The San Xavier
District wants to hear more about the study. They’ve seen
drawings showing a corridor away from the airport. Excited to
have opportunity to have a corridor in San Xavier District.
Gerald Fayuant, Tohono O’odham Nation Economic
Development Director
There needs to be change on the Tohono O’odham Nation to
bring economic development opportunities. TON leaders are
very supportive of San Xavier District’s comments. They
understand how significant this proposed project can be, they
welcome opportunity to look at route through San Xavier
District. They want to make sure they are considered for
potential route through the district.
Chip Lewis, Bureau of Indian Affairs Environmental Protection
Specialist
ADOT needs to work with tribes, they are sometimes not
familiar with the BIA processes. In the end, BIA can’t consent
right of way without consent from tribes. BIA advocates for
tribes.

Arizona State Land Department – (Representative was on the
phone from Phoenix. Did not capture a name during the
meeting. Working to track it down)
State land is fully supportive of Sonoran corridor. They see this
as a great opportunity to gain access to their land for economic
development. Look forward to working with agencies.
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality – Brian P.
(Working to get Brian’s last name and title)
Wants to make sure air quality gets addressed in this process
and they can assist if needed.
Linda Marianito – Western Area Power Administration
Environmental Manager
WAPA has a major transmission line that runs through area. Try
to pick an area that minimizes impact. On other projects they
have worked to make sure they maintain access to their
structures. There is a large transmission upgrade project
coming up to be aware of.
Capt. Benjamin Buller – Arizona Department of Public Safety
The need to ease traffic congestion at I-19 and I-10 is already
established. This is currently the heaviest traveled area with a
high number of collisions. It will be important to DPS how plans
to extend State Route 210 east to connect with I-10 works with
this study. Currently, I-19 is over capacity, they respond on a
daily basis to traffic collisions because of this. What are plans to
ramp up capacity in Southern Arizona?

Kristin Terpening – Arizona Game and Fish Department
Habitat Specialist
Concerned about fragmentation of habitat and loss of habitat
due to development of land. As development occurs, do what
needs to be done to minimize impacts. Spread of buffel grass
and loss of hunting space are also concerns.
###

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Emails
EMAILED
COMMENTS
From

Agency

Comment

Topic

Address

Date Received

Medium

Thursday, July 13, 2017 2:31 PM

Email

Response

Date Responded

Responder

Dear Sir/Madam,
Using the link(s) below, you can download NPS
comments on ER-17/0239, the Sonoran Corridor
between Interstate 10 and Interstate 19, Tier 1.

National Park
Service

If you have questions, please contact David Hurd at
imrextrev@nps.gov.
ER.17.0239 Sonoran Corridor between Interstate 10
and Interstate 19, Tier 1.pdf:
https://irma.nps.gov/ERTS/Download/2b79364a4f4d72
5770375a51727978654c4d5148614b384b616d7948654
b5179526255374d6e30677354516b7a745462506f666b
5562375a58456c4a787a3466

Thank you for providing your input on the
proposed Sonoran Corridor. This email confirms
that we have received your comments and will
enter your input into the project record.
July 14, 2017 at 2:28:33 PM MST

To whom it may concern,
Attached is the Bureau of Reclamation's comments to
the Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS.

Dear Ms. Olsker,
Thank you for providing your input on the
proposed Sonoran Corridor on behalf of the
Bureau of Reclamation. This email confirms that
we have received your comments and will enter July 17, 2017 at 10:11:30 AM MST
your input into the project record.

Kimberly Noetzel

Nichole Olsker

Bureau of
Reclamation

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
Phoenix Area Office
6150 West Thunderbird
Road
Glendale, AZ 85306

Friday, July 14, 2017 4:51 PM

Email

Kimberly Noetzel

Appendix F - Public Comments

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Summary
The vertical column on the left describes the forum in which comments were submitted. The columns along the top describe questions asked of participants on the comment forms. The rankings are based on the average score given each topic in each forum and cumulatively.

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being
MOST important and 5 being LEAST important

Please tell us the challenges you experience today, or anticipate
in the future, when traveling in the vicinity of Interstate 10 and
Interstate 19 south of the Tucson International Airport:

The absence
of
alternative
Lack of
forms of
connectivity Sharing
transportati Other issues
between
highways
Traffic
on from
not
congestion highways with heavy
what exists addressed
and delays and form commercial
today (e.g.
above
highways to truck traffic
bicycle
local streets
routes,
passenger
rail, etc.)

Tucson

Sahuarita

Other

1.7

1.8

1.6

2.3

4

3.1

2.3

3.3

2.6

4.7

4.4

3.8

3

2

3.4

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and 8 being LEAST
important

The study team will evaluate and consider potential impacts on many human environmental factors.
Please rank the following in order of importance to you:

Neighborho
Preserving
Economic
ods, diverse
Preserving public parks
developmen
communitie
and
existing
t and
s, and
recreation
land use
growth
residences
sites

3.3

2.6

2.9

2.1

3.8

2.9

5.7

4.3

5.2

Subject of most concern

4

4.4

4

Cultural
sites

3.9

5

4.5

Historic
sites

3.1

4.6

4

Other
Archeologic issue(s) not
addressed
al sites
above

2.7

5.6

4.2

Subject of least concern

6

5.3

4.9

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and 8 being LEAST
important

The study team will also consider and evaluate the potential impacts on many natural environmental
factors. Please rank the following in order of importance to you:

Air quality

2.5

3.9

2.9

Biological
resources
(such as
wildlife,
plants, and
habitat)

3.5

2.9

3.1

Geology,
soils, and
farmland

4.3

6.3

5.3

Historic
structures
Noise and
and
vibration
archeologic
al sites

3.4

3.1

3.4

3.8

4.1

4

Visual and
aesthetics

4.1

4.3

4.5

Identify the areas or
resources within the
Sonoran Corridor Study
vicinity that you feel
should be avoided or are
important for the study
team to consider:

Additional Comments:

Water
resources
Other
(rivers,
issue(s) not
washes,
addressed
floodplains
above
and
drainage)

2.2

4.3

3.1

8

0

8

Avoid interfering with
existing and planned
communities and
neighborhoods.
Avoid interfering with
existing and planned
communities and
neighborhoods. Avoid
impacting undeveloped
land.
Avoid Green Valley;
minimize impacts to
Native American lands
and San Xavier Mission
area.

Preference for Pima Mine
rd to Rita Rd; concerns
about poor road
maintenance and truck
traffic.
Emphasis on minimizing
impacts and focusing on
connectivity.
Preference for
connection to I-10,
encouragement to
minimize all potential
impacts.

TUCSON - COMMENT FORMS
The vertical columns represent individual comment forms provided by participants. The topics across the top of the chart reflect questions asked on the comment form and the number in each intersecting box represents the ranking given each topic by the individual commenter. Blank boxes indicate no response in comment form
Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being
MOST important and 5 being LEAST important

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and 8 being LEAST
important

Please tell us the challenges you experience today, or anticipate in
the future, when traveling in the vicinity of Interstate 10 and
Interstate 19 south of the Tucson International Airport:
The absence
of
alternative
Lack of
forms of
connectivity Sharing
transportati
between
highways
Traffic
Other issues
on from
congestion highways with heavy
not addressed
what exists
and delays and form commercial
above
today (e.g.
highways to truck traffic
bicycle
local streets
routes,
passenger
rail, etc.)
1
2
3
5
4

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and 8 being LEAST
important

The study team will evaluate and consider potential impacts on many human environmental factors.
Please rank the following in order of importance to you:

Neighborho
Preserving
Economic
ods, diverse
Preserving public parks
developmen
communitie
and
existing
t and
s, and
recreation
land use
growth
residences
sites

5

4

7

6

Cultural
sites

1

Historic
sites

3

Other
Archeologic issue(s) not
addressed
al sites
above

2

8

The study team will also consider and evaluate the potential impacts on many natural environmental
factors. Please rank the following in order of importance to you:

Air quality

Biological
resources
(such as
wildlife,
plants, and
habitat)

2

3

4

2

Geology,
soils, and
farmland

5

Historic
structures
Noise and
and
vibration
archeologic
al sites

1

Visual and
aesthetics

X
1

4

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

6

7

4

3

5

1

1

1

1

1

8 Cultural Cost is a big factor to look at
implications

Comment
Form #3
Comment 1
Form #4
2
Comment
Form #5

3

2

4

6

3

7

5

4

2

1

5

4

2

3

6

7

1

1

3

5

4 Low speeds 5
blocking traffic.

1

7

6

4

3

2

2

4

6

1

7

5

3

Comment 3
Form #6
3
Comment
Form #7

2

1

4

2

1

3

2

7

5

4

6

1

1

2

5

4

4

1

5

3

6

7

8

7

2

6

4

1

5

8

1

4

3

5

1

5

4

6

3

2

6

5

7

2

4

3

8

1

3

2

5

2 No
7
maintenance
on existing
roads.
1 Poorly
1
maintained
road beds,
waiting too
long before
chip sealing is
done!
Increased truck 2
traffic from
Mexico ports.

2
3
Connecting
Issues
8
1

3

8

3

5

3

3

2

3

3

2

1

1

2

2

3

4

5

Comment
Form #8

Comment
Form #9

X
Comment
Form #10
12
16
Average Scores
1.7
2.3

1

Additional Comments:

Water
resources
Other
(rivers,
issue(s) not
washes,
addressed
floodplains
above
and
drainage)

Comment
Form #1
Comment
Form #2

Identify the areas or resources within
the Sonoran Corridor Study vicinity
that you feel should be avoided or are
important for the study team to
consider:

Why have over a three year planning
period before anything even gets
started. Set six month deadline for
each phase.

Stay away from existing housing
developments.

Now there is little semi-truck traffic
on Sahuarita rd. Don't see need for
additional road, especially for
commuters.

My choice.

Think ahead 50+ years.

Economic growth potential

I would like to see it go from Pima
Mine road to Rita road.

With the growth in the area, complete I vote for Pima Mine road to Rita road.
before communities are filled in.

1

16

33

15

33

19

40

28

27

22

19

18

25

35

34

31

34

37

22

24

2.3

4.7

3

3.3

2.1

5.7

4

3.9

3.1

2.7

6

2.5

3.5

4.3

3.4

3.8

4.1

2.2

8

SAHUARITA - COMMENT FORMS
The vertical columns represent individual comment forms provided by participants. The topics across the top of the chart reflect questions asked on the comment form and the number in each intersecting box represents the ranking given each topic by the individual commenter. Blank boxes indicate no response in comment form

Comment
Form #1

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being
MOST important and 5 being LEAST important

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and 8 being LEAST
important

Please tell us the challenges you experience today, or anticipate
in the future, when traveling in the vicinity of Interstate 10 and
Interstate 19 south of the Tucson International Airport:

The study team will evaluate and consider potential impacts on many human environmental factors.
Please rank the following in order of importance to you:

The absence
of
alternative
Lack of
forms of
connectivity Sharing
transportati Other issues
between
highways
Traffic
on from
not
congestion highways with heavy
what exists addressed
and delays and form commercial
today (e.g.
above
highways to truck traffic
bicycle
local streets
routes,
passenger
rail, etc.)
x

x

x

X

Neighborho
Preserving
Economic
ods, diverse
Preserving public parks
developmen
communitie
and
existing
t and
s, and
recreation
land use
growth
residences
sites

1

x

4

2

Cultural
sites

Historic
sites

5

6

1

Other
Archeologic issue(s) not
addressed
al sites
above

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and 8 being LEAST important
Identify the areas or resources within
the Sonoran Corridor Study vicinity
The study team will also consider and evaluate the potential impacts on many natural environmental factors. Please rank the
that you feel should be avoided or are
following in order of importance to you:
important for the study team to
consider:

Air quality

Biological
resources
(such as
wildlife,
plants, and
habitat)

Geology,
soils, and
farmland

7

6

3

4

2 focus on
future
/plannes
land use
8
astronomy/
scenic
landscapes
8
1

1

2

6

3

4

5

Comment
Form #2
x

1

3

8

7

5

2

6

5

1

1

8

8

8

2

3

4

Comment
Form #3

7

Historic
structures
Noise and
and
vibration
archeologic
al sites

2

3

Visual and
aesthetics

4

1

1

2

5

`

5

1

2

4

3

5

1

5

5

5

1 move it to 1
El Toro
Road. Pima
Mine has a
large
community
backin up to
it
8

8

8

8

6

6

6

8

8

8

2

7

1

6

4

3

5

2

1

5

Water
resources
(rivers,
washes,
floodplains
and
drainage)

Other issue(s) not addressed
above

other ways to get north &
south besides the highways &
est and west. I live here

Comment
Form #6

x

exsisting residential areas

7

the unique area called Green Valley. corridor selection should be as far
Over 30,00 many retired elderly
north of prescott Duval mine road is
residents many of who are adversly
possible
affected by I-19. Anything which
increases commercial traffic on I-19
should be avoided
Pima Mine road runs along an
establishd community of 5,000 houses
(Rancho Sahuarita) Move the end of
the corridor to El Toro Road where it
is on the out skirts of town with little
to no housing

1

1

1

2

4

8

8

8

7

3

6

4

5

Make a decision & get it done. A little
less conversation and a little more
action
Important to have least impact
on previously undeveloped
area and established historical
communities

4

5

3
2
connectivity
to east side
aka plan to
continue
this beyond
I-10 maybe
the star of a
loop

3

4

1

7

5

6

6

2

7

4

3

5

1

Least possible impact on the San
Xavier community and generally least
impact on previously undeveloped
land
Exit for airport exit to Pima Mine Road

1

2

4

5

6

7

1

2

3

1

2

4

3

7

6

5

San Xavier District-Pasqua Yaqui

2

1

x

x

Comment
Form #7
1

2

Comment
Form #8

Comment 3
4
Form #9
Comment
Form #10
Comment x
x
Form #11
Comment x
x
Form #12
9
20
Average Scores
1.8

x
x

4

Homes that are existing already

3

Comment
Form #4

Comment
Form #5

x

x

13

22
3.3

3 Easing big
rig traffic

x

4
4.4

x

21
2

2.6

x

x

34

34
3.8

x
35
4.3

x

40
4.4

32
5

45
4.6

21
5.6

27
5.3

3.9

x

x

x

23

44

22

2.9

6.3

x
x

29
3.1

30
4.1

30
4.3

Additional Comments:

0
4.3

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Other Forms

OTHER - COMMENT FORMS
The vertical columns represent individual comment forms provided by participants. The topics across the top of the chart reflect questions asked on the comment form and the number in each intersecting box represents the ranking given each topic by the individual commenter. Blank boxes indicate no response in comment form
Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being
Please tell us the challenges you experience today, or anticipate
in the future, when traveling in the vicinity of Interstate 10 and
Interstate 19 south of the Tucson International Airport:
The absence
of
alternative
Lack of
forms of
connectivity Sharing
transportati Other issues
between
highways
Traffic
on from
not
congestion highways with heavy
what exists addressed
and delays and form commercial
today (e.g.
above
highways to truck traffic
bicycle
local streets
routes,
passenger
rail, etc.)
1
4
2
3
X We need
a light rail
Comment
system!
Form #1
Comment 2
Form #2
1
Comment
Form #3
Comment X
Form #4
2

4

3

1

2

4

3

5

X

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and 8 being LEAST

Rank each of the following items on a scale of 1 to 8, with 1 being MOST important and 8 being LEAST important

The study team will evaluate and consider potential impacts on many human environmental factors.
Please rank the following in order of importance to you:

The study team will also consider and evaluate the potential impacts on many natural environmental factors. Please rank the
following in order of importance to you:

Neighborho
Preserving
Economic
ods, diverse
Preserving public parks
developmen
communitie
and
existing
t and
s, and
recreation
land use
growth
residences
sites

Cultural
sites

Other
Archeologic issue(s) not
addressed
al sites
above

Historic
sites

Air quality

Geology,
soils, and
farmland

Historic
structures
Noise and
and
vibration
archeologic
al sites

Visual and
aesthetics

Water
resources
(rivers,
washes,
floodplains
and
drainage)

2

1

3

7

5

4

6

2

7

4

6

3

5

1

3

4

6

1

7

5

2

1

3

4

6

5

7

2

5

6

7

3

2

4

1

4

2

6

1

7

5

3

2

1

6

3

4

5

7

7

2

3

4

6

5

1

4

7

5

1

3

6

1

7

4

5

6

3

3

6

7

2

4

5

8

5

1

3

4 Noise, air 1
quality,
cutting of
trees.

8

7

6

3

4

5

2

2

1

4

6

1

7

5

4

3

2

2 Noise,
2
traffic, air
quality, and
crime
affecting
residences,
aesthetics.
2

1

4

2

3

1

2

7

3

6

5

4

8

1

2

5

2

1

1

5

1

5

3

6

Thank you X
for giving
me the
opportunity
to voice my
opinions
and
concerns. :)

Comment
Form #5

Biological
resources
(such as
wildlife,
plants, and
habitat)

Identify the areas or resources within the Sonoran Corridor
Study vicinity that you feel should be avoided or are
important for the study team to consider:

Other issue(s) not addressed above

Cost to the taxpayers? If this project is Important to preserve the area near the Mission. Important
going to cost the taxpayers more
to not build near existing neighborhoods.
money I would not be in favor, leave it
alone. Tucson is the 5th poorest city in
the country.

Important to have enough space for bike lanes. It
would be important to take in to account how this
corridor will impact the people who live in the area,
notifying the public via T.V., radio, and print.

8

Timely and excellent idea. Requesting citizen input
is smart. Be sure to consider Native American
concerns and suggestions. Make sure they are
compensated fairly.
Retain Sahuarita Road parallel to the new Iconnector
Traveling north out of Mexico, I would like to see
the proposed I-11 split off from the existing I-19 at
Amado in order to avoid bringing the new interstate
directly through the center of Green Valley. If I-11
passes through Green Valley, it will destroy the
quality of life in GReen Valley, a town touting itself
as a premier retirement destination.
Would recommend Rita Rd./I-10 interchange as
logical point to tie into I-10. Government owned
land both North of I-10 (U of A) and south of I-10
(Pima County) might make for easier process of
acquiring rights of way, etc.

Avoid Green Valley pecan grove; Connect to I-10 near AZ
83, not Houghton
Avoid Green Valley Arizona

8

Would seek to avoid Indian Reservation, inserting an
additional governmental entity in process will only delay
project vis-à-vis rights of way, cultural issues, etc.

Comment
Form #6
5

1

8

Wildlife corridor travel tunnels to pass through on their
migratory routes

Comment
Form #7

Comment
Form #8

Exit from I- 3
10 to I-19
currently
okay but
not for
future.
Current
improveme
nts may
help.
14
24

Comment
Form #9

10
23
Average Scores
1.4

18
3.3

19
2.6

2.7

Total Average Scores (Tucson+Sahuarita+Other)
1.6
3.1
2.6
3.8

1

5 2.7

3.4

2.9

2

X

I am not a 2
resident in
area so am
not aware
of the
potential
impact on
items
mentioned.

1

6

I hope that this proposed project will Build a route that is logical, efficient, aesthetics, and least
encourage business such as Trader
impact on the environment to creat better, faster, and
Joes, Sprouts, bookstores, restaurants, easier access to areas of interest.
Costco, etc. to find feasibility, to open
their business on the east side of
Tucson (i.e. like businesses on
Campbell Ave. for example. Also a
bonus would be to make it "Pedestrianfriendly").

3

5

7

4

29

36

33

33

10

21

23

43

36

34

42

25

24

2.8

5.6

3.6

4.5

4.1

4.1

3.3

2.6

2.9

5.4

4.5

4.3

5.3

3.1

8

4

4.5

4

4.2

4.9

The list in #3 are all equally important: good design
is appreciated when items listed above are taken
into consideration and careful thought given to
having the most aesthetic, efficient, and least
impact on environment within reason. Thank you!

Received via mail on July
12, 2017

Received via email on
Monday, June 05, 2017
12:16 PM

50

5.2

Received via email on
Thursday, July 06, 2017
4:29 PM

I believe ADOT has done excellent work in planning
and also communication during construction
projects.

25

2.9

Additional Comments:

2.9

3.1

5.3

3.4

4

4.5

3.1

8

SOCIAL PINPOINT
Social Pinpoint is an on-line public involvement tool that allows participants to place a virtual "pin" on a designated area map and provide comments or questions to the study team that helps foster better understanding of opportunities or concers specific to the project.
First Name Last Name
Randy

Gage

Gary

Corbett

Matthew

Jackson

Comment
Leave green valley on the south side and go straight up to
where they want to put the Rosemont mine. Studies have
already been done in that area .it would also eliminate an
unwanted Mine and since you will cut the corridor for
animals anywhere you put it make the best out of it for
the people that live here.
I am in favor of the connection to I-19 occurring at El Toro
Road. The proposed casino interchange will be costly and
will require significant work with allotted land. The El
Toro interchange would be further south, thus getting the
traffic off I-19 earlier, which further serves the goal.
Finally, land cost will be greatly reduced, as that alignment
is essentially vacant desert.
Sahuarita road looks like the best path for bypass
We live south of Vail for a reason; peace, quite, wide open
spaces, and rural environment. This project threatens
those aspects for all the home owners of the area. With
the extreme addition of the vehicular traffic and possible
build up, brings the increased probability of crime;
something no parent or person would welcome close to
their home.
Noise mitigation barriers will be mandatory on both sides
of I19 throughout it's transit through Green Valley. GV will
still be negatively impacted regardless. Who pays for the
third phase connection of I19 & I10? A 32 billion dollar
economic impact PER YEAR to the area would seem a
gross exaggeration of the most optimistic variety.

Additional Comment

Topic

The Rosemont Mine is UNWANTED . Build It
Leave I-19 south of Green Valley and
meander toward that site,and
directly through it.

Build It

Comment Comment
"Likes"
"Dislikes"
0
0

Address

Suburb

Postcode

Email

Created on

85629

randygage24@gmail.com

2017-06-15 12:49:09 +1000

3

2

85737

linuslarabee@hotmail.com

2017-06-14 06:48:49 +1000

Build It
3
Environmental Concerns 0

4
0

85645
85641

peteramurner@gmail.com
iiimsj0863@gmail.com

2017-06-11 13:11:57 +1000
2017-06-23 05:24:33 +1000

2

1

85601

dgwriter@juno.com

2017-06-09 11:41:14 +1000

2

8

85648

304roberto123@gmail.com

2017-06-06 20:48:53 +1000

2

0

85745

corbettg@yahoo.com

2017-06-14 10:21:29 +1000

3

1

85629

mjj2005@yahoo.com

2017-06-14 18:17:08 +1000

Additionally, any connecting road
Environmental Concerns
between I10 & I19 should be kept
well away from any land owned by
real estate developers who would
stand to benefit from the
connection. This would be the
minimum moral requirement going
forward.
Stop tearing up the desert. We do not need this
An imploding bond market will bring Environmental Concerns,
'improvement'. It will only aid the more rapid and
a halt to schemes like this. You are Don't Build It
effective distribution of contraband and undocumented
wasting money and time. What I
peoples. I suspect also that a major undeclared purpose think is coming will see a huge
of this scheme is for the people involved to keep on
increase in US military presence in
getting a paycheck and grow their numbers. I predict that southern Arizona not more transfer
within two years the US/Mexico border will be closed
trucks. Bulldozing the city of South
anyway due to social/economic reasons and tightly
Tucson for the construction of a vast
regulated. Are you really unaware of the global bond
FEMA camp would be a better use
market issues?
of the time and money.
A I-19 turn-off here to I-10 seems to "thread the needle"
Keep the cost down
between already built-up areas of Sahuarita and Summit...
while keeping north of the Santa Rita Foothills. Saving
construction costs and eminent domain payouts is always
important.
I-10 also needs to be 3 or more lanes because the current
Travel Efficiency
two lane system is not working.

Sample of Social Pinpoint

Gonzalo Avila
Chairman

July 14, 2017

Scott Vandervoet
Chairman Elect
Matt Mandel
Past Chair
Bobby Astengo
Bobby Bennen
Brian Bernauer
Alejandro Canelos
Jaime Chamberlain
Chris Ciruli
Ricardo Crisantes
Sabrina Hallman
Martin Ley
Ernesto Maldonado
James Martin
Bert Monteverde, Jr.
Jimmy Munguia
John Pandol
Walter Ram
Gerardo Ritz
Rod Sbragia
Terry Shannon
Hector Suarez
Mikee Suarez
Leonardo Tarriba
Lance Jungmeyer
President
Robert Shuler
Arizona Representative
Jessica Wasserman
Washington Representative

Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS Study Team
C/O ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson Street
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
Submitted via email: sonorancorridor@azdot.gov
The Fresh Produce Association of the Americas (FPAA) appreciates the
opportunity to participate in the comment process for the Tier 1 EIS Study
for the Sonora Corridor. The FPAA would also like to be included in
future notices regarding updates of this study process as our members are
stakeholders that will be impacted directly by the future Sonoran
Corridor.
As ADOT studies the corridor alternatives, the FPAA urges the team to
keep in mind the importance of such a route in facilitating the movement
of commercial trucks to and from Nogales, Arizona, the location of the
state’s largest port of entry with Mexico. The Mariposa Port of Entry in
Nogales, Arizona is the main gateway of trade between Arizona and
Mexico. During the peak of the season, over 1,600 trucks cross the
border. In fact, in May the Mariposa Port of Entry saw its largest day in
commercial crossings when 1,900 trucks crossed the border.
Many of these Mexican trucks are loaded with fresh fruits and vegetables
that are offloaded in warehouses in Nogales and Rio Rico. From there,
U.S. trucks drive to Nogales to load the fresh produce and drive it to
markets across the U.S. and Canada. It is estimated that for every single
load of produce crossing from Mexico to an area warehouse, it takes up to
three U.S. trucks to move that shipment from area warehouses to buyers
across the U.S. Many trucks arriving from Mexico are carrying full loads
of a single commodity. However, many buyers in the U.S. are only
buying a few pallets of a single commodity, not a full load. This is why
you see a proportional increase in U.S. trucks to distribute the goods that
cross the border to area warehouses. That means if 1,000 Mexican trucks
cross the border, then approximately 3,000 trucks from the U.S. travel
from 1-10 to 1-19 south to Nogales to load the goods to return north.

www.freshfrommexico.com info@freshfrommexico.com
PO Box 848 Nogales, AZ 85648 Phone (520) 287-2707 Fax (520) 287-2948

While not located directly in the study area for proposed routes, the FPAA’s members are heavy
users of I-19 and I-10 in moving commercial shipments of fresh produce imported through
Nogales, Arizona and distributed across the United States and Canada. Having adequate road
infrastructure is an important competitive advantage when working with buyers to bring goods to
market. It is also important in encouraging new businesses to relocate to the area.
FPAA members are extremely interested in facilitating the movement of commercial goods to
market by creating an alternative road that would avoid the congestion of the I-19/I-10
connection. This would help trucks traveling both to Nogales to pick up produce and traveling
from Nogales to buyers across the U.S. Any logistical and time-saving advantages bring direct
positive impacts to the movement of fresh, perishable agricultural goods.
The Sonoran Corridor would also create better redundancy in connectivity in the event of major
traffic issues that could impact either route. This is important for area businesses so they have
adequate access to transportation routes leading to major markets. It is also important for food
security in the U.S. Any major closures or issues that could impact the existing route, without a
Sonoran Corridor alternative, would impact the delivery of goods to market, thereby impacting
the availability of fresh produce in grocery stores and food service channels.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if we can provide any additional information or feedback
that would assist ADOT as you go through the study process. We look forward to being engaged
in this process moving forward.
Sincerely,

Lance Jungmeyer
President
Fresh Produce Association of the Americas

www.freshfrommexico.com info@freshfrommexico.com
PO Box 848 Nogales, AZ 85648 Phone (520) 287-2707 Fax (520) 287-2948

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Emails
EMAILED
COMMENTS
From
Frank Kalusa

Agency

Joshua Hall

Manny
Bracamonte Jr.

Comment
Topic
My opinion on the Sonoran Corridor:
Build It
Since this road is meant to bypass the Tucson area and provide a more direct path from I-19 to I-10, it
makes sense to build it as far south as possible. My feeling is to use the existing El Toro exit off I-19
and head east to connect to I-10. The path would parallel Sahuarita Road, and there is plenty of
empty spaces north of the Sahuarita Highlands subdivision.
Hi, My name is Joshua Hall. I am a truck driver for Swift so I can't make it to the meetings for the
Sonoran Corridor project. But my family is in Tucson, my wife and I are strong supporters of the
proposed corridor. We believe that for Tucson to evolve and grow. This is an absolutely a need for
the Southwest side of Tucson. Especially with me being a truck driver it will cut down from me
driving through the 19 or taking Houghton down to Sahurita as a alternate to get to Nogales for
loads. Please if you have any questions or need of anything to help move this project forward. You
can contact me via this email:Joshuahall52@yahoo.com or call 520-507-0563

Fathom Realty

Address

Date Received
Tuesday, May 30, 2017
6:56 AM

Medium
email

Response
Dear Mr. Kalusa,

Date Responded
June 2, 2017 at 4:21:26 PM MST

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record.

Build It

Thursday, June 08, 2017
1:47 AM

Email

Dear Mr. Hall,

Thank you for helping Tucson develope its first freeway loop
Tucson is growing rapidly, and the Sonoran Corridor Freeway is something we desperately need
Build It
despite the opposition. In my view, it needs to be a much bigger project and not only go between I-19
and I-10, it should also extend east to to Kolb/I-10 interchange, and it should also extend west of the
airport to alleviate traffic on Valencia road.

Robin Livingston

Yes build it. If you want to alleviate I-10 traffic on the eastern side of the metro area and provide
better road access for the growing communities of the Santa Rita foothills; please route the corridor
more closely with Sahuarita Road.

Scott Altherr

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this study. In the context of providing a highway
Build It
connection from I-10 to I-19, I don’t have a lot of input. It’s not on my radar for my personal
transportation needs; however, I do believe it can serve as multi-purpose corridor for utilities. Please
plan now and include major utilities as a component of the corridor size and alignment. I would hope
that the corridor can accommodate and preserve an easement for future Central Arizona Project
main extension to the eastern communities that have an allocation and presently don’t have a means
to obtain it. I’m not talking about the line being constructed with the project, but allocating a
designated corridor for that extension would be beneficial to the region at large.

Build It

Wednesday, June 07,
2017 11:21 PM

Corona de Tucson, AZ

Email

Tuesday, May 30, 2017
11:21 AM

Email

9930 S Camino De La Calinda Tuesday, May 30, 2017
Vail, AZ 85641
10:50 AM

Email

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 12, 2017 at 2:39:29 PM MST
Dear Mr. Bracamonte,

This project should be laid to rest. There is insufficient need for a connector highway. The
Don't Build It
environmental and social damage will not be worth the cost and frankly the monetary cost should be
better utilized by maintaining and upgrading existing roads. Please do not build this connector simply
because you can and because it will expand your budget.

Kimberly Noetzel

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 12, 2017 at 2:38:29 PM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

Dear Robin,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 2, 2017 at 4:25:37 PM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

Dear Mr. Altherr,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 2, 2017 at 4:24:30 PM MST

Charles Broder

Responder
Kimberly Noetzel

Tuesday, May 30, 2017
8:13 PM

Kimberly Noetzel

Email

Dear Mr. Broder,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
June 2, 2017 at 4:31:12 PM MST
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record.
Ann S English

Cochise County
Board of
Supervisors

Why not look at connecting Sonora with Arizona near Douglas Arizona. Study 80 and 191 to see how Economic
we could get commercial traffic from the port to rail and I 10 in Willcox. Why put all the emphasis on Development
Nogales when there is a lot of cross border traffic from the big mines near Cananea. This would not
be as costly and it would provide another viable route from Sonora.
Why not study this area also. I think it would provide a lot of economic development for an area with
space and need. We know how important it is to have good transportation plans to get commercial
interest. There are many expanding maquiladora industries in Agra Prieta serving American
companies.
Thank you for your consideration.

Tuesday, May 23, 2017
4:59 PM

Email

Kimberly Noetzel

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Emails
John Gleason

Darn.....sent it again before it was finished. Please excuse me. This really is the final corrected
version.
I'm sorry my email got sent before is was finished. Here is a corrected version below

Economic
Yuma AZ
Development

Monday, June 05, 2017
4:12 PM

Email

Subject: Proposed Sonoran Corridor: What do you think?
Here is what I think:
Yuma needs to be considered and included in "Sonoran Corridor"
But It should probably be Sonoran/Baja Corridor.
The current plan for I-19 seems to neglect/ignore/overlook a couple things:
a. expansion/development of I-19 as planned basically is likely to create a megalopolis
out of Nogales-Tucson-Phoenix
b. A North South interstate through Yuma will
1.take some pressure off of the Phoenix metro
2. increase opportunity in Yuma and western Arizona
3. take advantage of development is several economic sectors in Baja & Sonora by providing better
high quality high capacity roadways
4. incentivize DoD development/growth at MCAS Yuma and Yuma Proving Ground which now suffers
from the lack of a N/S interstate.
5. and increase capacity of the POEs at Andrade/San Luis/ and Calexico.
c. Above could be accomplished by some modest changes to I-19 proposal and would mitigate
concerns in the Phoenix/Tucson metro areas. Or perhaps the same inclusion of Yuma/Western AZ
could be accomplished by a spur off I-10.
also the writing seems to be on the wall. I.e. if Arizona does not develop a North South Interstate in
western AZ....California certainly will in Eastern Imperial county. And AZ will lose out on the benefit.
Vern W Butler

I have attached my comment form on the Sonoran Corridor Study as outlined at the June 8 meeting
in Sahuarita, AZ. I would also like to comment on possible corridor locations.

Dear Mr. Gleason,
As the saying goes, the third time is the charm, right? We
have the most recent comment and will include it in the
project record.
Economic
Development

Friday, June 09, 2017
12:09 PM

June 7, 2017 at 2:14:15 PM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

Email

I believe the best corridor is the one I call "South Corridor" as it would benefit the Town of Sahuarita
now and long into the future. The opportunity to develop this corridor is now whereas in a few years
town development and other constraints may limit this opportunity. The South Corridor would begin
with an interchange on I-19 at the El Toro Road crossing and extend east across the Santa Cruz River
and beyond a couple or three miles, then swing north to intercept Sahuarita Road at the curves on
Sahuarita Road. From the curve the corridor would follow Sahuarita Road east to Highway 83. The
corridor would then swing north to intercept I-10 at or just east of the existing I-10/Hwy 83
interchange. Adequate access roads would be needed to the airport and adjacent industrial areas.
The second option would be the "North Corridor" which would start with an interchange a mile or so
south of the existing Papago Road partial interchange on I-19. It would extend east across the Santa
Cruz River and to the north of the existing solar cell array. It would continue east across the old
Nogales Highway and south of the Tucson Police Academy. It would continue east to the vicinity of
the Houghton Road interchange on I-10.
Either of these alignments would avoid existing housing and development for the most part and
would open up additional areas for future development.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I would hope the project continues forward to
completion of a new road.

Marian
Sammartino
Miskell

Green Valley AZ
Homeowners
Association

I recently sent a letter expressing similar concerns about I-11 project, but the Sonoran Corridor
expansion presents similar dangers to our health. What is being done to mitigate truck fumes, and
to move truck traffic onto cleaner, less expensive RAIL? More commerce is irrelevant if we're all
choking on fumes, and home values along the routes plummet.
We hear traffic will increase and are left to argue over route options. That pits us against each other
fighting over who will be the FIRST to inhale the fumes. We will ALL eventually inhale the pollution,
because it's all going into the AIR we share.
Instead of that NIMBY paradigm, let us all unite- INCLUDING ADOT- in locking an "ARIZONA Clean
Air" bill to this massive escalation of environmental
pollutants. How do we intend to mitigate the health, air, water effects? If

Dear Mr. Butler,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 12, 2017 at 2:41:39 PM MST
Environmental
Concerns

Wednesday, June 14,
2017 5:20 PM

Email

Kimberly Noetzel

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Emails
we want the international trade, we need to also address getting trucks off the road, perhaps state
emission standards (ala Cal.) to compensate and ensure we all don't end up with asthma and
emphysema. I'm sure you know if favoring
lanes for clean electric cars and trucks is effective.. Elon Musk is working
on a clean, capable, agile freight hauling truck. Our plans need to somehow
encourage and favor such technology.
ADOT should explore Electric Rail along the route. Here are some facts.
Electric engines are 35 percent cheaper to operate and haul freight five times more efficiently than
trucks. Sixty percent of highway maintenance costs are due to heavy trucks. In some stretches we
could update existing freight railways by adding overhead wires to carry high-voltage electricity
generated in towns,
farmlands, tribal lands along the route by wind and solar. Private property
Owners could be compensated for the power they generate and sell to the railroad, encouraging
their support.
China and Russia have already invested heavily in electrifying more than 40 percent of their railways.
Russia now moves 70 percent of its freight over electrified lines. France, Italy and Germany have
also electrified as much as half of their rails, and up until the 1960s the US operated more than 3000
miles of electrified rail. Now we know enough to source that power with wind and solar renewable
energy farms which could be created within our state and along
the new corridor. President Trump's $1 Trillion infrastructure request should
include such proven winning solutions.
Learn more about electric rail solutions at solutionaryrail.org a project headed by Bill Moyer. They
are proposing a green 2200 mile Pacific Northwest fossil fuel corridor (rather ironic, I know) to Asia
using Electric Rail. They have engineering experts who could advise AZ. .
I am the President of a Green Valley AZ Homeowners Association. Our 1200 residents live right along
I-19. We have endured the dramatic traffic noise increase over the three to four decades. Being
seniors, we are all inherently
vulnerable to lung and heart effects of pollution. But I am no more
comfortable arguing for shifting the route towards our neighbors of any age. I'd like to see us all
breath freely. Sooner
or later we all suffer. We see enough inversion pollution each summer within the Tucson air bowl,
quite enough pollution haze blocking the mountains. No one wants a future that looks like old Los
Angeles or Bejing.
You should have folks more expert than myself, perhaps from U of A or ASU who might be engaged in
fleshing out a pollution mitigation plan to locked onto and accompany any highway construction
plan. They are inseparable in my mind.

Dear Marian,

Albert Einstein said, "Smart people solve problems; geniuses prevent problems." Let's all be
geniuses, and prevent these totally predictable, inevitable negative effects upon our magnificent
state,our beautiful children, our citizens of all ages, our wildlife and unique Sonoran vegetation.

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record.
June 16, 2017 at 1:45:16 PM MST

Susanna Schippers

Dear ADOT,
Environmental
For the proposed new roadway, please consider including wildlife crossings wherever possible. This Concerns
would include at washes and the Santa Cruz River, and other locations where animals are known to
migrate. The study area includes desert land that is not likely to be developed on the Tohono
O'odham Nation, and it is important to maintain connectivity between that land and land to the
south for animals migrating through the area. Also consider minimizing the footprint of the roadway
(keep it as narrow as possible) so that birds (and bats and insects) can more easily fly across. I know
trees would probably not be allowed in the median but large shrubs or bushes (both in the median
and outside the shoulders) might give the birds a landing spot where they could stop before
attempting to cross the rest of the roadway. Any other measures to help animals overcome the
barrier posed by this new transportation facility should be considered.
Also, please consider using lighter-colored asphalt to minimize the heat island and global warming
effects of this new roadway.
Finally, given the presence of telescopes in the area please minimize the amount and intensity of
lighting for the roadway.

Wednesday, May 24,
2017 8:03 AM

Email

Kimberly Noetzel

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Emails
Doug
Groppenbacher,
CCIM, CIPS

Firebird Housing

Barbara Keathley

Albert Vetere
Lannon

A.L.

Gayle Bowen

Jack Bowers

(Provided a completed comment form.)

Environmental 2141 E. Pecos Rd.
Concerns
Chandler, AZ 85255

Your info shows the meeting will be June 7, at the Radisson Hotel 4550 S Palo Verde. I drove by it the Not Related
other day and it is completely shut down. Name signs covered up and everything. Is the meeting still
going to be held there???
Avra Valley
Coalition

The name of the Sonoran Corridor seems to have come after Pima County proposed a route and
Don't build it
named it I-11 on maps in 2013 and 2014. Opposition to I-11 was the reason for the name change, an
effort to separate it from the I-11 controversy. ADOT’s current disclaimer about any published or
proposed Sonoran Corridor routes seems, therefore, disingenuous.
There are several issues that must be addressed prior to considering potential alternative routes or
corridors.
1) Pima County voters rejected a $30 million bond issue for Sonoran Corridor planning. Why would
ADOT, or Pima County, ignore that mandate and proceed with business as usual? Will those votes be
taken into consideration as input in the EIS process?
2) The Sonoran Corridor has been touted as necessary to benefit Raytheon, the University of Arizona
Tech Park, and the Tucson Airport. There is a public policy question as to using taxpayer dollars to
benefit profitable enterprises. Raytheon’s annual net profit is $2.2 billion. Technically a non-profit,
Tucson Airport Authority’s assets exceeded liabilities in 2014 by $365.7 million. The University Tech
Park estimates its economic impact at $1.7 billion, generating $50 million in taxes. None need public
assistance.
If the will of the voters and the financial good fortune of the beneficiaries mean nothing, then the
most appropriate corridor would be a reasonably straight east-west line linking I-10 and I-19. It
should not add the costs of additional miles by dropping south before reaching I-19, an alternative
proposed by Pima County which may well be a violation of Arizona’s gift clause. The Pima County
route would give a free access highway to an as-yet-unbuilt 3,000-acre Diamond Ventures Swan
Southlands development.
Please add me to ADOT’s emailing list for the Sonoran Corridor.
A response to the non-corridor issues raised above, the bond vote and the public policy issue, would
be appreciated for a forthcoming news story.

Monday, June 05, 2017
12:16 PM

Survey Form

Friday, June 02, 2017 5:14 Email
PM
13141 W. Camino de Conejo Monday, May 29, 2017
Tucson, AZ 85743
9:51 PM

June 5, 2017 at 12:32:09 PM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

Dear Mr. Lannon,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 2, 2017 at 4:19:57 PM MST Kimberly Noetzel

I have lived in the unincorporated community of Corona de Tucson for the past fifteen years (at the Travel
intersection of Houghton & Sahuarita roads). During this time, there has been absolutely little to no Efficiency
investment in the road network that connects our area to the outside world (currently, a bicycle
shoulder is being constructed on Houghton; which will quickly be washed away by the floods)... that
is, ever since the community of Corona de Tucson very foolishly voted not to become part of the City
of Tucson. I have viewed the old plans, dated from 2007 (please see the attached image) that are
concerning Route 4 of the overall Tucson bypass scheme which never got off the ground. In the Route
4 option, Sahuarita road and part of Highway 83 were to be upgraded to the same standards that
benefit Cochise County's Highway 90 (e.g. Wide median, 65mph speed limit, safe turnoffs & merge
lanes). This would allow much safer access for trucks coming to and from Mexico that are attempting
to bypass the Tucson bottleneck and would facilitate the infrastructure that is so desperately needed
for the now eight thousand residents of Corona de Tucson, New Tucson, East Sahuarita, Sycamore
Canyon, Sycamore Springs, Whetstone Ranch and Helvetia. I urge whoever reads this to please
consider the Route 4 option for the Sonoran Corridor rather than funnel the money into the already
over served City of Tucson.

Tuesday, May 30, 2017
6:03 PM

I support and endorse the building of the Sonoran Corridor. The new route would improve traffic
flow, cut down on accidents, and increase the flow of products through Arizona. The bypass is long
over due. Arizona lags behind other states in new ideas. it is time for Arizona to be creative and
smart for the future.

Travel
Efficiency

Tuesday, May 30, 2017
12:03 PM

Email

With increasing truck traffic load between the Nogales port of entry and destinations north, I-10
(even with all the improvements since 2004) carries too much traffic through Tucson. A bypass is
needed. The proposed Sonoran Corridor is a good first step to alleviate this traffic.

Travel
Efficiency

Tuesday, June 06, 2017
7:52 AM

Email

It is confusing and somewhat uncomfortable to get from I10 to the airport - especially if you are a
Travel
woman - alone
Efficiency
driving - please make a cut through - it would be a well received and needed road to ease getting to
the airport. The sooner the better.

Hi Barbara and thank you for your email. Yes, the hotel is
still the meeting site. Although they closed for guests, they
have agreed to honor our contract to host the meeting as
planned on June 7. We booked this venue several weeks

Kimberly Noetzel

Email

Email

Dear A.L.,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 2, 2017 at 4:28:00 PM MST
Dear Gayle,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 2, 2017 at 4:26:31 PM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

Kimberly Noetzel

Dear Mr. Bowers,

While not in the scope of this study, consideration should be given to a northeast bypass from
approximately Park Link Road to Reddington.
Janie Grinstead

Please see attached, completed form. I am working with our June 5, 2017 at 12:34:19 PM MST
Graphics team now to convert these to a fillable form online.

37686 S Vista RIdgeCt.
Tucson, AZ 85739

Tuesday, June 06, 2017
11:00 AM

Email

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 7, 2017 at 2:15:07 PM MST Kimberly Noetzel
Dear Ms. Grinstead,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. June 7, 2017 at 2:16:03 PM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Emails
Robert Brown

Tim Welsh

Tom Pinder,
Western US and
Heavy Haul Sales
Manager
Phil and Donna
Beausoleil

IMHO...You proposal for a Sonoran Corridor is a great idea for NAFTA trucks, but if you want to put in Travel
a freeway that I believe people would appreciate more would be a route from a place at or near
Efficiency
Marana to Oracle Junction to connect to routes 77 and 79. The new current Twin Peaks exit and
Tangerine Road will do nothing but trickle congestion into residential areas and not trim time off of
people in transit to the northern cities and outdoor recreation areas of the state.The future projected
growth and congestion for the area will overwhelm surface street progress from I-10 to N Oracle
route 77. I actually liver closer to your suggested corridor but would rather see a Marana Oracle
corridor.
I think that a six lane freeway is needed to connect I-10 and I-19, Traffic should be taken away from
the congested core Tucson freeway area. Traffic is only going to grow in the Sonora Corridor area.
Acrow Corporation Please consider the use of temporary bridges (like the Acrow Bridge at I-10 and Craycroft Rd. in
of America Tucson) for construction work to ease congestion, delays and improve overall safety of the driving
BRIDGE
public and the construction people working.
We are homeowners in Sahuarita. 15757 S Via Cayetano.
We are concerned with the effect the additional traffic load (mainly heavy truck) the connector will
create. We are supportive of the action taken and the benefit to the Tucson area and Arizona
commerce as a result of the action.
To this end we believe the junction of the corridor to I-19 would best be served south of the
Sahuarita road exit. Perhaps in the area of El Toro road.
Also, any place the proposed intersection occurs we would like consideration to noise barrier walls
along the corridor and the entire affected areas to the increased future traffic load.

4800 W Anton Rd
Tucson

Travel
Efficiency

Email

Dear Mr. Brown,

Travel
Efficiency
Travel
Efficiency

Wednesday, June 07,
2017 8:51 AM

Acrow Corporation of
America
1746 Cole Blvd. #225
Golden, CO 80401
15757 S Via Cayetano

Thursday, June 08, 2017
10:43 AM

Email

Thursday, May 25, 2017
10:38 AM

Email

Tuesday, May 30, 2017
7:47 PM

Email

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments
and will enter your input into the project record. June 7, 2017 at 2:17:43 PM MST
Dear Mr. Welsh,

Kimberly Noetzel

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran June 12, 2017 at 2:40:32 PM MST
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your

Kimberly Noetzel

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Beausoleil,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record.
June 2, 2017 at 4:30:12 PM MST

Charles "Chip"
Lewis

On behalf of the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), Western Region, I would like to offer the following
comment(s) on the proposed Sonoran Corridor as it relates to issues and potential impacts to Indian
trust lands.
The Tohono O'Odham Nation (TON), San Xavier District (District), overlaps about one-third to onehalf of Interstate 10 in the Sonoran Corridor Location Map provided with scoping materials. There is
a good chance then, that a traffic interchange (TI) may be located on the District. The BIA notes the
following:
TON and District leadership expressed measured support for the project concept at the June 7, 2017,
Agency Scoping Meeting. They recognize the economic development opportunity that a new
freeway and associated TIs may afford the District and surrounding off-reservation communities. The
BIA will support the TON and District should they want and agree to a corridor or alignment on tribal
land and will work with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) as needed to see the project through to development. Should the TON
ultimately not support the project and its location on tribal land, you should be aware that BIA
cannot grant right-of-way without the TON's and/or allottee consent. Pre-planning and planning
efforts involving all concerned would be paramount in the project's success should it prove
necessary.
Bureau of Indian The Santa Cruz River runs through the Corridor both on and off the District. Historic and pre-historic Environmental
Affairs
Concerns
human occupation is well documented along and in the vicinity of the river's multiple terraces,
especially on the District. The sheer amount of sites located along the river on the reservation may
prove problematic logistically and with the TON and District, factions of which may not be in favor of
disturbance to these sensitive areas.
The Bureau of Reclamation (BOR), in cooperation with Bureau of Indian Affairs, the San Xavier
District, and the TON, are currently working on an environmental assessment for the San Xavier Farm
Extension Project . The project involves an approximate 1,094 acre extension of the existing San
Xavier Cooperative Farm in order to meet the Secretary's legal requirement under Section 304(c)(2)
of the Arizona Water Settlement Act. The whole of the extension project is located within the
Sonoran Corridor Study Area east of I-19. The BIA suggests you coordinate with the BOR project
manager (Nichole Olsker) to identify project overlap and any conflicts that may arise should a
corridor/alignment be located within the farm extension boundaries and to include the project as
part of the cumulative impacts analysis in the subject EIS. You might also want to discuss with BOR
any responsibilities under the auspices of the Water Settlement Act that may be
transferred/conferred to FHWA/ADOT should the farm extension area be impacted.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Feel free to contact me should you have any questions
and I am more than willing to meet in person should the need arise.

Tuesday, June 27, 2017
8:28 AM

Email

Kimberly Noetzel

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Emails

1)
The Sonoran Corridor was rejected by Pima County voters in the 2015 bond election. We
refused to approve $30 million to begin the necessary study process that ADOT is now doing.
2)
The Sonoran Corridor has been touted as necessary to benefit Raytheon, the University of
Arizona Tech Park, and the Tucson Airport. There is a public policy question as to using taxpayer
dollars to benefit profitable enterprises. Raytheon’s annual net profit is $2.2 billion. Technically a
non-profit, Tucson Airport Authority’s assets exceeded liabilities in 2014 by $365.7 million. The
University Tech Park estimates its economic impact at $1.7 billion, generating $50 million in taxes.
None need public assistance.

Jan Cooper

3) If the will of the voters and the financial good fortune of the beneficiaries mean nothing, then
the most appropriate corridor would be a reasonably straight east-west line linking I-10 and I-19. It
should not add the costs of additional miles by dropping south before reaching I-19, an alternative
proposed by Pima County which appears to be a violation of Arizona’s gift clause.

Economic
Development,
Don't Build It

Wednesday, July 05, 2017
8:36 AM

Email

July 10, 2017 at 11:25:07 AM MST

4) The County Administrator’s proposed Pima County route would give a free access highway to
an as-yet-unbuilt 3,000-acre Diamond Ventures Swan Southlands development. Don Diamond, a
close ally of Chuck Huckelberry, raised at least $75,000 in legal and dark money campaign
contributions for Huckelberry champion Sharon Bronson, Chair of the Board of Supervisors.
5) A more-or-less straight line would need resolution with the Tohono O’odham Nation’s San
Xavier District with whom the County says it has a “partnership.” If a straight line is not possible, the
Sonoran Corridor could jog north along the Old Nogales Highway, then west to I-19 without infringing
on the Nation.
Dear Ms. Cooper,
6) Another issue is Board of Supervisors Resolution 2007-343 which concludes, “… the Pima
County Board of Supervisors opposes the construction of any new highways in or around the County
that have the stated purpose of bypassing the existing Interstate 10 as it is believed that the
environmental, historic, archaeological and urban form impacts could not be adequately mitigated.”

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record.

1)
The Sonoran Corridor was rejected by Pima County voters in the 2015 bond election. We
refused to approve $30 million to begin the necessary study process that ADOT is now doing.
2)
The Sonoran Corridor has been touted as necessary to benefit Raytheon, the University of
Arizona Tech Park, and the Tucson Airport. There is a public policy question as to using taxpayer
dollars to benefit profitable enterprises. Raytheon’s annual net profit is $2.2 billion. Technically a
non-profit, Tucson Airport Authority’s assets exceeded liabilities in 2014 by $365.7 million. The
University Tech Park estimates its economic impact at $1.7 billion, generating $50 million in taxes.
None need public assistance.
3) If the will of the voters and the financial good fortune of the beneficiaries mean nothing, then
the most appropriate corridor would be a reasonably straight east-west line linking I-10 and I-19. It
should not add the costs of additional miles by dropping south before reaching I-19, an alternative
proposed by Pima County which appears to be a violation of Arizona’s gift clause.
Peg Porter-Helbig

4) The County Administrator’s proposed Pima County route would give a free access highway to
an as-yet-unbuilt 3,000-acre Diamond Ventures Swan Southlands development. Don Diamond, a
close ally of Chuck Huckelberry, raised at least $75,000 in legal and dark money campaign
contributions for Huckelberry champion Sharon Bronson, Chair of the Board of Supervisors.

Economic
Development,
Don't Build It

Wednesday, July 05, 2017
8:42 AM

Email

5) A more-or-less straight line would need resolution with the Tohono O’odham Nation’s San
Xavier District with whom the County says it has a “partnership.” If a straight line is not possible, the
Sonoran Corridor could jog north along the Old Nogales Highway, then west to I-19 without infringing
on the Nation.
6) Another issue is Board of Supervisors Resolution 2007-343 which concludes, “… the Pima
County Board of Supervisors opposes the construction of any new highways in or around the County
that have the stated purpose of bypassing the existing Interstate 10 as it is believed that the
environmental, historic, archaeological and urban form impacts could not be adequately mitigated.”
Huckelberry has tried to get around that by calling the Sonoran Corridor bypass an “auxiliary
interstate"

Dear Ms. Porter,

Kimberly Noetzel

close ally of Chuck Huckelberry, raised at least $75,000 in legal and dark money campaign
contributions for Huckelberry champion Sharon Bronson, Chair of the Board of Supervisors.
5) A more-or-less straight line would need resolution with the Tohono O’odham Nation’s San
Xavier District with whom the County says it has a “partnership.” If a straight line is not possible, the
Sonoran Corridor could jog north along the Old Nogales Highway, then west to I-19 without infringing
on the Nation.
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6) Another issue is Board of Supervisors Resolution 2007-343 which concludes, “… the Pima
County Board of Supervisors opposes the construction of any new highways in or around the County
that have the stated purpose of bypassing the existing Interstate 10 as it is believed that the
environmental, historic, archaeological and urban form impacts could not be adequately mitigated.”
Huckelberry has tried to get around that by calling the Sonoran Corridor bypass an “auxiliary
interstate"

Dear Ms. Porter,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
July 10, 2017 at 11:25:54 AM MST
comments and will enter your input into the project record.

Why are you so insistent in tearing up the beutiful Sonoran Desert? If was wanted a Phoenix we
would move there.
To Whom It May Concern,
I am apposed to the proposed Sonoran Corridor. Just because Chuck Huckelberry calls this an
"auxiliary interstate" that does not change the fact that it violates the Board of Supervisors
Resolution 2007-343. It is on record that the Board of Supervisors themselves oppose construction of Don't Build It
any new "highway" that has the stated purpose of bypassing the existing I-10. Just because
Huckelberry has found a way for him and his "acquaintances" to profit from I-11 is not a reason to
disregard this Resolution or to ignore the opposition from the many residents that just want to live in
peace in an undisturbed Sonoran Desert.
To whom It may concern,

Jenna Bell

Ann Neff

Tierra Antigua
Realty

Wednesday, July 05, 2017
9:29 AM

Email

Dear. Ms. Bell,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
July 10, 2017 at 11:26:47 AM MST
comments and will enter your input into the project record.

Kimberly Noetzel

Dear Ms. Neff,
The thought of this happening in our area makes me sick it will ruin this area its so beautiful here
Don't Build It
why on earth would they do this keep up in the city where it belongs.
I totally 100% opposed the
proposed Sornoran Corridor plan.

Email

Wednesday, July 05, 2017 11:51 AM

D.B. Cooper

Kimberly Noetzel

Thank you for the E-mail that was sent out.
When are the people of Tucson gonna realize our City Managers have got to go.
And take all their back pocket supporters with them.
Just another fed up tax payer.
Thanks

Not Related

Wednesday, July 05, 2017
4:01 PM

Email

July 10, 2017 at 11:27:38 AM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record.

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
July 10, 2017 at 11:28:43 AM MST
comments and will enter your input into the project record.

Kimberly Noetzel

It seems the Board of Supervisors and ADOT have forgotten a few things......
The Board of Supervisors Resolution 2007-343 which concludes, “… the Pima County Board of
Supervisors opposes the construction of any new highways in or around the County that have the
stated purpose of bypassing the existing Interstate 10 as it is believed that the environmental,
historic, archaeological and urban form impacts could not be adequately mitigated.”
As you know, the Sonoran Corridor was rejected by Pima County voters in the 2015 bond election.
The voters never approved the millions ADOT is spending on the study process.
Olga Barnett Ortiz

Using I-19 and I-10 or Old Nogales Highway would eliminate the extra expensive the County
Administrators propose through the unbuilt 3,000 acre Diamond Ventures Swan Southlands
development. It would also satisfy the Nation by-passing the San Xavier District.

Don't Build It

Thursday, July 06, 2017
10:00 AM

Email

With the roads in Pima County in disrepair and grossly unsafe - remember Grant road? Voters
can not continue to provide additional funds for Pima County's agendas. The Sonoran Corridor
definitely qualifies as Pima County's own agenda. Taxpayers should not be forced to assist profitable
enterprises like Raytheon, UofA Tech Park and the Tucson Airport. Especially when Pima County
doesn't properly use funds provided for road repairs. We don't need an "auxiliary interstate" - just
maintain our current interstates.
Dear Ms. Ortiz,
We also don't need I-11 through Saguaro National Park West, and Ironwood Reserve to disrupt
and destroy the communities, wildlife and archaeological riches of the area.
P.S. NO! - On raises for Mayor and Board of Supervisors!

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. July 10, 2017 at 11:30:06 AM MST Kimberly Noetzel
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To whom it may concern,
I strongly oppose the Sonoran corridor for the following reasons:

Amira Van Winkle

Catherine H.
Moore

Bette Bunker
Richards

Becky Matson

Beryl Baker

Beryl Baker

1)
The Sonoran Corridor was rejected by Pima County voters in the 2015 bond election. We
refused to approve $30 million to begin the necessary study process that ADOT is now doing.
2)
The Sonoran Corridor has been touted as necessary to benefit Raytheon, the University of
Arizona Tech Park, and the Tucson Airport. There is a public policy question as to using taxpayer
dollars to benefit profitable enterprises. Raytheon’s annual net profit is $2.2 billion. Technically a
non-profit, Tucson Airport Authority’s assets exceeded liabilities in 2014 by $365.7 million. The
University Tech Park estimates its economic impact at $1.7 billion, generating $50 million in taxes.
None need public assistance.
3) If the will of the voters and the financial good fortune of the beneficiaries mean nothing, then
the most appropriate corridor would be a reasonably straight east-west line linking I-10 and I-19. It
should not add the costs of additional miles by dropping south before reaching I-19, an alternative Don't Build It
proposed by Pima County which appears to be a violation of Arizona’s gift clause.
4) The County Administrator’s proposed Pima County route would give a free access highway to an
as-yet-unbuilt 3,000-acre Diamond Ventures Swan Southlands development. Don Diamond, a close
ally of Chuck Huckelberry, raised at least $75,000 in legal and dark money campaign contributions for
Huckelberry champion Sharon Bronson, Chair of the Board of Supervisors.
5) A more-or-less straight line would need resolution with the Tohono O’odham Nation’s San
Xavier District with whom the County says it has a “partnership.” If a straight line is not possible, the
Sonoran Corridor could jog north along the Old Nogales Highway, then west to I-19 without infringing
on the Nation.
6) Another issue is Board of Supervisors Resolution 2007-343 which concludes, “… the Pima
County Board of Supervisors opposes the construction of any new highways in or around the County
that have the stated purpose of bypassing the existing Interstate 10 as it is believed that the
environmental, historic, archaeological and urban form impacts could not be adequately mitigated.”
Huckelberry has tried to get around that by calling the Sonoran Corridor bypass an “auxiliary
interstate.”
Thank you for listening to the taxpayers, voters and citizens of this area.
Good Afternoon,
Not Related
Here is a completed Corridor Study
Why are you persisting in this useless expenditure? Everyone is against it except the millionaire
developer that will benefit by it. No one else sees a reason for it and the Pima county voters have
already voted against it.
Don't Build It
There are better routes and this one is a waste of money.
Why are the taxpayers being asked to pay for something to benefit private businesses?
I thoroughly oppose this proposed highway.
I am writing in reference to the proposed Sonoran Corridor that Chuck Huckelberry wants to put
through Avra Valley. I am opposed to this blatent waste of tax payers money to further real estate
developers. It would be about 1/3 the cost to put it through the already existing Tucson freeway
system, and a boon to the Tucson economy. The only ones to make money from the bypass would be Don't Build It
Huckleberry, Don Diamond and Sharon Bronson (and their cronies).....Haven't we had enough of this
kind of politics? Please let the city of Tucson profit from this and not the few who are willing to do
anything for money.
Am AGAINST the Sonoran Corridor and have been since first hearing about for the concept for many
Don't Build It
reasons including economical and environmental as well as social impact on communities.
Forgot to sign a name
Beryl Baker
West side resident for over 40 years.

Not Related

Thursday, July 06, 2017
2:42 PM

Email

Dear Amira,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record.
Thursday, July 06, 2017
4:29 PM

Email

I have sent her the thank-you email. Attached is her
completed comment form for your files.

July 10, 2017 at 11:30:55 AM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

July 10, 2017 at 11:33:17 AM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

July 10, 2017 at 11:34:08 AM MST

Kimberly Noetzel

Dear Bette,
Thursday, July 06, 2017
9:14 PM

Email

Tuesday, July 11, 2017
7:38 PM

Email

Thursday, July 13, 2017
7:34 AM

Email

Thursday, July 13, 2017
7:36 AM

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record.

Dear Ms. Matson,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. July 13, 2017 at 9:34:36 AM MST Kimberly Noetzel
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
July 13, 2017 at 9:35:53 AM MST Kimberly Noetzel

Email
Duly noted – thank you.

July 13, 2017 at 9:36:52 AM MST Kimberly Noetzel
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Dear Robin,

Robin Barnes

ASARCO

Not Related

Wednesday, July 12, 2017

Email

(Sent Letter)

Allison Moore

Dorothy Taylor

Fresh Produce
Association of the Please see attached comments from the Fresh Produce Association of the Americas (FPAA) on the
Americas (FPAA) Sonoran Corridor Tier 1 EIS study. If you have any questions or if there are any issues opening the
attachment,
please
let me know.
I am totally NOT
in support
of this corridor. This is desired by the developers and casino owners.
If they want it, they should pay for it. Tucson voters did NOT approve any funding for this in the
recent bond election, and we will not appropriate any money next bond election for another
unnecessary road. We can’t afford to maintain the ones we have now. First priority would be to
spend money doing maintenance on our current roads.
I am aware that I am a day late but hopefully my comments can be added. Sorry I don't have
a scanned copy of the form that I could make my comments on.
I don't use I-19 so I cannot comment on question one.
As for question 2 I would list other as number 1. I think that the route selected should be down by
Sahuarita Road if the idea is to relieve traffic congestion on I-19. The route should connect with
Houghton. However Houghton south of I-10 will need to be widened to accept the additional traffic.
ADOT does not need to propose and build a road that gives the appearance of providing assisting for
residential land developers who may own land south of TIA. I cannot comment on archeological or
cultural sites in areas south of TIA as I don't know that area very well.

Al Wiruth

As for question 3, I would assign number 1 to other. There are problems with the water table in the
area south and southwest of TIA having potential hazardous and dangerous chemicals. I think ADOT
needs to be careful that they don't potentially cause more problems in this area by building a road
for a lot of vehicle traffic.
Geology, soils assigned nr 7
Water resources number 6
Air Quality nr 5
Biological resources 4
Visual and aesthetics 8
Rest are blank
Question 4: I haven't been to Sahuarita so I am not sure if the Sahuarita Road goes through
residential areas. A corridor for heavy truck traffic should avoid residential areas as much as possible
if nothing else for air quality in the homes and schools.

Friday, July 14, 2017 3:47
PM

Economic
Development

Email

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
letter on behalf of ASARCO dated July 10, 2017, and we will
enter your input into the project record.
If you have additional comments or questions, please feel
free to contact me or email SonoranCorridor@azdot.gov.
July 13, 2017 at 9:48:08 AM MST
Kimberly Noetzel
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor on behalf of the Fresh Produce Association of the
Americas (FPAA). This email confirms that we have received July 17, 2017 at 10:09:14 AM MST Kimberly Noetzel
your comments and will enter your input into the project
record.
Dear Ms. Taylor,

Don't Build It

Zip: 85743

Saturday, July 15, 2017
1:42 PM

Email

Sunday, July 16, 2017
9:57 PM

Email

Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we have received your
comments and will enter your input into the project record. July 17, 2017 at 10:13:06 AM MSTKimberly Noetzel
Dear Mr. Wiruth,
Thank you for providing your input on the proposed Sonoran
Corridor. This email confirms that we received your
comments on July 16, 2017.
July 17, 2017 at 10:15:15 AM MST
Kimberly Noetzel

Sonoran Corridor Scoping Comments
Phone Calls
From
Judy Hayes

Agency
Green Valley

Comment
Votes in favor of I-10 and I-19 connection.

Topic
Build It

Phone Number
208-447-6000

Date Received
Wednesday, May 24, 2017 3:04 PM

Medium
Phone

Appendix G - Cooperating Agency Response Letters

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION IX
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

July 13, 2017
Mr. Tremaine Wilson
Environmental Coordinator
Federal Highway Administration
4000 North Central Avenue, Suite 1500
Phoenix, AZ 85012
Subject:

Scoping Comments and Response to Cooperating Agency Invitation for the Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement for the Sonoran Corridor, Pima County, Arizona

Dear Mr. Wilson:
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Federal Register
Notice published May 12, 2017, requesting comments on the Federal Highway Administration
proposal to prepare a Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) for the Sonoran
Corridor between Interstate 19 (I-19) and Interstate 10 (I-10), located south of the Tucson
International Airport. Our enclosed comments are provided pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 15001508) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.
FHWA has requested that EPA become a Cooperating Agency for the Sonoran Corridor project in a
May 26, 2017 letter. EPA accepts FHWA’s invitation to become a Cooperating Agency [as defined
in 23 CFR § 771.111 (d)]. As a Cooperating Agency, EPA anticipates providing comments on the
Purpose and Need, Range of Alternatives, Draft EIS, and at other milestones where we believe we
can contribute to avoidance and minimization of potential impacts to resources during the
development of the EIS. If it is anticipated that future projects tiering from this EIS will require an
Individual Permit pursuant to Clean Water Act Section 404, we would also like to review and
comment on the corridor alternative most likely to contain the Least Environmentally Damaging
Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). We look forward to working with FHWA to ensure that our early
coordination assists both of our agencies in meeting our statutory missions. EPA's participation as a
Cooperating Agency does not constitute formal or informal approval of any part of this project
under any statute administered by EPA, nor does it limit in any way EPA's independent review of
the Draft and Final EISs pursuant to Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.
EPA commends the efforts of FHWA in coordinating with our agency, as well as multiple other
agencies and municipalities, to seek extensive feedback regarding the potential environmental
impacts inherent in the construction of this new transportation corridor. Given the location of the
project in an area that is largely undeveloped, continued early coordination with stakeholders in the
project area will likely be your greatest asset to ensure a robust NEPA evaluation of the project’s
environmental impacts and benefits. Please see the following recommendations for consideration as
the NEPA process continues.

Range of Alternatives
EPA recommends that FHWA explore and objectively evaluate a full range of alternatives,
including, but not limited to, the no build alternative, improvements to existing facilities, and
alternatives that incorporate rail, transit, and/or other multi-modal options. EPA recommends that
Alternatives be focused in currently disturbed areas, where feasible, in order to minimize impacts
from further growth-inducement and habitat loss that may result from the proposed project. The no
build alternative must be evaluated as a bench mark against which to compare both the performance
and environmental consequences of the other project alternatives.
A substantial benefit of analyzing a potential multi-modal corridor is the opportunity to collocate
vehicular transportation facilities with rail, utility, bicycle, and green energy facilities, thus
consolidating the right-of-way needed for each. EPA strongly supports combining projects into a
single corridor wherever possible in order reduce the cumulative environmental impact of building
multiple dispersed projects. In light of the DOT Policy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian
Accommodation (https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/index.cfm), EPA
recommends that FHWA include bicyclists and pedestrians as an integral element of transportation
project design and provide all modes an equal level of priority in design decisions.
Recommendations:
• Coordinate with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and Federal Rail
Administration (FRA) in the design and analysis of potential transit and rail options for
inclusion in the corridor alternatives. In exploring the option to enhance rail and transit
access, clearly identify what forms of rail and transit facilities are currently in operation
in the project area and note any plans for future expansion. Furthermore, we recommend
identifying activities that can be undertaken by FHWA, and/or other responsible
agencies, to enhance rail and transit ridership and effectively increase overall mobility
throughout the region;
• Include details of specific design elements proposed to provide bicycle access, either
within the project right-of-way, or along adjacent frontage roads;
• Explore the option of including utility and/or green energy production facilities within
the proposed project corridor. Many transportation agencies have demonstrated the
viability of utilizing the highway right-of-way for renewable energy production and
transmission, as well as for use in electric vehicle charging stations and in powering
corridor-related infrastructure. More information can be found on the National
Transportation Library website at http://ntl.bts.gov/lib/51000/51800/51866/Alternative
_Uses_Rights_Way.pdf
Environmental Design and Maintenance
EPA recommends that FHWA commit to building a state-of-the-art transportation corridor that
incorporates the highest levels of environmental design and energy efficiency available into
construction and maintenance. The project offers an opportunity for FHWA to provide a clear
vision for how the new corridor would be built and maintained in a manner that reduces use of
energy and resources.
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Recommendations:
• Identify measures to conserve water and manage stormwater runoff. We recommend
commitments to implement “green infrastructure” in onsite stormwater management
features, such as bioretention areas, vegetated swales, porous pavement, and filter strips.
These features can serve as both stormwater treatment and visual enhancements. More
detailed information on these forms of “green infrastructure” can be found at
https://www.epa.gov/green-infrastructure.
• Identify potential measures to produce renewable energy onsite that can be incorporated
into design of project facilities.
• Commit to use recycled industrial materials in the construction of project facilities.
Nonhazardous industrial materials, such as coal ash, foundry sand, construction and
demolition materials, slags, and gypsum, are valuable products of industrial processes.
Industrial materials recycling preserves natural resources by decreasing the demand for
virgin materials; conserves energy and reduces greenhouse gas emissions by decreasing
the demand for products made from energy intensive manufacturing processes; and
saves money by decreasing disposal and materials costs.
Water Resources
Given the proximity to important aquatic resources, including the Santa Cruz River, Box Canyon
Wash, Pantano Wash, and Cienaga Creek, among many other unnamed ephemeral and intermittent
drainages, this project may involve the discharge of dredged or fill material into jurisdictional
wetlands and waterways. Discharges of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. require
authorization by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) under CWA Section 404. The Federal
Guidelines at 40 CFR Part 230 promulgated under CWA Section 404 (b)(1) provide substantive
environmental criteria that must be met to permit such discharges into waters of the United States.
The purpose of the Guidelines is to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and biological
integrity of waters of the United States. These goals are achieved, in part, by controlling discharges
of dredged or fill material (40 CFR 230.1(a)). Fundamental to the Guidelines is the principle that
dredged or fill material should not be discharged into the aquatic ecosystem, unless it can be
demonstrated that there is no less environmentally damaging practicable alternative that achieves an
applicant’s project purpose. In addition, no discharge can be permitted if it will cause or contribute
to significant degradation of the waters of the United States, cause or contribute to a violation of a
State water quality standard, or jeopardize a federally listed species.
EPA is particularly concerned about the number of ephemeral and intermittent washes that have the
potential to be impacted in the project area, the majority of which drain to the northwest and have a
hydrological connection to the Santa Cruz River. Ephemeral washes perform a diversity of
hydrologic and biogeochemical functions that directly affect the integrity and functional condition
of higher-order waters downstream. Washes provide hydrologic connectivity within the watershed,
facilitating the movement of water, sediment, nutrients, wildlife, and plant propagules throughout
the watershed. Washes are responsible for a large portion of basin ground-water recharge in arid
and semi-arid regions through channel infiltration and transmission losses. These ephemeral
systems contribute to the biogeochemical functions of waters within their watershed by storing,
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cycling, transforming, and transporting elements and compounds. Ephemeral washes also provide
habitat for breeding, shelter, foraging and movement of wildlife.1
Given the extent of the potential impacts associated with the proposed project, FHWA must clearly
demonstrate that the preferred alternative for the corridor is the least environmentally damaging
practicable alternative (LEDPA) that achieves the overall project purpose while not causing or
contributing to significant degradation of the aquatic ecosystem. Identification of the LEDPA is
achieved by performing an alternatives analysis that estimates the direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts to jurisdictional waters resulting from each corridor alternative considered. At the Tier 1
level, we encourage FHWA to present enough information to ensure that the corridor chosen is the
corridor most likely to contain the LEDPA. To ensure the alternatives analysis serves its intended
purpose as a planning and screening tool, EPA also encourages FHWA to meet and discuss project
alternatives with the Corps and EPA early in the planning process. Engaging in discussions during
the Tier 1 NEPA process will lead to better coordination and understanding of project history once
the Tier 2 project-level analyses are initiated.
Waters Assessment
The waters assessment for each alternative should be of an appropriate scope and detail to identify
sensitive areas or aquatic systems with functions highly susceptible to change. We recommend that
FHWA present enough information in the Tier 1 Draft EIS in order to provide decision-makers with
adequate detail to compare corridor-level impacts to aquatic resources and make a determination of
which corridor will have fewer impacts to aquatic resources.
Recommendations:
• Include the classification and geographic extent of waters and adjacent riparian areas.
• Characterize the functional condition of waters and adjacent riparian areas.
• Include information on wildlife species and sensitive plant taxa that could reasonably be
expected to occur in waters or associated riparian habitat.
• Characterize the hydrologic linkage to any impaired water body.
Avoidance and Minimization Measures
To demonstrate compliance with CWA Guidelines, FHWA must explore on-site alternatives to
avoid or minimize impacts to specific waters. Typically, transportation projects can accomplish this
by using spanned crossings, arched crossings, or oversized buried box culverts over drainages to
encourage continuity of sediment transport and hydrological processes and wildlife passage. It is
appropriate at the Tier 1 NEPA phase to identify potential sites for crossings and identify types of
crossings that will result in the least damage to aquatic resources.

1 See Levick, L., J. Fonseca, D. Goodrich, M. Hernandez, D. Semmens, J. Stromberg, R. Leidy,M. Scianni, D. P.
Guertin, M. Tluczek, and W. Kepner. 2008. The Ecological and Hydrological Significance of Ephemeral and
Intermittent Streams in the Arid and Semi-arid American Southwest. U.S. EPA and USDA/ARS Southwest Watershed
Research Center, EPA/600/R-08/134, ARS/233046, 116 pp.
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Recommendations:
• Include an analysis of major drainage crossings which identifies and prioritizes the
potential for improvements to the aquatic system and for wildlife use at each crossing.
• Estimate permanent and temporary impacts to waters of the U.S. for each alternative in
the Tier 1 Draft EIS; for example, acres of waters impacted. For each alternative, report
these numbers in table form for each impacted water and wetland feature.
• Include in the Draft EIS a commitment to use newer technology culverts and less
damaging culverts such as large bottomless or arched culverts and a commitment to span
washes and major waterway crossings. While newer techniques to reduce impacts may
be available in the future when tier 2 projects are implemented, it is appropriate to
commit to best available technologies at this time (along with an estimate of the
resources that can be avoided by integrating these techniques).
Biological Resources and Impacts to Wildlife
Several special-status wildlife and plant species have the potential to occur within the project area
including the Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus), Sonoran Desert Tortoise (Gopherus
morafkai), Lesser Long-nosed Bat (Leptonycteris curasoae yerbabuenae), Pima Pineapple Cactus
(Coryphantha scheeri var. robustispinas), and Nichol Turk's Head Cactus (Echinocactus
horizonthalonius var. nicholii), among many others. EPA recommends that the Draft EIS describe
the extent and nature of any protected species and their primary habitat(s) and the extent and nature
of potential impacts to that habitat. Efforts to avoid and/or minimize impacts to special-status
species and their associated habitat(s) should also be presented. EPA recommends continued early
coordination with the Arizona Game and Fish Department (AZGFD) and U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (FWS) in order to avoid and minimize project impacts to biological resources to the greatest
extent possible.
Recommendations:
• Identify all petitioned and listed threatened and endangered species within the project
area and assess which species might be directly or indirectly affected by each corridor
alternative.
• Provide discussion of narrow endemics, unique habitat elements, and suitable habitat for
native fauna and flora in the project area and the extent to which each proposed corridor
alternative may affect each resource.
• Incorporate information developed for the Arizona Wildlife Linkages Assessment and
identify how corridor alternatives will be designed to allow for continued or improved
wildlife movement.
• Document coordination with the FWS and AZGFD regarding appropriate avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation measures to address impacts to special-status species.
Air Quality
EPA recommends that the Draft EIS fully describe the current air quality conditions, potential
impacts to air quality from the construction and operation of the proposed project, and any
mitigation measures to reduce adverse impacts for each fully evaluated alternative.
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Recommendations:
• Provide a detailed discussion of ambient air conditions (baseline or existing conditions),
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), criteria pollutant nonattainment
areas, and potential air quality impacts of the project (including cumulative and indirect
impacts) for each corridor alternative.
• Include an analysis of potential impacts from the construction and operation of the
proposed alternatives. Include monitoring data, any anticipated exceedances of NAAQS,
and estimates of all criteria pollutant emissions.
• Disclose the available information about the health risks associated with construction
emissions, sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project area, and how the proposed
project will affect current emissions levels.
• Identify any specific actions proposed by FHWA to reduce emissions from the project,
including industrial materials re-use, park and ride facilities, use of low or zeroemissions construction equipment, and inclusion of alternative fuel and green technology
infrastructure.
Cumulative Impact Analysis
Cumulative impacts are defined in the Council on Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) NEPA
regulations as the impact on the environment that results from the incremental impact of the action
when added to the other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of what
agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such actions (40 CFR 1508.7). The
cumulative impacts analysis should provide the context for understanding the magnitude of the
impacts of the alternatives by analyzing the impacts of other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable projects or actions and then considering those cumulative impacts in their entirety.
These actions include both transportation and non-transportation activities. Where adverse
cumulative impacts are identified, EPA recommends that FHWA disclose the parties that would be
responsible for avoiding, minimizing, and mitigating those adverse impacts (CEQ's Forty Most
Frequently Asked Questions #19).
Recommendations:
• Consider transportation and non-transportation projects such as large-scale
developments and urban planning projects that are reasonably foreseeable and are
identified within city and county planning documents.
• Describe the “identifiable present effects” to various resources attributed to past actions.
The purpose of considering past actions is to determine the current health of resources.
This information forms the baseline for assessing potential cumulative impacts and can
be used to develop cooperative strategies for resources protection. Identify the current
condition of the resource as a measure of past impacts. For example, the percentage of
wetlands lost to date or percentage of sensitive species habitat lost to date.
• Identify the future condition of the resource based on an analysis of the cumulative
impacts of reasonably foreseeable projects or actions added to existing conditions and
current trends. Identify the trend in the condition of the resource as a measure of present
impacts. For example, the health of the resource is improving, declining, or static.
• Consider using the Caltrans cumulative impacts guidance, which is applicable to
analyses for projects outside the state of California. This guidance can be found at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/cumulative_guidance/purpose.htm.
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Growth-related Indirect Impact Analysis
EPA is concerned about the potential indirect impacts of this project related to growth-inducement.
Improved access to undeveloped areas may affect the location and timing of growth on surrounding
lands, leading to indirect impacts to air quality, waters, wildlife, and many other resources of
concern. The project would benefit from an analysis of growth-related impacts early in project
development. A growth-related impact analysis assists with compliance requirements of NEPA by
considering environmental consequences as early as possible and providing a well-documented and
sound basis for government decision making.
Recommendations:
• Consider using the Guidance for Preparers of Growth-related, Indirect Impact Analyses
(http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/Growth-related_IndirectImpactAnalysis/gri_guidance.htm)
which was coauthored by FHWA, Caltrans, and EPA and is applicable to impact analyses
for projects outside of California.
• Identify if the project will affect the location and/or timing of planned growth in the area.
Specifically, the analysis should identify the potential resources that may be affected by the
increased “zone of influence” associated with interchanges and impacting resources outside
of the right-of-way.
• Ground truth the results of your growth-related indirect impact analysis by enlisting local
expertise involved in land use issues, such as local government officials, land use and
transportation planners, home loan officers, and real estate representatives. Use their
collective knowledge to validate or modify the results of your analysis.
• Identify the types of resources that are likely to occur in geographic areas that may be
affected by growth. If it is determined that there will be no, or insignificant, impacts to
resources of concern, then document the analysis process and report the results.
• Include a discussion of actions that can be taken during project development to foster the
implementation of smart growth strategies in the project area, including limiting the number
of exits, increasing distance between exits, and working with transit and rail providers to
ensure multi-modal opportunities are available between small communities and job centers.
Additionally, we urge FHWA to coordinate with local municipalities in the pursuit of zoning
ordinances that encourage smart growth, thus reducing the project’s potential for impacts
related to growth-inducement.
Environmental Justice
The Draft EIS should identify whether the proposed corridor alternatives may disproportionately
and adversely affect low income or minority populations in the surrounding area and should discuss
appropriate mitigation measures for any adverse impacts. Executive Order 12898 addresses
Environmental Justice in minority and low-income populations, and the CEQ has developed
guidance concerning how to address Environmental Justice in the environmental review process
(https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/ceq-environmental-justice-guidance-under-nationalenvironmental-policy-act). Additionally, the recently released Promising Practices for
Environmental Justice Methodologies in NEPA Reviews (https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice
/ej-iwg-promising-practices-ej-methodologies-nepa-reviews) is a compilation of methodologies
from current agency practices identified by the NEPA Committee of the Federal Interagency
7

Working Group on Environmental Justice. The document focuses on the interface of environmental
justice considerations through NEPA processes and provides recommendations on applying EJ
methodologies that have been established in federal NEPA practice.

Recommendations:
• Consider Promising Practices for El Methodologies in NEPA Reviews when developing
•
•
•
•

the EJ section of the Draft EIS.
Identify how the proposed corridor alternatives may affect the mobility of low-income or
minority populations in the surrounding area.
Discuss potential mitigation measures for any anticipated adverse impacts to community
members that could result from future tier 2 projects.
Include opportunities for incorporating public input to promote context sensitive design,
especially in minority and low-income communities.
Document the process used for community involvement and communication, including
all measures to specifically outreach to low-income and minority communities. Include
an analysis of results achieved by reaching out to these populations.

We look forward to maintaining our strong working relationship with FHWA as we continue to
coordinate on the proposed Sonoran Corridor between 1-19 and 1-10. If you have any questions or
concerns regarding our comments, please feel free to contact me at 415-972-3370 or
meek.clifton@epa.gov.
Sincerely,

//Ill/fl4/Clifton Meek
Environmental Review Section

Cc via email:

Ammon Heier, Federal Highway Administration
Carlos Lopez, Arizona Department of Transportation
Jesse Rice, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
·Kristin Terpening, Arizona Game and Fish Department
Robert Lehman, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
LOS ANGELES DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
3636 NORTH CENTRAL AVENUE SUITE 900
PHOENIX, AZ 85012-1939

June 13, 2017
Ms. Karla S. Petty
Division Administrator, Arizona Division
Federal Highway Administration
4000 North Central Avenue Suite 1500
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-3500

Dear Ms. Petty:
I am responding to your letter dated May 26, 2017 to Colonel Gibbs, Los Angeles District
Commander, inviting the Corps of Engineers (Corps) to be a Cooperating Agency in the Federal
Highway Administration’s (FHWA) Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
proposed Sonoran Corridor between Interstate 19 and Interstate 10, located south of the Tucson
International Airport (project). The Corps attended the June 7, 2017 Agency Scoping Meeting
via webinar and has reviewed the Federal Register notice published May 12, 2017, requesting
public and agency input on the proposed project. Our enclosed scoping comments are provided
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), Corps Regulatory Program regulations (33 CFR Part
325 Appendix B), and the provisions of Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act).
We appreciate the early coordination on this corridor project and accept FHWA’s invitation
to become a Cooperating Agency in the EIS. As a Cooperating Agency, the Corps anticipates
providing comments on the Purpose and Need, Range of Alternatives, Draft and Final EIS, and at
other times where we believe we can contribute feedback that will avoid or minimize potential
impacts to aquatic resources within our jurisdiction. We also anticipate being involved with
periodic coordination meetings with the Lead Agency and reviewing draft technical studies
relevant to our jurisdiction or special expertise. The Corps’ participation as a Cooperating
Agency should not be interpreted as a guarantee of permit issuance. However, early coordination
with the Corps will ensure that the NEPA evaluation will be thorough as well as useful in
meeting our regulatory needs for the corridor alternative that may be selected as a result of this
EIS. Below is a summary of our comments.
Aquatic Resources
Implementation of any project proposed as a result of the Tier 1 EIS and subsequent Tier 2
analysis may require the discharge of fill material into waters of the United States (U.S.), which
is regulated by the Corps under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Therefore, each corridor
alternative should be evaluated using a quantitative approach in order to determine the potential
impacts to aquatic resources. Information such as National Wetlands Inventory data, the
National Hydrography Dataset, satellite imagery, and topographic, soil, and vegetation maps can
be used to determine an approximate acreage and classification of aquatic resources while

identifying high value or sensitive resources in the study area. While the issuance of an approved
or preliminary jurisdictional determination is not anticipated to be a part of the Tier 1 EIS
process, this information should be presented in a manner that provides decision-makers with
sufficient detail to compare corridor-level impacts to aquatic resources and make a determination
of which corridor will have fewer impacts to aquatic resources.
Avoidance and Minimization
Corridor alternatives should be developed that avoid and/or minimize impacts to potentially
jurisdictional aquatic resources, particularly those with high values such as the Santa Cruz River.
The Tier 1 evaluation should consider how various corridor options could leverage the use of
existing waterway crossings as well as the feasibility of constructing new crossings in existing
corridors in a manner that would reduce the distribution of impacts across the watershed and
minimize the impacts associated with connectivity and habitat fragmentation (e.g., oversized
buried box culverts, arch culverts, or bridges with increased span widths). While newer
techniques may be available when Tier 2 evaluation commences, committing to use these best
available techniques and providing an estimate of the aquatic resources that would be avoided is
appropriate at the Tier 1 level of analysis. Considering these options early in the process will
benefit aquatic resources and possibly reduce or eliminate Section 404 permitting requirements
for the project.
Alternatives Analysis
The Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines (see 40 CFR Part 230) provide criteria that must be met for the
Corps to permit discharges of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States. The
purpose of the Clean Water Act and the Guidelines are to restore and maintain the chemical,
physical, and biological integrity of waters of the U.S. through the control of discharges of
dredged or fill material. The Guidelines state that discharges of dredged or fill material will not
be permitted if there is a practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which would have less
adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem. An alternative is deemed practicable if it is available
and capable of being done after taking into consideration cost, logistics, and technology in light
of the overall project purpose. In addition, no discharge can be permitted if it will cause or
contribute to significant degradation of the waters of the U.S., cause or contribute to a violation
of a State water quality standard, or jeopardize species listed as threatened or endangered under
the Endangered Species Act.
Given the potential adverse environmental impacts associated with the proposed activities,
the Tier 1 EIS should present sufficient information that demonstrates that the preferred corridor
alternative is the corridor most likely to result in a Tier 2 project that would be the least
environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA) that achieves the overall project
purpose while not causing or contributing to significant degradation of the aquatic ecosystem.
Identification of the Tier 2 LEDPA is achieved by performing analyses that estimate the likely
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources resulting from
alternative project designs.
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July 14, 2017
Tremaine Wilson
FHWA Environmental Coordinator
Federal Highway Administration
4000 N. Central Ave., Suite 1500
Phoenix, AZ 85012
Re:

Scoping Comments for the Sonoran Corridor Tier I Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Mr. Wilson:
The Arizona Game and Fish Department appreciates this opportunity to provide preliminary
scoping comments regarding the potential impacts to wildlife, wildlife habitat, and wildliferelated recreation within the Sonoran Corridor study area. In addition to identifying potential
impacts to sensitive resources within the study area, we have also identified potential data needs
and mitigation opportunities for your consideration. Our comments below are in addition to
comments previously provided at the June 7, 2017 scoping meeting.
As soon as any alignments for analysis have been identified, we request shapefiles of those
alignments be provided to the Department. This will enable us to provide additional detail to the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
regarding wildlife, wildlife habitat, and wildlife-related recreation resources along alternative
alignments.
General Comments
Wildlife Movement
Transportation infrastructure compromises the natural movement of mammals, reptiles, and
amphibians, and to some extent birds. The barrier effect on wildlife results from a combination
of disturbance and avoidance effects, physical hindrances, and traffic mortality that all reduce the
amount of movement across the barrier (Forman and Alexander 1998; Trombulak and Frissell
2000; Jaeger and Fahrig 2001; Carr et al. 2002). The Sonoran Corridor will be a significant
component of a larger transportation network that contributes to regional fragmentation,
degradation, isolation, mortality and barrier effects on wildlife, wildlife populations, and wildlife
habitats. The study area for the Sonoran Corridor clearly corresponds with a portion of the earlier
proposed I-10 Phoenix-Tucson Bypass Study (Route 4), of which the Arizona Game and Fish
Commission unanimously opposed all proposed routes (Arizona Game and Fish Commission,
2007). In our scoping comments for the I-11 Tier I EIS, and in this letter we reiterate this
position. Therefore, the Sonoran Corridor should be evaluated at a landscape scale, considering
its contribution to the cumulative impacts of a larger infrastructure network. This evaluation
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should occur at both the Tier I and Tier II levels of NEPA analysis. Additionally, ensuring the
safe and effective movement of wildlife through the Sonoran Corridor also improves safety for
the motoring public by reducing the likelihood of wildlife-vehicle interactions and accidents.
• Throughout the Sonoran Corridor, the Department urges FHWA and ADOT to analyze
and employ existing transportation facilities to the greatest degree feasible, in order to
limit the significant impacts to resources along new transportation facilities.
• In order to adequately evaluate wildlife movement within the Sonoran Corridor, studies
should be conducted to gather empirical movement data of target wildlife species across
any proposed alignments that would be fully evaluated under NEPA. Ideally, the studies
should be conducted prior to any Tier II level evaluation, so the data can be incorporated
into the refined Tier II analysis. In addition to pre-construction surveys, the Department
recommends collection of movement data for target species during and for at least four
years following construction, and considers this an essential component of any mitigation
strategy. Therefore, the Department seeks written commitment from the FHWA and
ADOT, within the Tier I EIS, to conduct future wildlife movement and habitat use studies
in conjunction with any Tier II level efforts. These studies should include at a minimum,
GPS telemetry studies of collared animals, wildlife mortality (i.e., roadkill) and tracking
surveys, analysis of existing and collected movement data, and examination of traffic
data in conjunction with these studies. These studies should be used to help inform the
design and siting of comprehensive measures to mitigate and minimize barrier effects to
wildlife, including but not limited to crossing structures. Additional methods using
camera traps, scat surveys, various small mammal traps or herpetological arrays could be
used to examine biodiversity and local wildlife distribution patterns, in conjunction with
movement data.
• A comprehensive network of crossing structures including underpasses, culverts, funnel
fencing, and other components should be included from the initial design stages. The
Department seeks written commitment from FHWA and ADOT, within the Tier I EIS, to
coordinate with the Department on the overall siting and design of roadway construction
and/or expansions, including crossing structures, as the Tier II level efforts progress.
• Preliminary wildlife linkages were identified by the Department, in collaboration with
Northern Arizona University (NAU), in 2007-2008 (Beier et al. 2006), and with Pima
County in 2011-2012 (AGFD 2012). Since the linkages were identified, understanding of
connectivity and methodologies to identify corridors has improved. Therefore, these
linkages are just starting points when looking at connectivity issues for a specific area,
and are not a substitute for coordinating with the Department regarding the critical
connectivity issues along the Sonoran Corridor. However, each linkage report contains
biological information related to that particular linkage area; the Department recommends
incorporating relevant information from the reports into the Tier I Draft EIS. Reports are
available at: http://corridordesign.org/linkages/arizona. Specific wildlife corridors within
the study area vicinity are the Rincon – Santa Rita – Whetstone and the Santa Rita –
Tumacacori Linkage Designs.
Wildlife
To assist your team in the NEPA analysis for the proposed Sonoran Corridor project, we have
provided an Arizona Environmental Online Review Tool Report, which delineates the study area

Mr. Tremaine Wilson
AGFD Initial Scoping Comments for the Sonoran Corridor Tier I EIS
July 14, 2017
3

as the roughly southern boundary of the Tucson International Airport, I-10, SR 83, Sahuarita
Road, and I-19. We recommend you run your own report again (perhaps several times) during
the NEPA process as your study area limits may change from what we’ve used, and we update
the database of species’ occurrences every six months.
Species listed under the federal Endangered Species Act known to occur within a three-mile
buffer of the defined study area are the yellow-billed cuckoo (Western DPS; Coccyzus
americanus), Pima pineapple cactus (Coryphantha scheeri var. robustispina), Nichol Turk’s
head cactus (Echinocactus horizonghalonius var. nicholii), lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris
curasoae yerbabuenae), and Gila topminnow (Poeciliopsis occidentalis occidentalis).
Additionally, several other special status species are also documented or predicted within the
study area, including the Sonoran desert tortoise (Gopherus morafkai), which is protected under
a Candidate Conservation Agreement, of which ADOT is a signatory.
Definitions
of
the
different
status
categories
can
be
found
at
https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/planning/wildlifeguidelines/statusdefinitions/. In addition to
including all listed and candidate species, your analysis should also address Arizona Tier 1A
Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN). The Arizona Game and Fish Department’s
State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) provides a comprehensive vision for managing Arizona’s
fish, wildlife and wildlife habitats for a 10-year period. To be eligible for annual State Wildlife
Grant funding, each of the 56 U.S. states and territories must have an approved SWAP that
includes eight required elements. Tier 1A species are those considered vulnerable in at least one
of those eight categories, and matches at least one of 5 additional criteria.
Species of Greatest Conservation Need Predicted within Project Vicinity based on Predicted Range
Models
Scientific Name
Common Name
SGCN FWS USFS BLM
Anthus spragueii
Sprague's Pipit
1A
SC
Coccyzus americanus
Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Western DPS) 1A
LT
S
1A
Crotalus lepidus klauberi
Banded Rock Rattlesnake
1A
Cynomys ludovicianus
Black-tailed Prairie Dog
CCA
S
1A
Cyprinodon macularius
Desert Pupfish
LE
1A
Empidonax traillii extimus
Southwestern Willow Flycatcher
LE
1A
Falco peregrinus anatum
American Peregrine Falcon
SC
S
S
1A
Gila intermedia
Gila Chub
LE
1A
Gopherus morafkai
Sonoran Desert Tortoise
CCA S
S
1A
Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Bald Eagle
SC
S
S
1A
Heloderma suspectum
Gila Monster
1A
Leopardus pardalis
Ocelot
LE
1A
Leptonycteris curasoae yerbabuenae
Lesser Long-nosed Bat
LE
1A
Lithobates chiricahuensis
Chiricahua Leopard Frog
LT
1A
Lithobates tarahumarae
Tarahumara Frog
SC
S
1A
Lithobates yavapaiensis
Lowland Leopard Frog
SC
S
S
1A
Panthera onca
Jaguar
LE
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Species of Greatest Conservation Need Predicted within Project Vicinity based on Predicted Range
Models
Scientific Name
Common Name
SGCN FWS USFS BLM
1A
Poeciliopsis occidentalis occidentalis
Gila Topminnow
LE
1A
Sonorella eremita
San Xavier Talussnail
CCA
1A
Strix occidentalis lucida
Mexican Spotted Owl
LT
1A
Terrapene ornata
Ornate Box Turtle
1A
Thamnophis eques megalops
Northern Mexican Gartersnake
LT
S

The SWAP also identifies Species of Economic and Recreation Importance (SERI) for the State
of Arizona.
• The Department recommends that potential impacts to, as well as appropriate avoidance
and minimization measures for federally listed and state trust species be addressed in the
NEPA analysis at an appropriate level of detail for a Tier I analysis: focusing on the
siting of the alignments. The attached Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool
Report provides a list of SGCN and SERI predicted within the project vicinity based on
species range models.
Wildlife Habitat
It is the Department’s policy to seek compensation at a 100% level, when feasible, for actual or
potential habitat losses resulting from land and water projects (Department policy I2.3).
The Department recommends that all impacts to habitat be mitigated in-kind (i.e., impacts to
Sonoran Desert scrub habitat should be mitigated with Sonoran Desert scrub habitat), through a
combination of on-site impact avoidance and/or minimization when feasible, and off-site
preservation, creation, or compensation.
In addition to the typical effects to wildlife movement discussed above, pollution by toxins,
nutrients, and noise from the transportation corridor can create edge effects on adjacent
hydrology and microclimate, reducing the suitability of the remaining habitats (Garland and
Bradley 1984; Thompson et al. 1986; Lytle et al. 1995; Boarman and Sazaki 2006; Parris and
Schneider 2009). These indirect effects spread into the surrounding landscape and contribute to
the loss and degradation of natural habitat several times larger than the area of the road footprint
itself. The indirect effects are influenced by road and traffic characteristics, landscape
topography and hydrology, wind, and vegetation. In addition, the consequent impacts on wildlife
and ecosystems also depend on the sensitivity of the species in the vicinity.
• Opportunities exist to minimize new edge effects. These include:
o Constructing new or expanded roads along existing infrastructure, instead of
creating new infrastructure corridors. The Department urges FHWA and ADOT
to consider and exhaust these opportunities to minimize edge effects when
identifying and analyzing potential alignments.
o Building walls to deflect noise and light disturbances away from otherwise quality
habitat.
o Designing lighting to illuminate the roadway and not the night sky or adjacent
habitat.
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The Department has been engaged in various land use planning efforts for several years with
local partners such as the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), ADOT, Pima County Natural
Resources, Parks, and Recreation, National Park Service, and the Regional Transportation
Authority (RTA) of the Pima Association of Governments (PAG), the Coalition for Sonoran
Desert Protection (CSDP), Tucson Audubon Society, Tohono O’odham Nation, and Sky Island
Alliance (SIA) to develop strategies and commitments to conserve wildlife habitat linkages
connecting the sky islands and desert valleys.
We recommend additional coordination with the Department, RTA, CSDP, Audubon, SIA, and
Pima County to familiarize FHWA and ADOT with local conservation efforts and alternative
solutions that these organizations and their stakeholders are pursuing.
The Department trusts our scoping comments for the Sonoran Corridor Tier I EIS will aid
FHWA and ADOT in your alternative selection and evaluation; we will provide additional
information on future data needs and mitigation opportunities as the study progresses. We
continue to look forward to collaborating with FHWA and ADOT on this important
transportation project. If you have any questions or wish to further discuss our comments and
concerns, please contact me at kterpening@azgfd.gov or 520-388-4447.
Sincerely,

Kristin Terpening
Habitat, Evaluation and Lands Specialist, Region V
cc via email: Clifton Meek, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Robert Lehman, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Scott Richardson, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
AGFD# M17-05301923
Attachment: Arizona Environmental Online Review Tool Report
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Arizona Environmental Online Review Tool Report

Arizona Game and Fish Department Mission
To conserve Arizona's diverse wildlife resources and manage for safe, compatible outdoor recreation
opportunities for current and future generations.
Project Name:
Sonoran Corridor
Project Description:
Sonoran Corridor
Project Type:
Transportation & Infrastructure, New roadway facilities, Roadway rest areas, emergency pull offs, run
away truck ramps, cinder storage, additional storage or maintenance areas
Contact Person:
Cheri Boucher
Organization:
Arizona Game and Fish Department
On Behalf Of:
OTHER
Project ID:
HGIS-05755

Please review the entire report for project type and/or species recommendations for the location
information entered. Please retain a copy for future reference.
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Arizona Game and Fish Department
Project ID: HGIS-05755

project_report_sonoran_corridor_23698_24321.pdf
Review Date: 7/12/2017 11:49:30 AM

Disclaimer:

1. This Environmental Review is based on the project study area that was entered. The report must be
updated if the project study area, location, or the type of project changes.
2. This is a preliminary environmental screening tool. It is not a substitute for the potential knowledge
gained by having a biologist conduct a field survey of the project area. This review is also not intended to
replace environmental consultation (including federal consultation under the Endangered Species Act),
land use permitting, or the Departments review of site-specific projects.
3. The Departments Heritage Data Management System (HDMS) data is not intended to include potential
distribution of special status species. Arizona is large and diverse with plants, animals, and
environmental conditions that are ever changing. Consequently, many areas may contain species that
biologists do not know about or species previously noted in a particular area may no longer occur there.
HDMS data contains information about species occurrences that have actually been reported to the
Department. Not all of Arizona has been surveyed for special status species, and surveys that have been
conducted have varied greatly in scope and intensity. Such surveys may reveal previously
undocumented population of species of special concern.
4. HabiMap Arizona data, specifically Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN) under our State
Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) and Species of Economic and Recreational Importance (SERI), represent
potential species distribution models for the State of Arizona which are subject to ongoing change,
modification and refinement. The status of a wildlife resource can change quickly, and the availability of
new data will necessitate a refined assessment.

Locations Accuracy Disclaimer:
Project locations are assumed to be both precise and accurate for the purposes of environmental review. The
creator/owner of the Project Review Report is solely responsible for the project location and thus the correctness
of the Project Review Report content.
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Recommendations Disclaimer:

1. The Department is interested in the conservation of all fish and wildlife resources, including those
species listed in this report and those that may have not been documented within the project vicinity as
well as other game and nongame wildlife.
2. Recommendations have been made by the Department, under authority of Arizona Revised Statutes
Title 5 (Amusements and Sports), 17 (Game and Fish), and 28 (Transportation).
3. Potential impacts to fish and wildlife resources may be minimized or avoided by the recommendations
generated from information submitted for your proposed project. These recommendations are preliminary
in scope, designed to provide early considerations on all species of wildlife.
4. Making this information directly available does not substitute for the Department's review of project
proposals, and should not decrease our opportunity to review and evaluate additional project information
and/or new project proposals.
5. Further coordination with the Department requires the submittal of this Environmental Review Report with
a cover letter and project plans or documentation that includes project narrative, acreage to be impacted,
how construction or project activity(s) are to be accomplished, and project locality information (including
site map). Once AGFD had received the information, please allow 30 days for completion of project
reviews. Send requests to:
Project Evaluation Program, Habitat Branch
Arizona Game and Fish Department
5000 West Carefree Highway
Phoenix, Arizona 85086-5000
Phone Number: (623) 236-7600
Fax Number: (623) 236-7366
Or
PEP@azgfd.gov
6. Coordination may also be necessary under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and/or
Endangered Species Act (ESA). Site specific recommendations may be proposed during further
NEPA/ESA analysis or through coordination with affected agencies
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Special Status Species and Special Areas Documented within 3 Miles of Project Vicinity
Scientific Name

Common Name

FWS

Agosia chrysogaster chrysogaster

Gila Longfin Dace

SC

Athene cunicularia hypugaea

Western Burrowing Owl

SC

USFS
S

BLM

NPL

SGCN

S

1B

S

1B

Bat Colony
CH for Gila intermedia

Gila Chub Designated Critical Habitat

CH for Panthera onca

Jaguar Designated Critical Habitat

Camptostoma imberbe

Northern Beardless-Tyrannulet

S

Carex ultra

Cochise Sedge

S

S

Catostomus clarkii

Desert Sucker

SC

S

S

1B

Choeronycteris mexicana

Mexican Long-tongued Bat

SC

S

S

1C

Coccyzus americanus

Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Western DPS)

LT

S

Coryphantha scheeri var.
robustispina

Pima Pineapple Cactus

LE

HS

Echinocactus horizonthalonius var.
nicholii

Nichol Turk's Head Cactus

LE

HS

Echinocereus fasciculatus

Magenta-flower Hedgehog-cactus

Echinomastus erectocentrus var.
erectocentrus

Needle-spined Pineapple Cactus

Gastrophryne olivacea

Western Narrow-mouthed Toad

Gopherus morafkai

Sonoran Desert Tortoise

Heloderma suspectum

Gila Monster

1A

Hypsiglena sp. nov.

Hooded Nightsnake

1B

Lasiurus xanthinus

Western Yellow Bat

Leptonycteris curasoae
yerbabuenae

Lesser Long-nosed Bat

LE

Lithobates yavapaiensis

Lowland Leopard Frog

SC

Myotis velifer

Cave Myotis

SC

Notiosorex cockrumi

Cockrum's Desert Shrew

PCH for Coccyzus americanus

Yellow-billed Cuckoo Proposed
Critical Habitat

PCH for Thamnophis eques
megalops

Northern Mexican Gartersnake
Proposed Critical Habitat

Peucaea carpalis

Rufous-winged Sparrow

Poeciliopsis occidentalis
occidentalis

Gila Topminnow

Rincon - Santa Rita - Whetstone
Linkage Design

Wildlife Corridor

San Xavier Indian Reservation

San Xavier Indian Reservation

Santa Rita - Tumacacori Linkage
Design

Wildlife Corridor

1A

SR
SC

CCA

SR

S

S

1C

S

1A

S

1B
1A

S

S

1A

S

1B
1B

1B
LE

1A

Santa Rita Mountains IBA
Tadarida brasiliensis

Brazilian Free-tailed Bat
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Special Status Species and Special Areas Documented within 3 Miles of Project Vicinity
Scientific Name

Common Name

Terrapene ornata luteola

Desert Box Turtle

Tumamoca macdougalii

Tumamoc Globeberry

FWS

USFS

BLM

NPL

S
S

S

SGCN
1A

SR

Note: Status code definitions can be found at https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/planning/wildlifeguidelines/statusdefinitions/
.
Species of Greatest Conservation Need
Predicted within Project Vicinity based on Predicted Range Models
Scientific Name

Common Name

FWS

USFS

Agosia chrysogaster

Longfin Dace

Aix sponsa

Wood Duck

Amazilia violiceps

Violet-crowned Hummingbird

S

Ammodramus savannarum
ammolegus

Arizona grasshopper sparrow

S

Ammodramus savannarum
perpallidus

Western Grasshopper Sparrow

1B

Ammospermophilus harrisii

Harris' Antelope Squirrel

1B

Anthus spragueii

Sprague's Pipit

Antrostomus ridgwayi

Buff-collared Nightjar

Aquila chrysaetos

Golden Eagle

Aspidoscelis stictogramma

Giant Spotted Whiptail

SC

S

Athene cunicularia hypugaea

Western Burrowing Owl

SC

S

Botaurus lentiginosus

American Bittern

Buteo regalis

Ferruginous Hawk

SC

Catostomus clarkii

Desert Sucker

SC

Chilomeniscus stramineus

Variable Sandsnake

1B

Chordeiles minor

Common Nighthawk

1B

Coccyzus americanus

Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Western DPS)

Colaptes chrysoides

Gilded Flicker

Coluber bilineatus

Sonoran Whipsnake

SC

BLM
S

NPL

SGCN
1B
1B
1B

S

SC

1A
S

1B
S

1B
1B

S

1B
1B

LT

S

S

1B

S

1B

S

1A
S

Corynorhinus townsendii pallescens Pale Townsend's Big-eared Bat

1B

1B
1B

SC

S

S

Craugastor augusti cactorum

Western Barking Frog

Crotalus cerberus

Arizona Black Rattlesnake

1B

Crotalus lepidus klauberi

Banded Rock Rattlesnake

1A

Crotalus tigris

Tiger Rattlesnake

1B

Crotaphytus nebrius

Sonoran Collared Lizard

1B

Cynanthus latirostris

Broad-billed Hummingbird

Cynomys ludovicianus

Black-tailed Prairie Dog

Cyprinodon macularius

Desert Pupfish

Dipodomys spectabilis

Banner-tailed Kangaroo Rat

Empidonax traillii extimus

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher
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Species of Greatest Conservation Need
Predicted within Project Vicinity based on Predicted Range Models
Scientific Name

Common Name

FWS

USFS

BLM

Euderma maculatum

Spotted Bat

SC

S

S

1B

Eumops perotis californicus

Greater Western Bonneted Bat

SC

S

1B

Falco peregrinus anatum

American Peregrine Falcon

SC

S

1A

Gila intermedia

Gila Chub

LE

Glaucidium brasilianum cactorum

Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-owl

SC

Glaucidium gnoma gnoma

Mountain Pygmy-owl

Gopherus morafkai

Sonoran Desert Tortoise

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Bald Eagle

Heloderma suspectum

Gila Monster

1A

Hypsiglena sp. nov.

Hooded Nightsnake

1B

Incilius alvarius

Sonoran Desert Toad

1B

S

NPL

SGCN

1A
S

S

1B
1B

CCA

S

S

1A

SC

S

S

1A

Kinosternon sonoriense sonoriense Desert Mud Turtle

S

1B

Lampornis clemenciae

Blue-throated Hummingbird

1B

Lasiurus blossevillii

Western Red Bat

S

1B

Lasiurus xanthinus

Western Yellow Bat

S

1B

Leopardus pardalis

Ocelot

LE

1A

Leptonycteris curasoae
yerbabuenae

Lesser Long-nosed Bat

LE

1A

Lepus alleni

Antelope Jackrabbit

Lithobates chiricahuensis

Chiricahua Leopard Frog

LT

Lithobates tarahumarae

Tarahumara Frog

SC

S

Lithobates yavapaiensis

Lowland Leopard Frog

SC

S

Macrotus californicus

California Leaf-nosed Bat

SC

Melanerpes uropygialis

Gila Woodpecker

Meleagris gallopavo mexicana

Gould's Turkey

Melospiza lincolnii

Lincoln's Sparrow

Melozone aberti

Abert's Towhee

Micruroides euryxanthus

Sonoran Coralsnake

1B

Myiarchus tuberculifer

Dusky-capped Flycatcher

1B

Myiodynastes luteiventris

Sulphur-bellied Flycatcher

Myotis occultus

Arizona Myotis

SC

S

1B

Myotis velifer

Cave Myotis

SC

S

1B

Myotis yumanensis

Yuma Myotis

SC

Notiosorex cockrumi

Cockrum's Desert Shrew

1B

Nyctinomops femorosaccus

Pocketed Free-tailed Bat

1B

Odocoileus virginianus

White-tailed Deer

1B

Panthera onca

Jaguar

Passerculus sandwichensis

Savannah Sparrow

1B

Perognathus amplus

Arizona Pocket Mouse

1B

1B
1A
S

1A

S

1B
1B

S

1B
1B

S

1B

S

LE
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Species of Greatest Conservation Need
Predicted within Project Vicinity based on Predicted Range Models
Scientific Name

Common Name

FWS

USFS

BLM

NPL

Peucaea botterii arizonae

Arizona Botteri's Sparrow

Peucaea carpalis

Rufous-winged Sparrow

1B

Phrynosoma solare

Regal Horned Lizard

1B

Phyllorhynchus browni

Saddled Leaf-nosed Snake

1B

Picoides arizonae

Arizona Woodpecker

Poeciliopsis occidentalis
occidentalis

Gila Topminnow

Progne subis hesperia

Desert Purple Martin

Sceloporus slevini

Slevin's Bunchgrass Lizard

S

Senticolis triaspis

Green Ratsnake

S

Setophaga petechia

Yellow Warbler

1B

Sialia sialis fulva

Azure Bluebird

1B

Sonorella eremita

San Xavier Talussnail

Sonorella papagorum

Black Mountain Talussnail

Strix occidentalis lucida

Mexican Spotted Owl

Tadarida brasiliensis

Brazilian Free-tailed Bat

Tantilla wilcoxi

Chihuahuan Black-headed Snake

S

1B

Tantilla yaquia

Yaqui Black-headed Snake

S

1B

Terrapene ornata

Ornate Box Turtle

Thamnophis eques megalops

Northern Mexican Gartersnake

Thomomys umbrinus intermedius

Southern Pocket Gopher

1B

Troglodytes pacificus

Pacific Wren

1B

Vireo bellii arizonae

Arizona Bell's Vireo

1B

Vulpes macrotis

Kit Fox

S

SGCN
1B

S

1B

LE

1A
S

1B

S

1B
1B

CCA

1A
1B

LT

1A
1B

1A
LT

S

1A

No
Status

1B

Species of Economic and Recreation Importance Predicted within Project Vicinity
Scientific Name

Common Name

Callipepla gambelii

Gambel's Quail

Callipepla squamata

Scaled Quail

1C

Cyrtonyx montezumae

Montezuma Quail

1C

Odocoileus hemionus

Mule Deer

Odocoileus virginianus

White-tailed Deer

1B

Patagioenas fasciata

Band-tailed Pigeon

1C

Pecari tajacu

Javelina

Puma concolor

Mountain Lion

Zenaida asiatica

White-winged Dove

Zenaida macroura

Mourning Dove
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Project Type: Transportation & Infrastructure, New roadway facilities, Roadway rest areas, emergency pull offs,
run away truck ramps, cinder storage, additional storage or maintenance areas
Project Type Recommendations:
Fence recommendations will be dependant upon the goals of the fence project and the wildlife species expected to be
impacted by the project. General guidelines for ensuring wildlife-friendly fences include: barbless wire on the top and
bottom with the maximum fence height 42", minimum height for bottom 16". Modifications to this design may be
considered for fencing anticipated to be routinely encountered by elk, bighorn sheep or pronghorn (e.g., Pronghorn
fencing would require 18" minimum height on the bottom). Please refer to the Department's Fencing Guidelines located
on Wildlife Friendly Guidelines page, which is part of the WIldlife Planning button at
https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/planning/wildlifeguidelines/.
During the planning stages of your project, please consider the local or regional needs of wildlife in regards to movement,
connectivity, and access to habitat needs. Loss of this permeability prevents wildlife from accessing resources, finding
mates, reduces gene flow, prevents wildlife from re-colonizing areas where local extirpations may have occurred, and
ultimately prevents wildlife from contributing to ecosystem functions, such as pollination, seed dispersal, control of prey
numbers, and resistance to invasive species. In many cases, streams and washes provide natural movement corridors
for wildlife and should be maintained in their natural state. Uplands also support a large diversity of species, and should
be contained within important wildlife movement corridors. In addition, maintaining biodiversity and ecosystem functions
can be facilitated through improving designs of structures, fences, roadways, and culverts to promote passage for a
variety of wildlife. Guidelines for many of these can be found
at: https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/planning/wildlifeguidelines/.
Consider impacts of outdoor lighting on wildlife and develop measures or alternatives that can be taken to increase
human safety while minimizing potential impacts to wildlife. Conduct wildlife surveys to determine species within project
area, and evaluate proposed activities based on species biology and natural history to determine if artificial lighting may
disrupt behavior patterns or habitat use. Use only the minimum amount of light needed for safety. Narrow spectrum bulbs
should be used as often as possible to lower the range of species affected by lighting. All lighting should be shielded,
canted, or cut to ensure that light reaches only areas needing illumination.
Minimize potential introduction or spread of exotic invasive species. Invasive species can be plants, animals (exotic
snails), and other organisms (e.g., microbes), which may cause alteration to ecological functions or compete with or prey
upon native species and can cause social impacts (e.g., livestock forage reduction, increase wildfire risk). The terms
noxious weed or invasive plants are often used interchangeably. Precautions should be taken to wash all equipment
utilized in the project activities before leaving the site. Arizona has noxious weed regulations (Arizona Revised Statutes,
Rules R3-4-244 and R3-4-245). See Arizona Department of Agriculture website for restricted plants,
https://agriculture.az.gov/. Additionally, the U.S. Department of Agriculture has information regarding pest and invasive
plant control methods including: pesticide, herbicide, biological control agents, and mechanical control,
http://www.usda.gov/wps/portal/usdahome. The Department regulates the importation, purchasing, and transportation of
wildlife and fish (Restricted Live Wildlife), please refer to the hunting regulations for further
information https://www.azgfd.com/hunting/regulations.
Follow manufacturer's recommended application guidelines for all chemical treatments. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Region 2, Environmental Contaminants Program has a reference document that serves as their regional
pesticide recommendations for protecting wildlife and fisheries resources, titled "Recommended Protection Measures for
Pesticide Applications in Region 2 of the USFWS",
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/arizona/Documents/ECReports/RPMPA_2007.pdf. The Department recommends that
direct or indirect impacts to sensitive species and their forage base from the application of chemical pesticides or
herbicides be considered carefully.
Based on the project type entered, coordination with the Environmental Protection Agency may be required
(http://www.epa.gov/).
Based on the project type entered, coordination with State Historic Preservation Office may be required
(http://azstateparks.com/SHPO/index.html).
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Design culverts to minimize impacts to channel geometry, or design channel geometry (low flow, overbank, floodplains)
and substrates to carry expected discharge using local drainages of appropriate size as templates. Reduce/minimize
barriers to allow movement of amphibians or fish (e.g., eliminate falls). Also for terrestrial wildlife, washes and stream
corridors often provide important corridors for movement. Overall culvert width, height, and length should be optimized
for movement of the greatest number and diversity of species expected to utilize the passage. Culvert designs should
consider moisture, light, and noise, while providing clear views at both ends to maximize utilization. For many species,
fencing is an important design feature that can be utilized with culverts to funnel wildlife into these areas and minimize
the potential for roadway collisions. Guidelines for culvert designs to facilitate wildlife passage can be found on the home
page of this application at https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/planning/wildlifeguidelines/.
Based on the project type entered, coordination with Arizona Department of Environmental Quality may be required
(http://www.azdeq.gov/).
Based on the project type entered, coordination with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers may be required
(http://www.usace.army.mil/)
Based on the project type entered, coordination with County Flood Control district(s) may be required.
Project Location and/or Species Recommendations:
HDMS records indicate that one or more native plants listed on the Arizona Native Plant Law and Antiquities Act have
been documented within the vicinity of your project area. Please contact:
Arizona Department of Agriculture
1688 W Adams St.
Phoenix, AZ 85007
Phone: 602.542.4373
https://agriculture.az.gov/environmental-services/np1
HDMS records indicate that one or more listed, proposed, or candidate species or Critical Habitat (Designated or
Proposed) have been documented in the vicinity of your project. The Endangered Species Act (ESA) gives the US Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) regulatory authority over all federally listed species. Please contact USFWS Ecological
Services Offices at http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/arizona/ or:
Phoenix Main Office
2321 W. Royal Palm Rd, Suite 103
Phoenix, AZ 85021
Phone: 602-242-0210
Fax: 602-242-2513

Tucson Sub-Office
201 N. Bonita Suite 141
Tucson, AZ 85745
Phone: 520-670-6144
Fax: 520-670-6155

Flagstaff Sub-Office
SW Forest Science Complex
2500 S. Pine Knoll Dr.
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
Phone: 928-556-2157
Fax: 928-556-2121

HDMS records indicate that Western Burrowing Owls have been documented within the vicinity of your project area.
Please review the western burrowing owl resource page at:
https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/speciesofgreatestconservneed/burrowingowlmanagement/.
HDMS records indicate that Sonoran Desert Tortoise have been documented within the vicinity of your project area.
Please review the Tortoise Handling Guidelines found at: https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/nongamemanagement/tortoise/
The analysis has detected one or more Important Bird Areas within your project vicinity. Please see
http://aziba.org/?page_id=38 for details about the Important Bird Area(s) identified in the report.
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Analysis indicates that your project is located in the vicinity of an identified wildlife habitat linkage corridor. Project
planning and implementation efforts should focus on maintaining adequate opportunities for wildlife permeability. For
information pertaining to the linkage assessment and wildlife species that may be affected, please refer to:
http://www.corridordesign.org/arizona. Please contact your local Arizona Game and Fish Department Regional Office for
specific project recommendations: https://www.azgfd.com/Agency/Offices.
Tribal Lands are within the vicinity of your project area and may require further coordination. Please contact:
Tohono O'odham Nation
PO Box 837
Sells, AZ 85634
(520) 383-2028
(520) 383-3379 (fax)
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