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I .  Introduct ion  

A. Project Description 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), acting as the lead federal agency, with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation (ADOT) participating as joint lead agency, are proposing to construct a grade separated bridge 
crossing where State Route (SR) 347 intersects the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR). The project is scheduled to 
complete final design in 2015 and begin the first phase of construction in late 2015 or early 2016. 

The project will be constructed in three phases. The first phase involves the relocation/reconstruction of the 
Amtrak Maricopa Station to a site owned by the City of Maricopa approximately 0.75 mile northwest of the 
SR 347/UPRR intersection along Garvey Avenue. Phase II of construction will address the needed arterial 
roadway improvements north of the UPRR by consolidating two adjacent intersections (Honeycutt Road and the 
Maricopa-Casa Grande Highway [MCGH]) into a single intersection. The third phase will realign SR 347 to the 
east, construct a one-way Connector Road between the realigned SR 347 and MCGH, close the existing at-grade 
crossing of the UPRR, provide a new SR 347 grade-separated crossing over the UPRR tracks, and construct 
additional arterial improvements to maintain access to residences and businesses and ensure efficient traffic 
movements at the new crossing. 

B. Summary of the Environmental Assessment 

The Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) was approved by FHWA on October 31, 2014. ADOT held a public 
hearing for the project on December 3, 2014, at the Maricopa Unified School District Board Room, 44150 West 
Maricopa-Casa Grande Highway in Maricopa, Arizona, to receive public comment.  

The DEA was available for review at the following locations: Maricopa City Hall, Maricopa Library, ADOT 
Environmental Planning Group office, and Ak-Chin Indian Community Library. An electronic copy of the DEA was 
available for review on the ADOT website at http://azdot.gov/business/environmental-planning/public-
announcements/recently-approved-environmental-assessments.  

The 30 (thirty) day public comment period for the DEA began on November 18, 2014, and ended on December 
18, 2014. Comments were received through written comment sheets at the public hearing, letters, emails, study 
website, and comments transcribed by the court reporter at the public hearing. All of the comments received 
during the 30 (thirty) day public comment period and responses to those comments are compiled in Table 1.  

This Final Environmental Assessment (FEA) is intended to be used in conjunction with the DEA and includes any 
additional information or revisions to the DEA, where necessary. This FEA also includes the list of mitigation 
measures to be incorporated in the final design specifications, errata from the DEA, public involvement 
information and public hearing transcripts (Appendix A). With the completion of this FEA and the issuance of a 
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) by FHWA, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements 
for this project will be met.  

C. Selected Alternative 

A total of ten alternatives (Alternatives A, B, C, D, E, F2, F3, F5, G, and H) were considered for the project. Three 
alternatives (Alternatives E, F2, and H) were recommended for further evaluation. Of the three alternatives 
recommended to be carried forward for further evaluation, several business owners commented that 
Alternative H provided more accessibility compared to Alternatives E and F2. Refinement and additional 
assessment of Alternatives E, F2, and H were conducted. With this refinement it was found that both 

http://azdot.gov/business/environmental-planning/public-announcements/recently-approved-environmental-assessments
http://azdot.gov/business/environmental-planning/public-announcements/recently-approved-environmental-assessments
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alternatives E and F2 would result in constructability issues and would fail to operate at acceptable levels during 
peak times, so both alternatives were eliminated from further study. In addition, based on traffic operations, 
earthwork, and preliminary cost estimates, only one build alternative—Alternative H—and the No Build 
Alternative were carried forward for detailed analysis in the DEA.  

Improvements are needed to alleviate current and future operational delays on SR347 and to address 
congestion created by the roadway’s at-grade separation with the UPRR tracks. Alternative H will meet the 
project’s Purpose and Need by accommodating existing and projected local and regional travel demands, 
providing a level of service for roadway capacity that meets ADOT goals for a state highway through 2040, and 
conforming to local and regional plans. The No Build Alternative was evaluated to provide a basis for impact 
comparison but failed to meet the project’s Purpose and Need because it would not result in a grade separated 
crossing of the railroad tracks that would resolve the current and future operational deficiencies of SR 347. 
Based on the results of the engineering studies, the environmental analyses, and the comments received on the 
DEA and during the public hearing, Alternative H is identified as the Selected Alternative.  
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I I .  Mit igat ion  Measures  

Mitigation measures have been defined to avoid or minimize the environmental impacts of the project. Global 
changes have been made to the mitigation measures from the DEA. References to “would” in connection with 
the Selected Alternative have been changed to “will.” In addition, all references to “would” in connection with 
the contractor’s responsibilities have been changed to “shall.” All of the following mitigation measures apply 
and will be implemented during all phases of construction. The mitigation measures listed below supersede the 
mitigation measures from the DEA and are not subject to change without prior written approval from FHWA. 

Design Responsibilities 

 The Arizona Department of Transportation will perform any right-of-way acquisition in accordance with 
49 Code of Federal Regulations 24 and the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970 (Refer to DEA pages 61 and 72). 

 Prior to construction, the Project Engineer will contact the Ak-Chin Indian Community Cultural Resource 
Specialist (Caroline Antone at 520.568.1372) to arrange for the temporary removal of the roadside 
memorial if so desired by the family that maintains it. If arrangements cannot be made, the site will be 
flagged by a qualified Archaeologist and avoided during construction (Refer to DEA page 81). 

 During final design, the project manager will contact the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Environmental Planning Group Noise Coordinator (602.712.6161 or 602.712.7767) to arrange for 
qualified personnel to review and update the noise analysis (Refer to DEA 117). 

 During final design, the Arizona Department of Transportation Project Manager will coordinate 
relocation of utilities with the affected utility companies and residents where necessary. If service 
disruption will be required for utility relocation, the Arizona Department of Transportation will 
coordinate with the utility companies to ensure customers are notified prior to service disruption (Refer 
to DEA page 121). 

 The City of Maricopa Floodplain Manager at 520.316.6951 and the Pinal County Floodplain Manager at 
520.509.3555 will be provided an opportunity to review and comment on the design plans (Refer to DEA 
page 131). 

 All disturbed soils not paved that will not be landscaped or otherwise permanently stabilized by 
construction will be seeded using species native to the project vicinity (Refer to DEA page 136). 

 Relocation of burrowing owls will be added to the contract documents as a pay item (Refer to DEA 
page 140).  

 During final design, the Arizona Department of Transportation Project Manager will contact the 
Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator (602.920.3882 or 602.712.7767) to 
arrange for a follow-up assessment (Preliminary Site Investigations - Phase I, II, and/or III) at the high-
risk sites and moderate-risk sites to determine specific locations and severity of impacts on the design 
and construction of the project (Refer to DEA page 149). 

 The Arizona Department of Transportation Project Manager will contact the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Environmental Planning Group (602.712.7767 or the respective Environmental Planner 
for the project) 30 (thirty) days prior to bid advertisement to verify that the environmental clearance is 
still valid. 
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City of Maricopa Responsibilities 

 The City of Maricopa shall perform any right-of-way acquisition involved with Phase 1 in accordance 
with 49 CFR 24 and the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 
(Refer to DEA pages 61 and 72). 

 Prior to final design of Phase 1, the City of Maricopa Project Manager shall contact the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Noise Coordinator (602.712.6161 or 
602.712.7767) to arrange for qualified personnel to review the project design plans and determine the 
need for additional noise analysis. If additional noise analysis is warranted, the City of Maricopa shall be 
responsible for preparing and submitting a noise analysis to the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Environmental Planning Group Noise Coordinator (Refer to DEA page 117). 

 If tree or shrub removal will occur from February 15 through August 31, the City of Maricopa shall 
contact the Department Environmental Planning Group Biologist (602.712.8635 or 602.712.7767) at 
least 14 days prior to tree pruning or removal activities to arrange for a Biologist experienced in bird 
surveys to conduct a bird nest search of all trees that will be removed. The bird nest search shall be 
conducted within 10 days prior to tree or shrub removal and will include a search for visible nests as well 
as observation of the trees to determine the potential presence of cavity nests (Refer to DEA page 140). 

 Prior to advertising for construction for Phase 1, the City of Maricopa Project Manager shall contact the 
Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator 
(602.920.3882 or 602.712.7767) to arrange for the Preliminary Initial Site Assessment to be updated. If 
additional assessment is warranted, the City of Maricopa shall be responsible for preparing and 
submitting the appropriate documentation to the Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental 
Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator (Refer to DEA page 149). 

 Prior to final design of Phase 1, the City of Maricopa shall provide the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Environmental Planning Group Environmental Planner (602.712.7973 or 602.712.7767) a 
copy of the project design plans to determine the need for an Environmental Assessment Re-evaluation. 
If a Re-evaluation is warranted, the City of Maricopa shall be responsible for preparing and submitting 
the Re-evaluation to the Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group 
Environmental Planner. 

Tucson District Responsibilities 

 Access to adjacent businesses and residences will be maintained throughout construction (Refer to DEA 
pages 61 and 72). 

 Prior to construction, the Project Engineer will contact the Ak-Chin Indian Community Cultural Resource 
Specialist (Caroline Antone at 520.568.1372) to arrange for the temporary removal of the roadside 
memorial if so desired by the family that maintains it. If arrangements cannot be made, the site will be 
flagged and avoided during construction (Refer to DEA page 81). 

 The Engineer will review and approve the contractor’s Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, Notice of 
Intent, and Notice of Termination prior to submission of the Notice of Intent and Notice of Termination 
to the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (Refer to DEA page 131). 
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Tucson District Responsibilities (continued) 

 At least 21 days prior to construction or any preconstruction ground disturbing activities, the Engineer 
will contact the Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Biologist 
(602.712.8635 or 602.712.7767) to arrange for a qualified Biologist to present an environmental 
awareness program to all personnel who will be on-site, including, but not limited to, contractors, 
contractors’ employees, supervisors, inspectors, and subcontractors. This program will contain 
information concerning the western burrowing owl, its occurrence in the study area, and procedures to 
be implemented in case of western burrowing owl encounters (Refer to DEA page 140). 

 If any burrowing owls are located in the work area, no construction activities will take place within 
100 feet of any active burrow until the owls have been relocated (Refer to DEA page 141). 

 If burrowing owls or active burrows are located in the work area, the Engineer will contact the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Biologist (602.712.8635 or 602.712.7767) 
to arrange for a qualified Biologist to evaluate the situation. The Engineer and qualified Biologist will 
determine whether the owls can be avoided or if a Biologist holding a permit from the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service is needed to relocate burrowing owls from the project area (Refer to DEA page 141). 

 If tree or shrub removal will occur from February 15 through August 31, the Engineer will contact the 
Department Environmental Planning Group Biologist (602.712.8635 or 602.712.7767) at least 14 days 
prior to tree pruning or removal activities to arrange for a Biologist experienced in bird surveys to 
conduct a bird nest search of all trees that will be removed. The bird nest search will be conducted 
within 10 days prior to tree or shrub removal and will include a search for visible nests as well as 
observation of the trees to determine the potential presence of cavity nests (Refer to DEA page 141). 

 If regulated amounts of asbestos are found, no demolition or removal of load-bearing concrete will 
occur until the Asbestos Removal and Disposal Plan is approved and implemented (Refer to DEA 
page 149).  

 If asbestos-containing material is identified, the Engineer , in association with the contractor, will 
complete the National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants documentation and submit it to 
the Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials 
Coordinator (602.920.3882 or 602.712.7767) for review 5 (five) working days prior to being submitted to 
the regulatory agency (Refer to DEA page 149).  

 If lead-based paint is found on any surfaces that will be disturbed during construction, an approved 
contractor will develop and implement a lead-based paint abatement plan for the removal of the lead 
based paint, Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure testing of the generated waste stream, and 
proper disposal of the waste stream derived from the removal of the lead-based paint within the project 
limits. The contractor will follow all applicable local, state and federal codes and regulations related to 
the treatment and handling of lead-based paint (Refer to DEA page 150).  

 If lead-based paint is found, the contractor will submit a lead-based paint removal and disposal plan for 
the removal of lead-based paint within the project limits to the Engineer for review and approval at least 
10 working days prior to disturbing the painted surface (Refer to DEA page 150).  

 If lead-based paint is found, no disturbance of the lead-based paint will occur until the lead-based paint 
abatement plan is approved by the Department Hazardous Material Coordinator and implemented 
(Refer to DEA page 150).  



 

 

Final Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) Evaluation March 2015 
SR 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 6 
347-A(204)T; 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

Roadside Development Responsibilities 

 Protected native plants within the project limits will be impacted by this project; therefore, the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Roadside Development Section will determine if Arizona Department of 
Agriculture notification is needed. If notification is needed, the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Roadside Development Section will send the notification at least 60 (sixty) calendar days prior to the 
start of construction (Refer to DEA page 136). 

 The Arizona Department of Transportation Roadside Development Section will provide special 
provisions for the control of noxious and invasive plant species during construction that may require 
treatment and control within the project limits. The Arizona Department of Transportation Roadside 
Development Section will review and approve or reject the Noxious and Invasive Plant Species 
Treatment and Control Plan prepared by the contractor and submitted to the Engineer as required in 
the specifications within 10 (ten) working days of receipt. Once approved the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Roadside Development Section will return the plan to the Engineer (Refer to DEA 
page 136). 

Environmental Planning Group Responsibilities 

 The Environmental Planning Group will test for asbestos prior to the start of construction activities on 
any structures to be demolished or modified. If asbestos-containing materials are found, no activities 
associated with the demolition or removal of asbestos-containing materials will be allowed to occur 
until the Asbestos Removal and Disposal Plan is approved by the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator (Refer to DEA page 150). 

 During final design, Environmental Planning Group will test for lead-based paint prior to the start of 
construction activities on any painted surfaces (Refer to DEA page 150).  

Contractor’s Responsibilities 

 Access to adjacent businesses and residences shall be maintained throughout construction (Refer to DEA 
page 61 and 72). 

 If the roadside memorial is not relocated during construction, the contractor shall contact the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Historic Preservation Team (602.712.8636 or 602.712.7767) at least 
10 (ten) business days prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities to arrange for a qualified 
Archaeologist to flag avoidance areas (Refer to DEA page 81).  

 If flagging is required, the contractor shall avoid all flagged and/or otherwise designated sensitive 
resource areas within or adjacent to the study area (Refer to DEA page 81). 

 If previously unidentified cultural resources are encountered during activity related to the construction 
of the project, the contractor shall stop work immediately at that location notify the Engineer and shall 
take all reasonable steps to secure the preservation of those resources. The Engineer shall contact the 
Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group, Historic Preservation Team, 
(602.712.8636 or 602.712.7767) immediately, and make arrangements for proper treatment of those 
resources (Refer to DEA page 81). 

 The contractor shall comply with all local air quality and dust control rules, regulations and ordinances 
which apply to any work performed pursuant to the contract (Refer to DEA page 106). 

 The contractor shall develop a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, Notice of Intent, and Notice of 
Termination, and submit it to the Engineer for approval (Refer to DEA page 132). 
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Contractor’s Responsibilities (continued) 

 The contractor, upon approval from the Engineer, shall submit the Stormwater Pollution Prevention 
Plan, Notice of Intent, and Notice of Termination to the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
(Refer to DEA page 132). 

 The contractor shall develop a Noxious and Invasive Plant Species Treatment and Control Plan in 
accordance with the requirements in the contract documents. Plants to be controlled shall include those 
listed in the State and Federal Noxious Weed and the State Invasive Species list in accordance with State 
and Federal Laws and Executive Orders. The plan and associated treatments shall include all areas within 
the project right of way and easements as shown on the project plans. The treatment and control plan 
shall be submitted to the Arizona Department of Transportation Roadside Development Section for 
review and approval prior to implementation by the contractor (Refer to DEA page 136). 

 Prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities, the contractor shall arrange for and perform the control 
of noxious and invasive species in the project area (Refer to DEA page 137). 

 To prevent the introduction of invasive species seeds, the contractor shall inspect all earthmoving and 
hauling equipment at the equipment storage facility and the equipment shall be washed prior to 
entering the construction site (Refer to DEA page 137). 

 To prevent invasive species seeds from leaving the site, the contractor shall inspect all construction 
equipment and remove all attached plant/vegetation and soil/mud debris prior to leaving the 
construction site (Refer to DEA page 137). 

 All disturbed soils not paved that shall not be landscaped or otherwise permanently stabilized by 
construction shall be seeded using species native to the project vicinity (Refer to DEA page 137). 

 No construction work, including ground disturbing activities, shall begin prior to presentation of the 
environmental awareness program to all personnel who shall be on-site, including, but not limited to, 
contractors, contractors’ employees, supervisors, inspectors, and subcontractors working at project 
locations (Refer to DEA page 141). 

 The contractor shall employ a Biologist to complete a pre-construction survey for burrowing owls 
96 hours prior to any construction in all suitable habitats that shall be disturbed. The Biologist shall 
possess a burrowing owl survey protocol training certificate issued by the Arizona Game and Fish 
Department. Upon completion of the surveys, the Biologist shall contact the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Biologist at (602.712.8635 or 602.712.7767) to provide survey results (Refer to DEA 
page 141). 

 If any burrowing owls or active burrows are identified in the work area, the contractor shall stop work 
immediately at that location and immediately notify the Engineer. No construction activities shall take 
place within 100 feet of any active burrow. If owls cannot be avoided, the contractor shall employ a 
Biologist holding a permit from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to relocate burrowing owls from the 
project area, as appropriate (Refer to DEA page 142). 

 If asbestos-containing material is identified, no demolition of existing building or structures shall occur 
until the Asbestos Removal and Disposal Plan is approved by the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator and implemented (Refer to DEA 
page 151).   
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Contractor’s Responsibilities (continued) 

 If lead-based paint is identified, the contractor shall submit a Lead-Based Paint Removal and Abatement 
Plan for the removal or demolition of any buildings or structures within the project limits to the Engineer 
and the Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials 
Coordinator (602.920.3882 or 602.712.7767) for review and approval at least 10 (ten) working days prior 
to demolition activities (Refer to DEA page 151). 

 If lead-based paint is identified, no demolition of buildings or structures shall occur until the Lead-Based 
Paint Removal and Abatement Plan is approved by the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator and implemented (Refer to DEA 
page 152). 

 If suspected hazardous materials are encountered during construction, work shall cease at that location 
and the Engineer shall be notified. The Engineer shall contact the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator (602.920.3882 or 602.712.7767) 
immediately, and make arrangements for assessment, treatment, and disposal of those materials (Refer 
to DEA page 152). 

Standard Specifications included as Mitigation Measures 

 According to Arizona Department of Transportation’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge 
Construction, Section 104 Scope of Work, Subsection 08 Prevention of Air and Noise Pollution (2008), 
“the contractor shall control, reduce, remove or prevent air pollution in all its forms, including air 
contaminants, in the performance of the contractor’s work. The contractor shall comply with applicable 
requirements of Arizona Revised Statutes Section 49-401 et seq. (Air Quality) and with the Arizona 
Administrative Code, Title 18, Chapter 2 (Air Pollution Control).” (Refer to DEA page 106). 

 According to Arizona Department of Transportation’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge 
Construction, Section 104.08 (2008), special provisions, and local rules or ordinances, including Arizona 
Administrative Code Title 18, Chapter 2 (Air Pollution Control),” the contractor shall comply with all air 
pollution ordinances, regulations, orders, etc., during construction. All dust-producing surfaces shall be 
watered or otherwise stabilized to reduce short-term impacts associated with an increase in particulate 
matter attributable to construction activity” (Refer to DEA page 106). 

 According to Arizona Department of Transportation’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge 
Construction, Section 104 Scope of Work, Subsection 08 Prevention of Air and Noise Pollution (2008), 
“the contractor shall comply with all local sound control and noise level rules, regulations and 
ordinances which apply to any work performed pursuant to the contract. Each internal combustion 
engine used for any purpose on the work or related to the work shall be equipped with a muffler of a 
type recommended by the manufacturer. No internal combustion engine shall be operated on the work 
without its muffler being in good working condition” (Refer to DEA page 118). 

 According to Arizona Department of Transportation’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge 
Construction, Section 810-1.02, Other-Pollutants Controls (2008), “the work shall include implementing 
controls to eliminate the discharge of pollutants, such as fuels, lubricants, bitumens, dust palliatives, raw 
sewage, wash water, and other harmful materials; into storm and other off-site waters. The work shall 
include the implementation of spill prevention and material management controls and practices to 
prevent the release or washoff of pollutants. These controls and practices shall be specified in the 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and shall include storage procedures for chemicals and 
construction materials, disposal and cleanup procedures, the Contractor’s plan for handling of potential 
pollutants, and other pollution prevention measures as required.” (Refer to DEA page 132). 
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Standard Specifications included as Mitigation Measures (continued) 

 The contractor shall control sedimentation associated with construction in compliance with erosion-
control measures stipulated in Arizona Department of Transportation’s Standard Specifications for Road 
and Bridge Construction (2008). Erosion associated with the removal of vegetation shall also be 
controlled in accordance with Arizona Department of Transportation’s Standard Specifications for Road 
and Bridge Construction (2008). (Refer to DEA page 132). 

 The work shall include implementing controls to eliminate the discharge of pollutants, such as fuels, 
lubricants, bitumens, dust palliatives, raw sewage, wash water, and other harmful materials; into storm 
and other off-site waters. The work shall include the implementation of spill prevention and material 
management controls and practices to prevent the release or washoff of pollutants. These controls and 
practices shall be specified in the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and shall include storage 
procedures for chemicals and construction materials, disposal and cleanup procedures, the contractor’s 
plan for handling of potential pollutants, and other pollution prevention measures as required. The 
contractor shall follow all applicable federal, state, and local codes and regulations, including Arizona 
Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction (2008 Edition), 
related to the discharge, handling, and disposal of pollutants. (Refer to DEA page 132). 

 If asbestos-containing material is identified, an approved contractor shall develop and implement an 
Asbestos Removal and Disposal Plan for the removal of the asbestos or asbestos-containing material 
from any building or structure being demolished. The plan shall be submitted to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation’s Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator (602.920.3882 or 
602.712.7767) and Engineer for review and approval at least 10 (ten) working days prior to 
implementation. A list of approved asbestos abatement contractors shall be attached to the special 
provisions. The contractor shall follow all applicable federal, state, and local codes and regulations, 
including Arizona Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge 
Construction (2008 Edition), related to the treatment, handling, and disposal of asbestos (Refer to DEA 
page 151). 

 If lead-based paint is identified, an approved contractor shall develop and implement a Lead-Based Paint 
Removal and Abatement Plan for the removal of the lead-based paint, Toxicity Characteristic Leaching 
Procedure testing of the generated waste stream, and proper disposal of the waste stream derived from 
the removal or demolition of buildings or structures within the project limits. The contractor shall follow 
all applicable federal, state, and local codes and regulations, including Arizona Department of 
Transportation’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction (2008 Edition), related to the 
treatment and handling of lead-based paint (Refer to DEA page 151). 

 According to Arizona Department of Transportation’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge 
Construction, Section 107.11, Protection and Restoration of Property and Landscape (2008), “materials 
removed during construction operations, such as trees, stumps, building materials, irrigation and 
drainage structures, broken concrete, and other similar materials, shall not be dumped on either private 
or public property unless the contractor has obtained written permission from the owner or public 
agency with jurisdiction over the land. Written permission shall not be required, however, when 
materials are disposed of at an operating, public dumping ground.” Excess waste material and 
construction debris shall be disposed of at sites supplied by the contractor, at a municipal landfill 
approved under Title D of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, at a construction debris landfill 
approved under Article 3 of the Arizona Revised Statutes 49-241 (Aquifer Protection Permit) 
administered by Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, or at an inert landfill (Refer to DEA 
page 153). 
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I I I .  Errat a  Fr om  Draft  Environmental  Assessment  

This section contains additions or alterations to the DEA to clarify, discuss further, or make text corrections. 
These changes are the result of public and agency comments and are provided below with reference to their 
page numbers from the DEA. Deleted text is identified with strikethrough (strikethrough), and new or 
substituted text appears in italics. Where applicable, the entire paragraph from the DEA has been included to 
provide context for the changes. 

The following global changes to the DEA text were made and are not shown in these errata: 

 “Proposed project” has been changed to “project” 

 “Build Alternative” and “Alternative H” have been changed to “Selected Alternative” 

 References to “would” with regard to the project and/or Selected Alternative have been changed to 
“will” 

 

 Mitigation Measures 

 Pages ix-xiv of DEA 

Design Responsibilities 

 The Arizona Department of Transportation would will perform any right-of-way acquisition in 
accordance with 49 Code of Federal Regulations 24 and the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (Refer to DEA pages 61 and 72). 

 Prior to construction, the project Engineer would will contact the Ak-Chin Indian Community cultural 
resource specialist (Caroline Antone at 520-568-1372) to arrange for the temporary removal of the 
roadside memorial if so desired by the family that maintains it. If arrangements cannot be made, the site 
would will be flagged and avoided during construction (Refer to DEA page 81). 

 During final design, the project manager would will contact the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Environmental Planning Group noise coordinator (602.712.8246 6161 or 602.712.7767) to arrange for 
qualified personnel to review and update the noise analysis (Refer to DEA page 117). 

 During final design, the Arizona Department of Transportation project manager would will coordinate 
relocation of utilities with the affected utility companies and residents where necessary. If service 
disruption will be required for utility relocation, the Arizona Department of Transportation would will 
coordinate with the utility companies to ensure customers are notified prior to service disruption (Refer 
to DEA page 121). 

 The City of Maricopa floodplain manager at 520.316.6951 and the Pinal County floodplain manager at 
520.509.3555 would will be provided an opportunity to review and comment on the design plans (Refer 
to DEA page 131). 

 All disturbed soils not paved that would will not be landscaped or otherwise permanently stabilized by 
construction would will be seeded using species native to the project vicinity (Refer to DEA page 136). 

 Relocation of burrowing owls would will be added to the contract documents as a pay item (Refer to 
DEA page 140).  
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Design Responsibilities (continued) 

 During final design, the Arizona Department of Transportation project manager would will contact the 
Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator (602.920.3882 or 602.712.7767) to 
arrange for a follow-up assessment (Preliminary Site Investigations - Phase I, II, and/or III) at the high-
risk sites and moderate-risk sites to determine specific locations and severity of impacts on the design 
and construction of the project (Refer to DEA page 149). 

 The Project Manager will contact the Environmental Planning Group (602.712.7767 or 602.712.7973) 
30 (thirty) days prior to bid advertisement to verify that the environmental clearance is still valid. 

 

City of Maricopa Responsibilities 

 The City of Maricopa would shall perform any right-of-way acquisition involved with Phase 1 in 
accordance with 49 CFR 24 and the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 
Act of 1970 (Refer to DEA pages 61 and 72). 

 Prior to final design of Phase 1, the City of Maricopa Project Manager would shall contact the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Noise Coordinator (Joe D’Onofrio at 
602.712.8246 6161 or 602.712.7767) to arrange for qualified personnel to review the project design 
plans and determine the need for additional noise analysis. If additional noise analysis is warranted, the 
City of Maricopa would shall be responsible for preparing and submitting a noise analysis to the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Noise Coordinator (Refer to DEA 
page 117). 

 If tree or shrub removal will occur from February 15 through August 31, the City of Maricopa would shall 
contact the Department Environmental Planning Group Biologist (602.712.8635 or 602.712.7767) at 
least 14 days prior to tree pruning or removal activities to arrange for a Biologist experienced in bird 
surveys to conduct a bird nest search of all trees that will be removed. The bird nest search would shall 
be conducted within 10 days prior to tree or shrub removal and will include a search for visible nests as 
well as observation of the trees to determine the potential presence of cavity nests (Refer to DEA 
page 140). 

 Prior to advertising for construction for Phase 1, the City of Maricopa Project Manager would shall 
contact the Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials 
Coordinator (Ed Green at 602.920.3882 or 602.712.7767) to arrange for the Preliminary Initial Site 
Assessment to be updated. If additional assessment is warranted, the City of Maricopa would shall be 
responsible for preparing and submitting the appropriate documentation to the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Environmental Planning Group Hazardous Materials Coordinator (Refer to DEA 
page 149). 

 The City of Maricopa would not begin final design of Phase 1 until the Final Environmental Assessment 
and Finding of No Significant Impact have been issued. 

 Prior to final design of Phase 1, the City of Maricopa would shall provide the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Environmental Planning Group Environmental Planner (Dan Gabiou at 602.712.70257973 
or 602.712.7767) a copy of the project design plans to determine the need for an Environmental 
Assessment Re-evaluation. If a Re-evaluation is warranted, the City of Maricopa would shall be 
responsible for preparing and submitting the Re-evaluation to the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Environmental Planning Group Environmental Planner. 
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C. Cultural Resources 

2. Environmental Consequences 

a.  Build Alternative 

 Page 80 of DEA 

FHWA has consulted with ADOT, the Arizona State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), UPRR, the Hopi Tribe, 
Pascua-Yaqui Tribe, Yavapai-Apache Nation, and the Ak-Chin Indian Community regarding the adequacy of the 
survey report, National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility determinations, and a “no adverse effect” 
determination of project effect. Concurrences on this consultation were received from SHPO on November 8, 
2013, and from the Hopi Tribe on November 15, 2013. This agency correspondence is included in Appendix E (of 
the DEA). Based on the findings provided above and the concurrence of consulting parties, no direct or indirect 
impacts on cultural resources are anticipated to occur as a result of implementing the Build Alternative. 

Since the original consultation, the protocol for consulting with the Four Southern Tribes (Ak-Chin Indian 
Community, Gila River Indian Community, Tohono O’odham Nation, and Salt River Pima Maricopa Indian 
Community) has changed. In 2013, the protocol was to consult with the tribe with the geographical lead for the 
project area. In this case, consultation with the Ak-Chin Indian Community was undertaken. However, since 2013, 
the protocol has changed to consult with all four tribes. As a result, additional consultation letters were mailed to 
the Tohono O’odham Nation and Salt River Pima Maricopa Indian Community on 01/23/2015 and hand delivered 
to the Gila River Indian Community on1/26/2015. The consultation period concluded on 02/27/2015. The Gila 
River Indian Community concurred on 01/29/2015 (Appendix B, Cultural Resources Consultation). There were no 
responses received from the Tohono O’odham Nation or Salt River Pima Maricopa Indian Community. 

O. Secondary and Cumulative Impacts 

2. Cumulative Impacts 

 Page 159 of DEA 

Past actions create the conditions that persist today within the study area. Current environmental 
considerations for this EA, which are detailed in Sections IV.A through IV.O, consider the recent completion of 
the following projects: 

 Double track of the UPRR  

 Construction of the Copper Sky Regional Park 

 Construction of the new City Hall and Police Administration center 

 Construction of Fire Station 575 

The following future actions are reasonably foreseeable within the geographic area of influence: 

 Construction of an additional UPRR track through the region of influence 

 Construction of retail centers through the SR 347 corridor within the city as identified in Figure 36 in the 
DEA 

 Construction of new housing units within the southern half of the city and north of SR 238 and west of 
the study area as identified in Figure 37 in the DEA 

 Construction of a new hotel east of SR 347 at approximately Hathaway Avenue 

 East-West Corridor construction 

 Extension of Edison Road to the north to connect with SR 238 and to the south to connect with Garvey 
Avenue 



 

 

Final Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) Evaluation March 2015 
SR 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 13 
347-A(204)T; 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

IV .  Publ ic  Comments  

Table 1, Draft Environmental Assessment Public Comment and Responses, represents all of the comments 
received in response to the DEA and the public hearing. The table lists the source of the comment (for example, 
email, letter, ADOT website, etc.), name or names of the people making the comment, the comment, and a brief 
response. Appendix A contains copies of all submitted comments. The comments are compiled in the same 
order as listed in Table 1. 

Several similar comments made in response to the DEA and at the public hearing include: 

A. Impacts to businesses (acquisitions and access) 

B. Impacts to local streets 

C. Noise impacts 

D. The need to accommodate bicycles and pedestrians 

E. Impact to the Baptist Church at the southern end of the project 

These specific topics are addressed below. 

Other concerns expressed included considering other plans for road improvements in the area, that trains are 
not an issue in the study area, a different new highway or improvements to SR 347 outside the project area 
should be built, and the safety of residents and construction dust. All comments are addressed in Table 1. 

A. Impacts to Businesses 

Business impact concerns included the acquisition of businesses to accommodate the roadway and access to 
businesses once constructed.  

The project will require the acquisition of 11 commercial properties to construct the Selected Alternative. 
Businesses operating from these commercial properties will either relocate or close. Based on the results of the 
business survey, relocation could take as long as 1 year to accomplish. Properties will be acquired at fair market 
value pursuant to the requirements of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 
Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-646; 49 CFR Part 24). Short-term minor to moderate negative effects on those 
businesses willing to relocate will include a potential temporary loss of income for the business owners and 
employees during the relocation. Customers who frequent these businesses also will experience short-term 
minor negative effects related to a temporary loss of services from their preferred provider. However, 
comparable services are provided by other similar business types within and around the city of Maricopa. For 
those businesses unwilling or unable to relocate, the acquisition of their property will potentially result in long-
term moderate negative effects on business owners and employees from the loss of income and on customers 
from the loss of services. 

Parking spaces from some businesses will also be required to accommodate local road improvements; however 
the majority of the parking spaces to be acquired will be at business locations that are also being acquired. For 
businesses that will remain and have impacts to parking, ADOT Right-of-Way will work with these businesses to 
identify appropriate solutions and compensation. 

The primary concern expressed regarding access to businesses was for the businesses located on the west side 
of existing SR 347 south of Hathaway Avenue. The comment stated that the Selected Alternative does not 
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currently allow for northbound traffic to turn left into the Shops at Maricopa Village which adversely affects the 
businesses in the center. 

Access to this business center will be re-evaluated during final design. One initial option would be to use the 
former SR 347 alignment to create a continuous parking lot that interconnects the business centers in that 
immediate area, similar to areas to the north along SR 347. This option would be a City of Maricopa decision and 
improvement. The widened SR 347 will more readily allow a U-turn to be executed at Hathaway Avenue 
compared to current conditions, and this ability to make a U-turn would facilitate access to the businesses for 
northbound traffic.   

B. Impacts to Local Roads 

Comments on impacts to the local roads included concerns about rerouting traffic to roads that are already 
congested particularly during peak hours. The project is not anticipated to generate traffic, but rather address 
existing and future traffic congestion. Changes in traffic flow will occur east of existing SR 347 where MCGH will 
be rerouted to Honeycutt Road. This alignment will provide 3 lanes of traffic (two northbound and one 
southbound). The project will improve the movement of vehicles along Honeycutt Road by allowing more 
efficient turning movements using a free-flow turn from Honeycutt Road onto northbound SR 347. SR 347 would 
also be wider than current conditions. For the businesses and residences that front on the existing MCGH, a 
portion of the MCGH alignment will be preserved as an access road. Ingress/egress from this area would be 
either on Maricopa Avenue or Burkett Avenue to the new alignment of MCGH. West of SR 347, Garvey Avenue 
would be rerouted to the north side of the proposed station to allow the train station and platform to be 
adjacent to the railroad tracks. Garvey Avenue would return to its existing alignment west of the train station, 
resulting in the Garvey Avenue alignment being extended by approximately 1,000 feet. Finally, west of SR 347 
and south of the UPRR, Honeycutt Avenue would be extended to the east to connect to the new SR 347 
alignment. 

The project is not anticipated to adversely affect traffic movement at Edison Road or Smith-Enke Road as the 
project will not induce traffic but will facilitate existing and future traffic movement. The removal of train delays 
will improve traffic flow within the project area during peak hours. 

C. Noise Impacts 

The concern of increased noise, particularly between MCGH and Honeycutt Road east of SR 347 was also 
expressed in the comments. Initial noise studies indicated that shifting SR 347 to the east would result in minor 
noise increases east of the existing SR 347 alignment. Based on the studies, noise levels are not expected to 
increase to levels that will require mitigation. Additional noise evaluations will be conducted based on the 
alignments produced during final design, which will include SR 347 and the local road improvements. If the noise 
abatement criteria are reached, options to mitigate noise will be evaluated.  

D. Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations 

Several comments voiced a need to accommodate pedestrians and bicycles with this project. Requests for 
separate pedestrian crossing and maintaining the at-grade crossing were also expressed. In agreement with 
UPRR, no at-grade crossings will be maintained once the new grade-separated crossing is constructed. The 
grade-separated crossing will include sidewalks and bike lanes on both sides of the roadway. The 
grade-separated crossing will meet Americans with Disabilities Act requirements so will be readily accessible for 
both pedestrians and bicycles. The bridge will be constructed and in operation before the at-grade crossing with 
the UPRR is closed. 
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E. Impacts to the Baptist Church 

Current design requires the acquisition of the Baptist Church at the southern end of the alignment. The project 
team will continue to evaluate options for avoiding the Baptist Church as design advances. 
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Table 1. Draft Environmental Assessment Public Comments and Responses 
# Comment 

Method and 
Type 

First Name Last Name Comment Response 

1 Email 

Congestion 
and other 
projects 

Lee and 
Barbra 

Murray Kudos for the very thorough presentation on the SR 347 - Union 
Pacific Railroad Crossing Upgrade Project in Maricopa on Dec 3, 
2014.  We agree that plan H is the best of the options 
presented.   

However, I saw no reference to other projects targeting the 
problems of projected traffic increases on SR 347 (present-
2040).  Intersections of SR 347 at the Fry’s Plaza entrance, at 
Edison and at Smith-Enke Road will become excessively 
overloaded.  The SR 347 - Union Pacific Railroad Crossing 
Upgrade Project should reference any projects (approved or 
anticipated) to bypass SR 347 problem intersections.  I 
understand that there is a project to connect the SR 238 to Casa 
Grande Highway.  I would hope the two projects would have 
some synergy.   

An increase in traffic congestion is anticipated to continue at the major 
intersections in the study area, regardless of this project. The purpose 
of this project is to improve the flow of traffic at numerous 
intersections while removing the congestion caused by train delays. 
This project is not anticipated to adversely affect the intersections at 
Edison or Smith-Enke because the project will not induce traffic but will 
facilitate the existing and future traffic movement. 

Future projects are considered in this study and other studies are 
identified in the first chapter, page 2 and in the Cumulative Impacts 
section (page 158). The DEA considered the East-West Corridor that 
would provide an east-west connection in Pinal County, and the 
modification of localized streets in Maricopa to connect Edison Road to 
SR 238. While the evaluation and traffic counts incorporated the Edison 
Road improvement, it was not listed in the Cumulative Impact section 
of the DEA and has been added in the FEA. 

2 Mail 

Business 
Impacts 

ROW 

Local Streets 

Need for 
project 

Don Pearce I am opposed to the recommended St RT 347 plan. These are my 
opposition reasons: 1) This plan requires destruction or 
interference with more than ten businesses, landmark buildings 
(including Maricopa Baptist Church) 2) It would require land 
purchases and rerouting of both Edwards Street- Honeycutt 
Road and Honeycutt Avenue to Maricopa-Casa Grande Hwy. 
Honeycutt road is overloaded as is. I suggests that the money 
budgeted be spent building a highway from Murphy Road to I-
10 with these suggestions. 1) They should move the AM station 
to the old gin property owned by the city and used for railroad 
changes now. It takes 15-20 minutes to change crews already, 
so this would require no traffic disruption. 2) There are only 
twelve freight crossings during the day for 3-5 minutes apiece. 
3) This plan would relieve state highway 347/Union pacific
congestion without the cost. As a tax paying resident of 
Maricopa for fifty-five years I believe the State route 347/union 
pacific railroad crossing should not be planned.  

Property acquisitions and impacts to businesses and land owners are 
addressed in of the DEA under Social and Economic Consideration 
Analysis on pages 50 -73.  

All new ROW property relocations and acquisitions that are needed in 
order to make improvement will be performed under the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 
1970. The project will improve the movement of vehicles along 
Honeycutt Road by facilitating turning movements more efficiently.  

A new highway is beyond the scope of this project but the 
recommendation has been noted. The Cotton Gin was a cultural 
resource site analyzed in the DEA and will be avoided. 

With regard to item 2 under your suggestions, UPRR anticipates adding 
one to two additional tracks which would increase the number of trains 
passing through town.  

The design team will continue to evaluate options to avoid the Baptist 
Church as design advances. 
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# Comment 
Method and 
Type 

First Name Last Name Comment Response 

3 Mail 

Other 
projects 

Marie Cruz All and well to get this done.  BUT!! What about 347 from 
Maricopa to I-10? When are they going to do something about 
that! The traffic is horrible when people are going to work. Now 
with all the nesters that are coming to copa it’s even worse. If 
you don’t live here or travel the road you guys have no concept 
of the traffic with one way on and out. You should all check into 
this problem before none of us will be able to travel without 
homes on the road/something have to be done.  

Your comment has been noted in the record. 

Improvements on SR 347 from Maricopa to I-10 are outside the scope 
of this study. 

4 Mail 

Need for 
project 

Charles Miller This overpass is so needed for our community. It will improve 
traffic flow especially during rush hour hours the school buses 
will benefit. It will reduce accidents it will improve business 
development in the community. It will certainly help emergency 
vehicles to be added to move through that area. There are 
businesses that will be temporally impacted in a negative way 
however in the long run they should benefit too. The town 
service is appreciated and it is hoped perhaps expanding.  

Your comment has been noted in the project record. 

5 Email 

Bicycles 

Robert Hamer BICYCLES 
Provisions should be made for bicycle traffic both through 
Maricopa and local bicycle travel around Maricopa. There 
should be bicycle lanes, 3 foot minimum, for both north and 
south traffic on the 347 overpass, and a “Bike/Pedestrian” path, 
minimum 6 foot, crossing the railroad tracks at grade level. 

The purpose of the bicycle lanes on 347 is to accommodate 
tours and other travelers passing through Maricopa. The grade 
level path crossing the railroad tracks is to provide a future 
“Bike/Pedestrian” path connecting Pacana Park and the Copper 
Sky Recreation Complex. 

The recommended alternative will include bicycle facilities consisting of 
a 17-foot shared-use lane (12-foot lane and a 5-foot bike lane). The 
bridge will be Americans with Disabilities Act compliant so will be 
accessible on a bicycle as well. Once constructed the UPRR will no 
longer allow at-grade crossings of the railroad tracks. No future at-
grade crossing will be provided.  

6 Mail 

Scope of 
work 

Safety 

Noise 

Grace Gomez State Route 347/ U.P. Railroad 
H. 
1 Are Maricopa Ave and Arizona Ave going to be widened? 
2 Paved? 
3 Going to get sidewalk? 
4 Street lights? 
5 gutter? 
I. 

No changes are planned for either Maricopa Avenue or Arizona Avenue. 
The need for noise re-evaluation and mitigation will be determined 
during final design. The primary cause of noise in the project area is due 
to train activity. Noise modeling performed indicated that increases in 
traffic-caused noise are anticipated to be small and all noise levels at 
receivers are anticipated to be under thresholds that require 
mitigation/noise walls. The realignment of MCGH is not anticipated to 
result in a safety concern for adjacent residents. The realigned MCGH 
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# Comment 
Method and 
Type 

First Name Last Name Comment Response 

Air Quality 

Local Streets 

Public 
Involvement 

1 Is there going to be a wall put up for all the noise that will be 
with the traffic getting closer to the residents?  
2 How about safety for the residents with big trucks coming 
closer to the homes? 
3 Noise? 
4 Dust? 
5 Traffic?  
J. 
When will there be a meeting with local residents about all this 
change and movement to their area and all their concerns?  

will be shifted approximately 100 feet west of the existing 4th Street 
alignment. 
During construction, dust generation will occur. Standard measures to 
minimize dust, such as watering the work surface, will be used. Once 
construction is complete, the project is not anticipated to result in a 
new source of dust generation. The project is not anticipated to 
generate traffic, but rather address existing traffic congestion. Changes 
in traffic flow will occur west of existing SR 347 where MCGH will be 
rerouted to Honeycutt Road. This alignment will provide 3 lanes of 
traffic (two northbound and one southbound) and will be shifted to the 
east of the existing 4th Street alignment.  
Several public informational meetings and an official public hearing 
have already occurred to obtain public concerns and input. Additional 
public involvement meetings may occur during final design of this 
project.  

7 Mail 

Scope of 
work 

Local Streets 

Grace Gomez I was at your presentation and there was a lot of talk about 
regulations and law of different places and the over pass size, 
where it begins and where it ends, but there is a lot of loose 
ends at this meeting. I saw a lot of people majority of people 
were from the city or county very little of the people of the area 
that will be most impacted. This is the way I see it. 

a. Start at Hathaway
b. On and off ramps on Honeycutt with lights for left and 

right turn or just right
c. Right lane one way for C5 going under overpass
1 where does it start? 
2 where does it stop? One lane and beginning to way 
traffic 

d. Honeycutt Road two lanes going and coming (right)?
e. No exit or entrees for Pershing on Honeycutt or CG 

highway?
f. Planview will be made into two lanes going and 

coming with a light? Connection Honeycutt and CG
right?

g. So is Maricopa Ave and Arizona Ave going to be in and 
out streets into Planview or how is the local residents 
going to get out and in to the homes?

At this point in time, the project is in preliminary design and additional 
design will occur as the project continues.  

Meeting announcements were distributed by: mail to residences and 
businesses within and adjacent to (1/4 mile) the study area on 
11/24/14 (approximately 2,131 property owners and occupants); by 
news release distributed to 4,000 news organizations, journals and 
subscribers on 11/18/14; and published in the Maricopa Monitor 
(11/18/14 and 11/22/14) and Ak-Chin O’odham Runner (11/21/14).  

b. Honeycutt Road would have a light that controls the left turn onto
SR 347 but will allow free-flow right turn onto SR 347. 
c. The one-way connector road that goes under the bridge will leave
SR 347 just south of Garvey Avenue. 
d. Yes, Honeycutt Road will be two lanes in each direction.
e. Pershing Street will connect with the Local Access Road which will
connect to the Connector Road/MCGH. Access to the realigned MCGH 
will be available at the two residential roads that intersect from the 
west (Arizona Avenue and Maricopa Avenue) 
f. The realigned MCGH will be 3 lanes (2 northbound and 
1 southbound). There will be a light at Honeycutt Road and a stop sign 
at MCGH.  
g. Residents will be able to connect with the realigned MCGH (Planview)
at Maricopa Avenue and Arizona Avenue. 
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# Comment 
Method and 
Type 

First Name Last Name Comment Response 

8 Mail 

Pedestrian 
Access 

Dean Chicquette Every effort should be made to include the alternate walk way 
over the tracks in the new overpass construction plan and 
budget.   
We should give priority to the walkway and have construction 
begin at the same time the train depot I being relocated. It 
should be completed before track access as is has been 
eliminated. See diagram 2 

Please review the police response time diagram.  
(see original comment attached to public hearing report) 

The bridge design includes sidewalks on both sides of the roadway. A 
separate pedestrian bridge or walkway is not planned as part of this 
project. The bridge will be constructed and in operation before the at-
grade crossing with the UPRR is closed.  

10 Online 

Congestion 

Katherine Koehl I am new to this community having moved here in March 2014. 
In that time, I have never been inconvenienced by a train.   
I do, however, drive into the city for work daily on 347.   
I feel money would be better spent improving traffic flow out of 
the town. 
Traffic is bumper to bumper at almost any time of the morning.  
I travel anywhere from 6 am to 7:30 and it is always very, very 
busy. 
There are numerous rear-end accidents and near misses.  The 
road is in need of over passes at several locations to eliminate 
the traffic lights which clog traffic and to allow a safe turn onto 
and from the road that leads to the casino.   
The traffic will continue to worsen as the population grows.  I 
don't have statistics, but I speculate most people work in the 
city and commute daily. 
I know funds for improvements are limited and they should be 
used where they will provide the most safety and convenience 
for the greatest number of citizens. 
Thanks for allowing this feedback. 

The purpose of the project is to improve traffic flow within the project 
area, and the project is designed to accommodate the highly directional 
rush-hour traffic movements. 

11 Online 

Local Roads 

Richard Post I think it looks real good, leaving access to the old roads as well. 
The way Maricopa is growing that addition to the road is a 
necessity. 

Your comment has been noted in the project record. 

12 Online 

Maps 

Mark Waterstreet Please link the alternate map in your web site (option H) along 
with the study plan map that was provide in the local 
newspaper. 

The maps and figures are available in the links to the DEA, the meeting 
materials and presentation, and a map of the build alternative has been 
added as a separate posting on http://azdot.gov/projects/south-
central/sr-347-at-union-pacific-railroad/documents. 

http://azdot.gov/projects/south-central/sr-347-at-union-pacific-railroad/documents
http://azdot.gov/projects/south-central/sr-347-at-union-pacific-railroad/documents
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# Comment 
Method and 
Type 

First Name Last Name Comment Response 

13 Email 

Access to 
businesses 

Business 
Impacts 

Dominic Palmieri Attached are 2 documents.  One is our comment letter 
regarding SR 347 Union Pacific railroad study and proposed new 
route of 347 and the ADOT proposed plan for access to our site 
from March 2011.  Greg Wisecaver was the ADOT planner who 
was designing the SR 347 stretch in from of our site. 

Shops at Maricopa Village and ADOT spent a lot of man hours, 
surveys, legal fees for review to come up with this plan to allow 
access from the NB lane of 347 into our site.   

The new proposed Plan H north of the overpass and in front or 
our site DOESN’T ALLOW for a left turn into our site.   

Pls see attached and below is the copy of the email 
correspondence between ADOT and our company along with 
the second attachment that ADOT designed that was agreeable 
by both parties. 

If someone could pls confirm receipt of this email would be 
greatly appreciated.   

THE EMAIL BELOW IS A COPY OF THE EMAIL SEND ON MARCH 
25TH FROM ADOT TO US.  IT CORRESPONDS WITH THE SECOND 
ATTACHMENT IN THE EMAIL ABOVE 

Dominic, attached is the proposed plan.  Please verify that it 
provides 
adequate access for The Shops at Maricopa Village. 

Thanks, 
Gregory Wisecaver, EIT 
Southern Regional Traffic Engineering 
ADOT - Tucson District 
   520-403-1739 (mobile) 
   520-628-5702 (fax) 
   gwisecaver@azdot.gov 
___________________________ 

-----Original Message----- 

Access to the business parcels will be determined during final design, 
but access to all adjacent businesses and residences will be maintained 
throughout construction. Direct right-in/right-out access from SR 347 
will be provided.  

The original solution worked through with Greg Wisecaver assumed a 
U-turn at the Hathaway Avenue intersection would not be feasible.  
Impacts to businesses were evaluated in the DEA (Social and Economic 
Consideration, pages 50-73). Access to all adjacent businesses and 
residences will be maintained throughout construction. Direct right-
in/right-out access from southbound SR 347 will be provided.  

Direct access from northbound SR 347 will not be available at every 
business access location.  However, median breaks will be available at 
various locations for the northbound SR 347 traveling public to access 
business.  Design options for accessing the businesses will occur during 
final design. 
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# Comment 
Method and 
Type 

First Name Last Name Comment Response 

From: Dominic [mailto:Dominic@RCSFun.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 8:20 AM 
To: Gregory Wisecaver 
Subject: Dominics contact info 

Greg I checked several times yesterday afternoon and never 
received an email from you with proposed layout. Here is my 
contact info 
Pls call me after u send so I can check for it asap 

Thank you, 
Dominic Palmieri 

Sent from my iPhone 
___________________________ 

To: ADOT  Planning Dept 
From: The Shops at Maricopa Village 
Reg: State Route 347 Project 

This letter is to discuss and bring forward the challenges that 
will affect our shopping center located at 20046 N. JWP (John 
Wayne Parkway) in Maricopa with the preferred Plan H in 
routing for the new proposed overpass. 

Our center is located approx. 1/2 of a mile to the north of the 
proposed overpass at the relative SW corner of Hathaway and 
JWP.  We are a mid sized strip center with 6 tenants and 13,500 
sq. ft. of shop space. We have 95 parking spaces and turn those 
spaces over several times per day.  

Our site is located in the Heart of the Heritage District or “Old 
Town” District approx. 75 ft. to the south of the SW corner of 
JWP and Hathaway.  Access to our site is limited to ONLY 1 
driveway thru the ADOT right of way on the west side of the 
street of JWP.  This driveway is accessible only by the current 
frontage road.  There are 2 ways to get to our site.  One is access 
to the frontage road with an inbound right turn from the 
southbound lanes of JWP and Two, access from the Northbound 
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# 
 

Comment 
Method and 
Type  

First Name Last Name Comment  Response 

JWP lanes with a left turn into the frontage road.  
Both of these North and Southbound accesses are critical for the 
safety and economic well being of our center and our tenants  
 
The current proposed Plan H (which is probably the better of all 
the plans for the overpass itself)-- only provides entrance to our 
site with a right turn in to some proposed yet uncertain lane 
approx. 150 feet south of our site.  There is no provision for a 
left turn in to our site and we are very concerned about the 
safety and economic future of our site.   There are NO other 
means to get fire safety into our site from the north bound 
lanes.  
 
Approx. 2 yrs. ago, an ADOT planner Greg Wisecaver had 
worked with us for a proposed ADOT change to 347 directly in 
front of our property.  This was to accommodate for 2 hotels 
and a restaurant that are slated to construct across the street 
from us.  Both ADOT and Our team spent many hours, design 
hours, traffic study time and surveys to establish proper access 
could be given to our site and the other tenants just to the 
south of us on JWP.   The attached plan had made provisions for 
a left in from the northbound lanes and right in access from the 
southbound lanes.  (see original comment attached to public 
hearing report) 
 
It was determined that there was not enough space to make a 
U-turn from the NB side to the SB side at the intersection of 
Hathaway and JWP.  
Even if this U-turn were a possibility, this is not the best interest 
for the economic well being of any of the businesses in the 
Heritage district.   
 
We attended the ADOT meeting in Maricopa the week of Dec 
3rd.  The planning seems to be thoughtful of most of the 
businesses to the south of the Dairy Queen but for businesses in 
the Heritage district to the North, very complicated.   
 
We had construction 3 yrs. ago on JWP by ADOT for 
improvements and were denied access for several weeks from 
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the northbound lanes.  The result to this was we lost 1 tenant 
and had 2 other tenants almost close shop.  We finally received 
some help from ADOT to figure a way to allow access from the 
NB lanes and this helped the situation Immensely!!  We have 
lived through this same situation just a few years ago and KNOW 
what the outcome is with NOT having NB access to our center.   
 
The ADOT team took us through the 5-step process that they 
work to achieve.  Environmental, social, historical impacts, etc.  
The one key item that we felt was not addressed properly with 
significant consideration is the access for our site and frankly 
others on the SB side of JWP.  A cut in is proposed in your BIG 
PLAN for the length of the construction Plan H, but there is no 
plan for the access for the businesses.  This really needs to be 
considered in the Big Plan and not brought up as an after 
thought of the entire project.   
 
As business owners in Maricopa, we have struggled to keep our 
center alive and our tenants have invested entire life savings to 
establish businesses in Maricopa.  The last thing any of us can 
afford is inadequate access to our site that is dealt with the 
attitude of “Well the people will figure out how to get to your 
site eventually”.  This was the response we received from a few 
of the ADOT team members that were there answering 
questions.   This is not a blame or shame part of our letter, it is a 
reality that we feel ADOT has not made consideration as to how 
the businesses to the North will be affected and given proper 
access.  We would like to be part of the process and  included in 
the planning and communication to insure that proper access to 
our site is granted and given to not only us, but the other 
businesses in our immediate  area that create a symbiotic and 
viable trade area that we all rely on to survive.   Our businesses 
create approx. 100 jobs, important sales tax dollars for the city 
and state, (which no doubt help to fund ADOT operations and 
jobs)  and most important the offerings for the community for 
the very important businesses that are in our center.  Offices for 
Against Abuse which help to council and remedy domestic abuse 
in the home, ACTS, which councils and treats mental illness in 
the immediate trade area,  our tenant dentist who treats and 
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helps with families in those programs. The shops that generate a 
tremendous amount of traffic to our site, and sales tax dollars to 
the community -Dominos Pizza and Penascos, who’s culinary 
reputation in the community and service for the community are 
second to none along with our nail salon who drives a significant 
amount of traffic to our center.   
 
All of these tenants create one of the best shop mixes for the 
surrounding community.  We would like to keep everyone’s 
businesses thriving instead of struggling.   
 

Respectfully Submitted, 
The Shops at Maricopa Village LLC 
Dominic R Palmieri III 
Managing Partner 

14 Verbal -
Public 
Hearing * 
Church, 
congestion 

Christian Price The City is a proponent for this plan and likes Alternative H. 
Improvements to remove the “pinch point” at SR 347 and the 
UPRR tracks is essential to accommodate the growth of the city. 
There are some minor issues that need to be addressed in final 
design including the Baptist Church. 

Comment has been noted in the project record. Additional design 
refinement and coordination will continue to evaluate options to avoid 
the Baptist Church during final design. 

15  Verbal -
Public 
Hearing * 
Church 

Nancy  Smith Wishes to preserve as much of the history of Maricopa as 
possible and recommends an alignment that mirrors the existing 
SR 347 alignment but to the east in order to miss the First 
Baptist Church. 

The design team will continue to evaluation options to avoid the Baptist 
Church as design advances. 

16 Verbal -
Public 
Hearing * 
 
Church 

Jim Johnson “I know the person that gave the environmental study said 
there was no cultural, as he put it, sites impacted. Well, First 
Baptist Church is a cultural site. It has been there for 60 years, as 
of November 14, 1954. The building was the original building 
was built and it’s still there.” The church is a cultural impact. The 
church serves about 220 now and many would be displaced if 
the church had to move.  

While the church definitely serves the community, and is more than 
50 years of age, it does not meet the specific requirements that would 
make it eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places due 
to its modifications and renovations. The reference in the presentation 
was that there are not eligible properties that will be impacted. This 
aside, there is an impact to the church and this is considered in the DEA 
(page 58) as a direct impact to socioeconomics. See comment 15. 
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17  Verbal -
Public 
Hearing * 
 
Business 
impacts 
 
Access 

Dominic Palmieri Impacts to businesses were not addressed and an economic 
assessment was not discussed. The businesses of concern are in 
the strip mall just south of Hathaway on the west side of SR 347. 
We have worked with ADOT two years ago and spent a great 
deal of time and resources working out an access plan for the 
strip mall. This plan is not included in the current plans.  We 
would like to be kept in the loop and continue coordinating to 
improve the access to the strip center under this project. (also 
see Comment 13 above) 

Impacts to businesses were evaluated in the DEA (Social and Economic 
Considerations, pages 50-73). Access to all adjacent businesses and 
residences will be maintained throughout construction. Direct right-in/ 
right-out access from southbound SR 347 will be provided.  
 
Direct access from northbound SR 347 will not be available at every 
business access location. However, median breaks will be available at 
various locations for the northbound SR 347 traveling public to access 
businesses.  
Access will be further assessed and coordination with Mr. Palmieri and 
other business owners will occur during final design.  

18 Verbal -
Public 
Hearing * 
 
Noise 
 
Parking 

Kent  Charles Thank you for preserving the Maricopa Veterans Center building 
(north of Rotary Park). The alignment of the highway will move 
considerably closer to the building and the area will go from 
very low traffic to very high traffic use right next to the building. 
Please consider the use of noise barriers. Perhaps you could do 
something that separates the building from the right-of-way. 
The other thing is that it is going to take away a significant part 
of our parking, losing at least a dozen parking places. Perhaps 
there is some space that could be used to replace the spaces 
where Rotary Park currently is.  

During final design the need for additional noise evaluation and noise 
barriers will be determined. 
 
An estimated 10 parking spaces will be lost.  Businesses losing parking 
spaces will be compensated at fair market value if parking spaces 
cannot be replaced. A long-term minor impact will result from this 
project.  

*  Verbatim transcripts of the verbal testimony are included in the transcripts within the SR 347 Public Hearing Report. 
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1.0 Introduction  
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in conjunction with the city of Maricopa and the 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) developed a Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for the State 

Route 347 (SR 347) at Union Pacific Railroad located in the city of Maricopa. The proposed interchange 

(grade separation) improvements would improve safety, access, and capacity and traffic operations 

through 2040. The Draft EA was published and released to the public for a 30-day comment period 

beginning November 18, 2014 and concluded December 18, 2014. 

During the 30-day comment period, the public was encouraged to review and comment on the Draft EA 

and was offered numerous options to provide comments.  

1.1       Overview of Public Involvement Goals, Process, and Strategies 
For this study, a Public Outreach and Hearing Plan (see Appendix A) was developed to describe in detail 

how ADOT, FHWA and the study team would inform, involve, and obtain meaningful input from the 

public, elected officials, media, and agencies regarding the SR 347 and Union Pacific Railroad 

interchange (grade separation) Draft EA, while in compliance with the requirements of the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other related legislation, policy and guidance. The goals of the 

public outreach program associated with SR 347 and Union Pacific Railroad interchange (grade 

separation) Draft EA included:  

 

 Identify potential study stakeholders such as local officials and community members impacted 
by the project  

 Develop partnering activities that assist with gathering information from stakeholders  

 Foster a positive relationship with stakeholders and keep them informed of the study progress  

 Adequately evaluate potential levels of controversy to address specific concerns and develop 
context sensitive plans  

 Work together to develop a transportation solution that has broad public support  

 Provide productive forums for members of the public to provide comments 

In developing this plan, the study team also considered specific characteristics of the communities 

within the study area, in conjunction with knowledge gained from public involvement efforts performed 

during the scoping phase. Based on these factors, the following special outreach considerations were 

integrated into the plan:  

 

 Use advertising and graphics to reach illiterate or environmental justice populations 

 Use bilingual (English/ Spanish) outreach materials 

 Provide bilingual translators for the public hearing 
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2.0 Draft EA Public Outreach 
The Draft EA strategy included four main goals: engage stakeholders to help ensure the Final EA 

incorporates agency and public input, provide clear and accurate information, provide multiple and 

convenient ways for interested parties to provide input on the study.  

3.0 Draft EA Release and Availability 
Bilingual (English/ Spanish) mailer (see Appendix B) was distributed to inform the public that the Draft 

EA was available for public review and comment. ADOT also distributed a news release (see Appendix C) 

announcing the Draft EA release and describing how the public could participate in the review and 

comment process. The Draft EA was made available online throughout the 30-day comment period at 

azdot.gov/347. Hardcopies of the Draft EA were also made available for viewing throughout the 30-day 

comment period at the following locations:  

 Maricopa City Hall, 39700 W Civic Center Plaza, Maricopa, AZ 85138 

 Maricopa Library, 41600 W Smith Enke Road, Maricopa, AZ 85138 

 ADOT Environmental Planning Group, 1611 WE Jackson Street, Phoenix, AZ 85007 

 Ak-Chin Indian Community Library, 16521 W Farrell Road, Maricopa, AZ 85139 

4.0 Public Hearing 
The public hearing for the SR 347 and Union Pacific Railroad interchange (grade separation) was held on 

Wednesday, December 3, 2014, at the Maricopa Unified School District Board Room, 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 

The purpose of the public hearing was to:  

 Present the findings of the Draft EA 

 Obtain public testimony or comments on the Draft EA 

4.1  Public Hearing Notification 

 
4.1.1 Mailer  
On November 24, 2014 prior to the public hearing, a mailer (see Appendix B) providing notification of 
the release of the Draft EA and the public hearing was distributed to approximately 2,131 property 
owners, occupants and businesses within and a  ¼ mile outside the study area. The mailer also included 
an overview of the study and recommended alternative. Detailed information regarding the public 
hearing and the various methods to provide comments on the Draft EA were also included.  

4.1.2  News Release 

ADOT issued a news release on November 18, 2014 providing public hearing details and the methods to 
provide comments on the Draft EA. The copy of the news release is included in (Appendix C). The news 
release was distributed to more than 4,000 news organizations, professional journalists and others 
subscribed to ADOT’s distribution list.  
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4.1.3  Newspaper Display Notices 

Print advertising was used extensively to provide information about the Draft EA release and public 
comment period, as required by NEPA. The table below provides a list of publications used for 
advertising, topic of the advertisement and publication dates. Copies of the advertisements are included 
in Appendix D.  

Publication      Topic Date Published 

Maricopa Monitor Participation for DEA release                                            Nov. 18 and Dec. 22 2014 

Ak-Chin O'odham Runner Participation for DEA release Nov. 21, 2014 

4.2  Hearing Organization 

Activities conducted for the public hearing were: a formal presentation (see Appendix E), public 

testimony opportunity, and an open house to view study banners, maps, the Draft EA, and talk with 

study staff.  

 

Hearing attendees were greeted by study team members and provided an overview of the hearing 

format, along with bilingual (English/ Spanish) flier (see Appendix F) and comment forms.  

 

While sign-in at the public hearing was not mandatory, registering for formal three-minute testimony 

was required. A speaker registration table was established in the hearing room entry for participants to 

register to provide formal, three-minute verbal testimony.  

4.3  Open House 

During the Open House portion of the public hearing, study information, maps, resources, and staff 

were set up in an open house style. Copies of the Draft EA were available for review, staff were available 

to answer questions, simulations of the recommended alternative were available to view, comment 

forms were provided at tables for written comments, and court reporters were available to record 

verbal comments (with no time limit on verbal comments). A Spanish translator was made available if 

needed, during the Open house and presentation. 

 

In addition to information boards (Appendix G) that provided general information (welcome, speaker 

registration, etc.) the following subject areas were displayed in the Open House area: 

 What is an Environmental Assessment? 

 Environmental Considerations 

 Project Need and Purpose 

 Evaluation Criteria 

 Study Schedule 

 Study Area 

Maps depicting the recommended alternative were available for the public to review. Study team 

members were stationed around the displays to help answer questions. 
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Representatives from the ADOT Right-of-Way Group and ADOT Environmental Planning Group were also 

present at the hearing to help answer questions specific to these areas. ADOT Right-of-Way also 

provided copies of three handouts: Acquiring Real Property for Federal and Federal-Aid Programs and 

Projects; and Your Rights and Benefits as a Displaced Person Under the Federal Relocation Assistance.  

 

4.4 Presentation and Public Testimony  

Participants heard a formal presentation at 6 p.m., and following, provided verbal testimony for up to 

three minutes. This portion of the hearing was held for the purpose of receiving comments, and was not 

intended to be a question-and-answer session. The public hearing was the only opportunity that 

provided a formal three-minute public comment opportunity. Five participants provided public 

testimony, and a court reporter recorded all of the comments. 

5.0 Interpretation Services 

At the public hearing, a Spanish interpreter was available to assist participants as needed. There were no 

accommodation or language requests prior to the public hearing. 

6.0 Website Updates 

As an active component of the public outreach approach, the study website was updated prior to and 

during the Draft EA comment period with the following information:  

 Study information, including PDFs of the Draft EA Chapters and Appendices  

 Draft EA viewing locations  

 All public hearing materials including the flier, presentation, display boards and comment form 

  Public Hearing information including date, time and location 

7.0 Public Comment Opportunities 

7.1 Written Comments 

Written comments via a comment form (Appendix H) consisted of individual comments received via U.S. 

mail or in person at the public hearing. Comment forms were available at the public hearing. 

Participants could complete the comment forms at the event and place them in a comment box. 

Participants also had the option of taking the form home and returning it by mail or fax at a later date. 

There was four comment form submitted during the public hearing, one comment form mailed to the 

study team and two letters mailed to the study team. 

7.2  Web Comments 

An online comment form was developed for the public to utilize on the study website 

(azdot.gov/SR347). This form was linked from both the study website homepage and the meeting page 

of the website. There were six comments submitted through the study website. 

7.3 Court Reporters Comments 

Court reporters were available at the public hearing to offer participants the opportunity to provide 

verbal comments. No time limit was applied to this form of verbal comment; participants could speak to 
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the court reporter for as long as they needed to provide their input. There were no comments received 

in this method. 

7.4 Email Comments 

The email account (SR347@azdot.gov) was utilized for electronic comments. Three people submitted 

comments through this email account. 

7.5 Public Testimony (three-minute comments) 

At the public hearing, participants had the opportunity to speak at a microphone for up to three minutes 

in front of a panel of study team members. Court reporters recorded all public testimony comments. 

There were five individuals who gave public testimony. 

7.6 Telephone Comments 

Participants could also submit comments through the project telephone line (855.712.8530). There were 

no comments received via telephone.  

 

8.0 Results 

8.1 Quantified Summary of Participation 

For each outreach technique, the number of participants was tracked using sign-in-sheets, visual counts, 
tallies, and computer reports. Table 2 shows the number of participants in the 30-day comment period, 
organized by participation method. It should be noted that the cumulative total does not represent 
“unique” participants; a single person could be counted in multiple categories, for example, some 
individuals attended the public hearing, provided public testimony and written comments.  
 

Table 2: Outreach Participants 

Participation method Participation Numbers 

ADOT Email 3 

Web Comments 6 

Telephone Comments 0 

Written Comments 7 

Court Reporter Comments 0 

Public Hearing Attendance 102 

Total Participation 118 
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9.0 Title VI – Civil Rights 

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related statutes assure that all individuals are not excluded 

from participation in, denied the benefit of, or subjected to discrimination on the basis of race, color, 

national origin, sex, age and disability. Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice directs that 

programs, policies, and activities not have a disproportionately high and adverse human health and 

environmental effect on minority and low-income populations. Outreach efforts were designed and 

implemented to ensure that these protected populations were provided the opportunity to participate 

in the public review of the DEA.  

ADOT’s goal is to prevent discrimination through the impact of its programs, policies and activities. In 

accordance with ADOT’s Title VI Policy, the following tasks were undertaken at the public hearing:  

 Title VI brochures were available (in both English and Spanish) to attendees.  

 A Title VI Public Notice was displayed.  

 Statistical data of meeting attendees was collected via a voluntary Title VI Self Identification 

Survey card.  

 Offered Americans with Disability Act accommodations at the public hearing. 

 Provided a Spanish interpreter at the public hearing. 

 Bilingual (English/Spanish) public hearing materials were provided at the public hearing. 
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Appendix A:  Public Outreach and Hearing Plan 

 

 



State Route 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 

  9 
Federal Aid No. 347-A (204)T 

ADOT Project No. 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

 

 

 



State Route 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 

  10 
Federal Aid No. 347-A (204)T 

ADOT Project No. 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

 

 

 

 



State Route 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 

  11 
Federal Aid No. 347-A (204)T 

ADOT Project No. 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

 

 



State Route 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 

  12 
Federal Aid No. 347-A (204)T 

ADOT Project No. 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

 

 



State Route 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 

  13 
Federal Aid No. 347-A (204)T 

ADOT Project No. 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

 

 

 



State Route 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 

  14 
Federal Aid No. 347-A (204)T 

ADOT Project No. 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

 

 



State Route 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 

  15 
Federal Aid No. 347-A (204)T 

ADOT Project No. 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

 

 



State Route 347 at Union Pacific Railroad 

  16 
Federal Aid No. 347-A (204)T 

ADOT Project No. 347 PN 172 H7007 01L 

Appendix B:  Bilingual (English/ Spanish) Mailer 
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Appendix C:  News Release 
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Appendix D: Newspaper Advertisement 

Maricopa Monitor 
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Ak-Chin O’odham Runner 
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Appendix E: Presentation 
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Comment Log 

# Type First 
Name 

Last 
Name 

Comment  

1 Email Lee 
and 
Barbra 

Murray Kudos for the very thorough presentation on the SR 347 - Union Pacific Railroad Crossing Upgrade Project in 
Maricopa on Dec 3, 2014.  We agree that plan H is the best of the options presented.   
 
However, I saw no reference to other projects targeting the problems of projected traffic increases on SR 347 
(present-2040).  Intersections of SR 347 at the Fry’s Plaza entrance, at Edison and at Smith-Enke Road will become 
excessively overloaded.  The SR 347 - Union Pacific Railroad Crossing Upgrade Project should reference any 
projects (approved or anticipated) to bypass SR 347 problem intersections.  I understand that there is a project to 
connect the SR 238 to Casa Grande Highway.  I would hope the two projects would have some synergy.   
 
Lee and Barbara Murray 
 

2 Mail Don Pearce I am opposed to the recommended St RT 347 plan. These are my opposition reasons: 1) This plan requires 
destruction or interference with more than ten businesses, landmark buildings (including Maricopa Baptist 
Church) 2) It would require land purchases and rerouting of both Edwards Street- Honeycutt Road and Honeycutt 
Avenue to Maricopa-Casa Grande Hwy. Honeycutt road is overloaded as is. I suggests that the money budgeted 
be spent building a highway from Murphy Road to I-10 with these suggestions. 1) They should move the AM 
station to the old gin property owned by the city and used for railroad changes now. It takes 15-20 minutes to 
change crews already, so this would require no traffic disruption. 2) There are only twelve freight crossings during 
the day for 3-5 minutes apiece. 3) This plan would relieve state highway 347/ inion pacific congestion without the 
cost. As a tax paying resident of Maricopa for fifty-five years I believe the State route 347/union pacific railroad 
crossing should not be planned.  

3 Mail Marie Cruz All and well to get this done.  BUT!! What about 347 from Maricopa to I-10? When are they going to do 
something about that! The traffic is horrible when people are going to work. Now with all the nesters that are 
coming to copa it’s even worse. If you don’t live here or travel the road you guys have no concept of the traffic 
with one way on and out. You should all check into this problem before none of us will be able to travel without 
homes on the road/something have to be done.  

4 Mail Charle
s 

Miller This overpass is so needed for our community. It will improve traffic flow especially during rush hour hours the 
school buses will benefit. It will reduce accidents t will improve business development in the community. It will 
certainly help emergency vehicles to be added to move through that area. There are businesses that will be 
temporally impacted in a negative way however in the long run they should benefit too. The town service is 
appreciated and it is hoped perhaps expanding.  

5 Email Robert  Hamer BICYCLES 
PROVISIONS SHOULD BE MADE FOR BICYCLE TRAFFIC BOTH THROUGH MARICOPA AND LOCAL BICYCLE TRAVEL 
AROUND MARICOPA. 
THERE SHOULD BE BICYCLE LANES, 3 FOOT MINIMUM, FOR BOTH NORTH AND SOUTH TRAFFIC ON THE 347 OVER 
PASS, AND A “BIKE / PEDESTRIAN” PATH, MINIMUM 6 FOOT, CROSSING THE RAIL ROAD TRACKS AT GRADE LEVEL. 
THE PURPOSE OF THE BICYCLE LANES ON 347 ARE TO ACCOMMODATE TOURS AND OTHER TRAVELERS PASSING 
THROUGH MARICOPA.  THE GRADE LEVEL PATH CROSSING THE RAILROAD TRACKS IS TO PROVIDE FOR A FUTURE 
“BIKE / PEDESTRIAN” PATH CONNECTING PACANA PARK AND THE COPPER SKY RECREATIONAL COMPLEX. 
 
 
Robert Hamer 
 

6 Mail Grace Gomez State Route 347/ U.P. Railroad 
H. 
1 Are Maricopa ave and Arizona Ave going to be widened? 
2 Paved? 
3 Going to get sidewalk? 
4 Street lights? 
5 gutter? 
I. 
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1 Is there going to be a wall put up for all the noise that will be with the traffic getting closer to the residents?  
2 How about safety for the residents with big trucks coming closer to the homes? 
3 noise? 
4 Dust? 
5 Traffic?  
J. 
When will there be a meeting with local residents about all this change and movement to their area and all their 
concerns?  

7 Mail Grace  Gomez I was at your presentation and there was a lot of talk about regulations and law of different places and the over 
pass size, where it begins and where it ends, but there is a lot of loose ends at this meeting. I saw a lot of people 
majority of people were from the city or county very little of the people of the area that will be most impacted. 
This is the way I see it. 

a. Start at Hathaway 
b. On and off ramps on Honeycutt with lights for left and right turn or just right 
c. Right lane one way for C5 going under overpass 

1 where does it start? 
2 where does it stop? One lane and beginning to way traffic 

d. Honeycutt Road two lanes going and coming (right)? 
e. No exit or entrees for pershing on Honeycutt or CG highway? 
f. Planview will be made into two lanes going and coming with a light? Connection Honeycutt and CG 

right?  
g. So is Maricopa ave and Arizona Ave going to be in and out streets into Planview or how is the local 

residents going to get out and in to the homes? 

8 Mail Dean Chicquett
e 

Evert effort should be made to include the alterbate walk way over the tracks in the new overpass construction 
plan and budget.   
We should give priority to the walkway and have construction begin at the same time the train depot I being 
relocated. It should be completed before track access as is has beem eliminated. See diagram 2 (page 65) 
Please review the police response time diagram (page 67).  

9 Online Robert  Hammer BICYCLES 
PROVISIONS SHOULD BE MADE FOR BICYCLE TRAFFIC BOTH THROUGH MARICOPA AND LOCAL BICYCLE TRAVEL 
AROUND MARICOPA. 
THERE SHOULD BE BICYCLE LANES, 3 FOOT MINIMUM, FOR BOTH NORTH AND SOUTH TRAFFIC ON THE 347 OVER 
PASS, AND A “BIKE / PEDESTRIAN” PATH, MINIMUM 6 FOOT, CROSSING THE RAIL ROAD TRACKS AT GRADE LEVEL. 
THE PURPOSE OF THE BICYCLE LANES ON 347 ARE TO ACCOMMODATE TOURS AND OTHER TRAVELERS PASSING 
THROUGH MARICOPA.  THE GRADE LEVEL PATH CROSSING THE RAILROAD TRACKS IS TO PROVIDE FOR A FUTURE 
“BIKE / PEDESTRIAN” PATH CONNECTING PACANA PARK AND THE COPPER SKY RECREATIONAL COMPLEX. 

10 Online Kather
ine 

Koehl I am new to this community having moved here in March 2014. 
In that time, I have never been inconvenienced by a train.   
I do, however, drive into the city for work daily on 347.   
I feel money would be better spent improving traffic flow out of the town. 
Traffic is bumper to bumper at almost any time of the morning.  I travel anywhere from 6 am to 7:30 and it is 
always very, very busy. 
There are numerous rear-end accidents and near misses.  The road is in need of over passes at several locations 
to eliminate the traffic lights which clog traffic and to allow a safe turn onto and from the road that leads to the 
casino.   
The traffic will continue to worsen as the population grows.  I don't have statistics, but I speculate most people 
work in the city and commute daily. 
I know funds for improvements are limited and they should be used where they will provide the most safety and 
convenience for the greatest number of citizens. 
 
Thanks for allowing this feedback. 

11 Online Richar
d  

Post I think it looks real good, leaving access to the old roads as well. The way Maricopa is growing that 
addition to the road is a necessity. 

12 Online Mark Waterstre
et 

Please link the alternate map in your web site (option H) along with the study plan map that was provide 
in the local newspaper. 
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13 Email Domi
nic 

Palmieri Attached are 2 documents.  One  is our comment letter regarding SR 347  Union Pacific railroad study 
and proposed new route of 347 and the ADOT proposed plan for access to our site from March 2011.  
Greg wise giver was the ADOT planner who was designing the SR 347 stretch in from of our site. 
Shops at Maricopa Village and ADOT spent a lot of man hours, surveys, legal fees for review to come 
up with this plan to allow access from the NB lane of 347 into our site.   
The new proposed Plan H north of the overpass and in front or our site DOESN’T ALLOW for a left turn 
into our site.   
Pls see attached and below is the copy of the email correspondence between ADOT and our company 
along with the second attachment that ADOT designed that was agreeable by both parties. 
 
If someone could pls confirm receipt of this email would be greatly appreciated.   
 
Thank you, 
Dominic Palmieri 
The Shops at Maricopa Village  
 
 
THE EMAIL BELOW IS A COPY OF THE EMAIL SEND ON MARCH 25TH FROM ADOT TO US.  IT 
CORRESPONDS WITH THE SECOND ATTACHMENT IN THE EMAIL ABOVE 
 
Dominic, attached is the proposed plan.  Please verify that it provides 
adequate access for The Shops at Maricopa Villiage. 
 
Thanks, 
 
-- 
Gregory Wisecaver, EIT 
Southern Regional Traffic Engineering 
ADOT - Tucson District 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Dominic  
Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 8:20 AM 
To: Gregory Wisecaver 
Subject: Dominics contact info 
 
Greg I checked several times yesterday afternoon and never received an 
email from you with proposed layout. Here is my contact info 
Pls call me after u send so I can check for it asap 
 
Thank you, 
Dominic Palmieri 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
Dominic Palmieri 
Odyssey Foods LLC 
The Midway Gourmet 
Odyssey Foods 
 
 
To: ADOT  Planning Dept 
From: The Shops at Maricopa Village 
Reg: State Route 347 Project 
 
This letter is to discuss and bring forward the challenges that will affect our shopping center located at 
20046 N. JWP (John Wayne Parkway) in Maricopa with the preferred Plan H in routing for the new 
proposed overpass. 
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Our center is located approx. 1/2 of a mile to the north of the proposed overpass at the relative SW 
corner of Hathaway and JWP.  We are a mid sized strip center with 6 tenants and 13,500 sq. ft. of shop 
space. We have 95 parking spaces and turn those spaces over several times per day.  
 
Our site is located in the Heart of the Heritage District or “Old Town” District approx. 75 ft. to the south of 
the SW corner of JWP and Hathaway.  Access to our site is limited to ONLY 1 driveway thru the ADOT 
right a way on the west side of the street of JWP.  This driveway is accessible only by the current 
frontage road.  There are 2 ways to get to our site.  One is access to the frontage road with an inbound 
right turn from the southbound lanes of JWP and Two, access from the Northbound JWP lanes with a 
left turn into the frontage road.  
Both of these North and Southbound accesses are critical for the safety and economic well being of our 
center and our tenants  
 
The current proposed Plan H (which is probably the better of all the plans for the overpass itself)-- only 
provides entrance to our site with a right turn in to some proposed yet uncertain lane approx. 150 feet 
south of our site.  There is no provision for a left turn in to our site and we are very concerned about the 
safety and economic future of our site.   There are NO other means to get fire safety into our site from 
the north bound lanes.  
 
Approx. 2 yrs. ago, an ADOT planner Greg Wisegiver had worked with us for a proposed ADOT change 
to 347 directly in front of our property.  This was to accommodate for 2 hotels and a restaurant that are 
slated to construct across the street from us.  Both ADOT and Our team spent many hours, design 
hours, traffic study time and surveys to establish proper access could be given to our site and the other 
tenants just to the south of us on JWP.   The attached plan had made provisions for a left in from the 
northbound lanes and right in access from the southbound lanes.   
 
It was determined that there was not enough space to make a U-turn from the NB side to the SB side at 
the intersection of Hathaway and JWP.  
Even if this U-turn were a possibility, this is not the best interest for the economic well being of any of the 
businesses in the Heritage district.   
 
We attended the ADOT meeting in Maricopa the week of Dec 3rd.  The planning seems to be thoughtful 
of most of the businesses to the south of the Dairy Queen but for businesses in the Heritage district to 
the North, very complicated.   
We had construction 3 yrs. ago on JWP by ADOT for improvements and were denied access for several 
weeks from the northbound lanes.  The result to this was we lost 1 tenant and had 2 other tenants 
almost close shop.  We finally received some help from ADOT to figure a way to allow access from the 
NB lanes and this helped the situation Immensely!!  We have lived through this same situation just a few 
years ago and KNOW what the outcome is with NOT having NB access to our center.   
 
The ADOT team took us through the 5-step process that they work to achieve.  Environmental, social, 
historical impacts, etc.  The one key item that we felt was not addressed properly with significant 
consideration is the access for our site and frankly others on the SB side of JWP.  A cut in is proposed in 
your BIG PLAN for the length of the construction Plan H, but there is no plan for the access for the 
businesses.  This really needs to be considered in the Big Plan and not brought up as an after thought of 
the entire project.   
 
As business owners in Maricopa, we have struggled to keep our center alive and our tenants have 
invested entire life savings to establish businesses in Maricopa.  The last thing any of us can afford is 
inadequate access to our site that is dealt with the attitude of “Well the people will figure out how to get 
to your site eventually”.  This was the response we received from a few of the ADOT team members that 
were there answering questions.   This is not a blame or shame part of our letter, it is a reality that we 
feel ADOT has not made consideration as to how the businesses to the North will be affected and given 
proper access.  We would like to be part of the process and  included in the planning and 
communication to insure that proper access to our site is granted and given to not only us, but the other 
businesses in our immediate  area that create a symbiotic and viable trade area that we all rely on to 
survive.   Our businesses create approx. 100 jobs, important sales tax dollars for the city and state, 
(which no doubt help to fund ADOT operations and jobs)  and most important the offerings for the 
community for the very important businesses that are in our center.  Offices for Against Abuse which 
help to council and remedy domestic abuse in the home, ACTS, which councils and treats mental illness 
in the immediate trade area,  our tenant dentist who treats and helps with families in those programs. 
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The shops that generate a tremendous amount of traffic to our site, and sales tax dollars to the 
community -Dominos Pizza and Penascos, who’s culinary reputation in the community and service for 
the community are second to none along with our nail salon who drives a significant amount of traffic to 
our center.   
All of these tenants create one of the best shop mixes for the surrounding community.  We would like to 
keep everyone’s businesses thriving instead of struggling.   
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
The Shops at Maricopa Village LLC 
Dominic R Palmieri III 
Managing Partner 
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Original Comments (Email, Online and Mail) 

 

From: Lee Murray  

Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 12:43 PM 

To: Projects 

Subject: SR 347 - Union Pacific Railroad crossing project  

Kudos for the very thorough presentation on the SR 347 - Union Pacific Railroad Crossing Upgrade 

Project in Maricopa on Dec 3, 2014.  We agree that plan H is the best of the options presented.   

However, I saw no reference to other projects targeting the problems of projected traffic increases on 

SR 347 (present-2040).  Intersections of SR 347 at the Fry’s Plaza entrance, at Edison and at Smith-Enke 

Road will become excessively overloaded.  The SR 347 - Union Pacific Railroad Crossing Upgrade Project 

should reference any projects (approved or anticipated) to bypass SR 347 problem intersections.  I 

understand that there is a project to connect the SR 238 to Casa Grande Highway.  I would hope the two 

projects would have some synergy.   

Lee and Barbara Murray 

 

 

 

From: Robert Hamer  

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2014 9:49 AM 

To: SR347 

Subject: 347 Comment 

BICYCLES 

PROVISIONS SHOULD BE MADE FOR BICYCLE TRAFFIC BOTH THROUGH MARICOPA AND LOCAL BICYCLE TRAVEL AROUND 

MARICOPA. 

THERE SHOULD BE BICYCLE LANES, 3 FOOT MINIMUM, FOR BOTH NORTH AND SOUTH TRAFFIC ON THE 347 OVER PASS, AND 

A “BIKE / PEDESTRIAN” PATH, MINIMUM 6 FOOT, CROSSING THE RAIL ROAD TRACKS AT GRADE LEVEL. 

THE PURPOSE OF THE BICYCLE LANES ON 347 ARE TO ACCOMMODATE TOURS AND OTHER TRAVELERS PASSING THROUGH 

MARICOPA.  THE GRADE LEVEL PATH CROSSING THE RAILROAD TRACKS IS TO PROVIDE FOR A FUTURE “BIKE / PEDESTRIAN” 

PATH CONNECTING PACANA PARK AND THE COPPER SKY RECREATIONAL COMPLEX. 

Robert Hamer 
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From: dominic rcsfun.com  

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 10:57 AM 

To: SR347 

Cc: Curt; dominic rcsfun.com; Mom 

Subject: SR 347 public comments 

Attached are 2 documents.  One  is our comment letter regarding SR 347  Union Pacific railroad study 

and proposed new route of 347 and the ADOT proposed plan for access to our site from March 2011. 

 Greg wise giver was the ADOT planner who was designing the SR 347 stretch in from of our site. 

Shops at Maricopa Village and ADOT spent a lot of man hours, surveys, legal fees for review to come up 

with this plan to allow access from the NB lane of 347 into our site.   

The new proposed Plan H north of the overpass and in front or our site DOESN’T ALLOW for a left turn 

into our site.   

Pls see attached and below is the copy of the email correspondence between ADOT and our company 

along with the second attachment that ADOT designed that was agreeable by both parties. 

If someone could pls confirm receipt of this email would be greatly appreciated.   

Thank you, 

Dominic Palmieri 

The Shops at Maricopa Village  

THE EMAIL BELOW IS A COPY OF THE EMAIL SEND ON MARCH 25TH FROM ADOT TO US.  IT 

CORRESPONDS WITH THE SECOND ATTACHMENT IN THE EMAIL ABOVE 

Dominic, attached is the proposed plan.  Please verify that it provides 

adequate access for The Shops at Maricopa Villiage. 

Thanks, 

Gregory Wisecaver, EIT 

Southern Regional Traffic Engineering 

ADOT - Tucson District 
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-----Original Message----- 

From: Dominic  

Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 8:20 AM 

To: Gregory Wisecaver 

Subject: Dominics contact info 

Greg I checked several times yesterday afternoon and never received an 

email from you with proposed layout. Here is my contact info 

Pls call me after u send so I can check for it asap 

Thank you, 

 

Dominic Palmieri 

Thank you, 

 

Dominic Palmieri 

Odyssey Foods LLC 

The Midway Gourmet 

Odyssey Foods 
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Official Court Transcript 
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