
I-40/US93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange  
Draft Environmental Assessment    

                                           May 2020 
  NH-NHFP-040-A(212)S  
  040 MO 048 H7993 01C  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix A: Agency Letters 

- Cooperating Agency Acceptance Letter 

- Agencies Coordinated with in 2019-2020 

- Section 106 Consultation 

  



I-40/US93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange  
Draft Environmental Assessment    

                                           May 2020 
  NH-NHFP-040-A(212)S  
  040 MO 048 H7993 01C  
 

Intentional blank page 

  



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, LOS ANGELES DISTRICT 

3636 NORTH CENTRAL AVENUE SUITE 900 
PHOENIX, AZ 85012-1939 

December 5, 2019 
 
 
SUBJECT: Cooperating Agency Invitation for the I-40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic 
Interchange (040 MO 048 H7993 01C) 
 
 
Mr. Paul O’Brien, P.E. 
Environmental Planning Administrator 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
1611 W. Jackson St., MD EM02 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
 
Dear Mr. O’Brien: 
 

I am responding to your letter received on November 27, 2019 inviting the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers (Corps) to participate as a Cooperating Agency in an Environmental Assessment 
(EA) for a proposed traffic interchange that would connect Interstate 40 and U.S. Route 93 
within the city of Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona.  The Arizona Department of 
Transportation (ADOT), which has assumed the Federal Highway Administration’s 
responsibilities under the National Environmental Policy Act pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a 
Memorandum of Understanding executed on April 16, 2019, is the lead agency for this EA. The 
Corps File Number for this project is SPL-2011-00655.   

 
Since the proposed project may impact waters of the United States, a permit under Section 

404 of the Clean Water Act may be required.  Therefore, we accept ADOT’s invitation to 
participate in the EA as a Cooperating Agency.  We expect to provide technical guidance on 
matters related to Section 404 permitting and provide input on the project’s purpose and need, 
range of alternatives, and impacts analysis as it relates to the Corps’ jurisdiction.  However, our 
participation should not be interpreted as a guarantee of permit issuance. 
 

Thank you for the invitation to participate in this EA. The point of contact for the Corps 
regarding this project is Mr. Jesse Rice, Project Manager in the Regulatory Division’s Arizona 
Branch. If you have questions, you may contact him at (602) 230-6854 or 
Jesse.M.Rice@usace.army.mil. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 

Sallie Diebolt 
Chief, Arizona Branch 
Regulatory Division 

mailto:Jesse.M.Rice@usace.army.mil


   
 

 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
1611 W. Jackson St. MD EM02 | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov 

Environmental Planning  Douglas A. Ducey, Governor 
John S. Halikowski, Director 

Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director for 
Transportation/State Engineer 

 
November 26, 2019 
 
Ms. Amanda Dodson  
Field Office Manager 
Kingman Field Office 
Bureau of Land Management  
2755 Mission Boulevard  
Kingman, AZ 86401 
 
Subject:  NH-NHFP-040-A(212)S 
                040 MO 048 H7993 01C 
                I-40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange 
 

Dear Ms. Dodson, 
 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) would like to invite the Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) to be a cooperating agency in the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) and 30% 
plans for a proposed Traffic Interchange (TI) to connect Interstate 40 (I-40) and U.S. Route 93 (US 93). 
The project limits on I-40 extend from milepost (MP) 48.32 to MP 51.75 (Stockton Hill Road) and along 
US 93 from MP 69.60 to approximately MP 71.00 (US 93/1-40 system interchange, refer to Figures 1 and 
2).  Although not shown in Figure 2, both sides of the project limits on US 93 northbound of MP 70 lie 
within the Cerbat Foothills Recreation Area (CFRA), which is cooperatively managed and owned by the 
city of Kingman, Mohave County and BLM.   
 
The project would occur within: 1) the existing ADOT right-of-way (R/W) through private and public 
lands, including the BLM and 2) new R/W, including new permanent easements from BLM.  
Approximately 17 acres of the new R/W is located within the CFRA and roughly 0.2 acres is located on 
BLM land.  We have not been able to identify any serial numbers for existing or proposed BLM land. 
 
BLM has been participating in stakeholder meetings on the project and recently you met with the ADOT 
Northwest District Assistant District Engineer to discuss the project.  The predominant design changes 
since 2015 are: 
  

 Changes in the vertical alignment to reduce cuts;  
 Removing the stopping movement from Beale Street to US 93; and 
 Expanding project limits along I-40 and US 93 to allow for necessary improvements in 

capacity to Stockton Hill Road and to allow for transition to existing lane configurations at 
the project termini. 

 
Please let us know if there is a specific contact we should coordinate with to represent your agency when 
dealing with biological issues.  If there is no biology contact, please let us know if BLM has any specific 
biological concerns related to this project. 
 
In accordance with the 2008 Memorandum of Understanding, Amendment No. 4, between FHWA, 
ADOT and the BLM, please:  (1) respond on your agreement to participate in this project as a cooperating 
agency; (2) identify known issues and concerns relating to protection of valid existing rights and 

DocuSign Envelope ID: B869CA49-9450-45FC-83F3-E262C2522D84
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resources on BLM –administered lands potentially affected by the project; and (3) determine whether the 
proposed project is in conformance with the BLM land-use plans, including visual management plans.  
Also please let us know if the BLM anticipates needing to undertake its own federal action under NEPA.   
 
To assist your interagency cooperation, we will (1) invite you to coordination meetings; (2) consult with 
you on any relevant technical studies (including the Biological Evaluation); and 3) provide you with 
project information. 
 
Please notify this office, in writing, of your decision.  Your response by December 26, 2019 would be 
appreciated.  Thank you for your cooperation to date, and we look forward to working with you on this 
project.  If you have any questions, please contact Patricia Hunter, Senior Environmental Planner 
520.388.4202 or PHunter@azdot.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Paul O’Brien, P.E. 
Administrator 
 
Enclosures 
 
Cc: 
Audrey Navarro 
Biologist 
ANavarro@azdot.gov 
 
Craig Regulski 
ADOT Project Manager 
CRegulski@azdot.gov 
 
The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental 
laws for this project are being carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of 
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 executed by the Federal Highway Administration and ADOT. 
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Figure 1. Location Map 
H7993 01C, NHPP-040-A(212)S 
I-40/US 93 West Kingman System TI
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Figure 2. Vicinity Map   
H7993 01C, NHPP-040-A(212)S 
I-140/US 93 West Kingman System TI 
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Agency Contact 

Federal Highway Administration Tom Deitering  
Kimberly Utley  
Tremaine Wilson  
Chad Matty 

Bureau of Land Management Amanda Dodson  
Trevor Buhr  
Angelica Rose 
Matt Driscoll  

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Jesse Rice 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Robert Lehman 

Mohave County Mike Hendrix  
Steve Latoski  
Leslie “Les” Henley  
Tim Walsh  
Randall Gremlich  
Tami Ursenback 
Karl Taylor  
Scott Holtry  
Harold “Hal” Barton  
Jason Foose  
Gary Watson  
Jean Bishop  
Jenny Anderson 

City of Kingman  Jen Miles  
Ron Foggin  
Rob Owens  
Greg Henry  
Mike Prior  
Phillip Allred  
Gary Kellogg  
Bennett Bratley  
Mike Meersman  
John Hansen  

 



















Kristina Powell <kpowell@azdot.gov>

Han, Jessica H <jhan@blm.gov> Thu, Feb 20, 2020 at 2:34 PM
To: "Buhr, Trevor L" <tbuhr@blm.gov>
Cc: Kristina Powell <kpowell@azdot.gov>

Good A�ernoon, 
I have reviewed the amendments and have no substan�al comments. Addi�onally I am in concurrence with the finding of "Adverse
effect" for this project. Please let me know if you have any addi�onal concerns. 

Cheers, 
Jessica

Jessica Han
Archaeologist
Yuma Field Office
Bureau of Land Management
Interior Region 8
7341 E 30th Street Suite A
Yuma Arizona, 85365-6525
(928) 317-3312

From: Buhr, Trevor L <tbuhr@blm.gov>
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2020 5:56 AM
To: Han, Jessica H <jhan@blm.gov>
Cc: Kris�na Powell <kpowell@azdot.gov>
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] H7993 West Kingman TI Project (I-40 and US 93)
 
Jessica,
Good Morning.  Thomas s�ll does not have a PIV Card or access to phones/computer/files/email/etc...  This is the West Kingman
Transporta�on Interchange Cultural Documenta�on and new, amended PA.  Any chance you can look this over and provide any
comments for Kris�na Powell, and direc�on on signing the PA.
Thank you,
Trevor

Trevor Buhr
Assistant Field Manager
U.S. Department of the Interior, Region 8 
Bureau of Land Management, Kingman Field Office
Phone: 928-718-3705
email: tbuhr@blm.gov

From: Kris�na Powell <kpowell@azdot.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2020 4:15 PM
To: Buhr, Trevor L <tbuhr@blm.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] H7993 West Kingman TI Project (I-40 and US 93)
 
Hi Trevor:

Please find attached continuing consultation for this project. The project is ongoing since 2011 and is working on the EA. There has been a slight
change in the project scope and corresponding APE. The change in APE necessitated a modification to the PA. 

Let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Kris Powell, MA, RPA

Re: [EXTERNAL] H7993 West Kingman TI Project (I-40 and US 93)
1 message

https://www.google.com/maps/search/7341+E+30?entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:tbuhr@blm.gov
mailto:jhan@blm.gov
mailto:kpowell@azdot.gov
mailto:tbuhr@blm.gov
mailto:kpowell@azdot.gov
mailto:tbuhr@blm.gov
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Environmental Planning
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Arizona State Museum 

PO Box 210026 

Tucson AZ 85721-0026 

(520) 621-6281 

www.statemuseum.arizona.edu 

 

19 March 2020 

Maggie Bowler 

Arizona Department of Transportation 

1611 W. Jackson St. 

Phoenix, AZ 85007 

RE:  Interstate 40/US 93 Kingman Traffic Interchange 

 TRACS No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L; AAA permit no. 2020-049bl; ASM accession no. 2020-0030 

Dear Maggie, 

Arizona State Museum (ASM) has reviewed An Addendum Cultural Resources Survey and Relocation of Five 

Cultural Resources Sites for the I-40/US 93 (Kingman TI) System Traffic Interchange Project, Kingman, 

Mohave County, Arizona, by J.C. Tactikos and G.G. Luhnow of Jacobs Engineering Group, Inc., dated 18 

February 2020.  

ASM concurs with ADOT’s finding of “adverse effects” and intends to sign the amended PA.  

ASM does not concur with the adequacy of the report. Please provide the attached Request for Revisions to the 

consultant regarding the above survey report. The requested revisions will provide clarification of the fieldwork 

start date, land ownership of the survey areas, and site descriptions. This request for revisions will not change 

the finding of “adverse effects”. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

 

Shannon Twilling, M.A., R.P.A. 

Arizona State Museum 

Arizona Antiquities Act Administrator 

 

cc: Karen Leone, Arizona State Museum Archaeological Records Office Manager; kleone@email.arizona.edu 



 

REQUEST FOR REVISION 

SECTION 106 NON-COLLECTION SURVEY REPORT REVIEW 
 

Archaeological Records Office 
Date: 8 March 2017 Page 1 of 2 
Revised: 8 March 2018, 28 January 2019 

Archaeological Records Office (ARO) staff reviewed the report under Section 106 consultation and identified the 
following issues in need of revision. 
 Date March 5, 2020 

1. Project submission 

 Institution Jacobs Engineering Group, Inc. 
 Project Name West Kingman TI 
 Project Number W7Y25900 
 Agency Name Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) 
 Agency Reference NH-040-A(212)B  TRACS No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L 
 ASM Job No. 2064 ASM Accession Number 2020-30 
 

 
2. Report 
  Revise: Comments 
  Cite appropriate regulations  
  Project sponsor  
  Survey method  
 X Fieldwork dates See Comment 2.1 
 X Land ownership See Comment 2.2 
 X ASM Sites See Comment 2.3 and 2.4 
  Proposed effect to site  
  NRHP recommendation  
 Comments:  

 

 
2.1)  Fieldwork start date in the Abstract (p. iii) (January 15, 2020) does not match that listed in the Introduction (p. 
3) (January 14, 2020).  Please reconcile and revise appropriately. 
 
2.2)  Land ownership of the seven addendum surveyed areas (A-G):  land ownership/jurisdiction in Survey Areas 
Summary Table (p. ii) lists all surveyed areas as privately owned.  This information does not match the land 
ownership listed in the Addendum Survey Areas section on Page 4 of the report, where land ownership includes 
ADOT-owned ROW and private landowner.  Please reconcile this discrepancy of information and revise accordingly. 
 
2.3)  AZ F:16:14(ASM):  This site is plotted in three locations on Figure A-1.  The southernmost location is  
AZ F:16:14(ASM), Shelter A, as depicted on the original ASM site card, as plotted on ASM maps, and as plotted on 
AZSITE.  The central location is AZ F:16:14(ASM), Shelter B, as depicted on the original ASM site card, as plotted 
on ASM maps, and as plotted on AZSITE.  ASM has no information regarding the northernmost rectangle that is also 
labelled AZ F:16:14(ASM) on Figure A-1.  The Abstract Site Summary Table (p. v) states: “Site has been plotted by 
repositories in three locations within the and outside the APE. Previous survey of the ADOT ROW has not identified 
the site, indicating that it either has been destroyed in the ROW or does not exist within it. No further cultural 
resources work is recommended.”  Please provide more detail about the site locations, since this suggests the site is 
misplotted.  Further, this text suggests that Survey Area A (the location of Shelter B) has been previously surveyed 
and the site was not identified, yet the seven addendum survey areas have not been previously surveyed.  Because 
Shelter B is located within Survey Area A, it must be described in the report as a previously recorded site, just like 
the other five previously recorded sites.   
 



 

REQUEST FOR REVISION 

SECTION 106 NON-COLLECTION SURVEY REPORT REVIEW 
 

Archaeological Records Office 
Date: 8 March 2017 Page 2 of 2 
Revised: 8 March 2018, 28 January 2019 

 
2.4)  AZ F:16:24(ASM):  In the site description (page 36), it is stated:  “The site was plotted by AZSITE and Hart 
and Davis (2013) in two discrete locations, both within the current APE on the south side of SB US 93 (Appendix A, 
Figure A-1)” yet Figure A-1, AZSITE, Hart and Davis (2013), and ASM maps show one location for the site.  Please 
reconcile this discrepancy and revise accordingly.  The next paragraph states: “The site was identified immediately 
south of the SB US 93 alignment, just west of the AZSITE plot.” Please illustrate this site boundary update on the 
plan map (Figure B-3) by also showing the previously recorded site boundary. 

 

3. Maps  -  All map revisions must be at 1:24,000 scale, neither enlarged nor reduced 
  Revise:  Comments 
  Project boundary  
  ASM site boundary  
  ASM site  
  Survey area  
  Basemap  
  Map symbology  
 Comments:  
 No comments or request for revisions for this section. 
 

4. Submit revised submission components  

 General Comments:   
 
Please submit report revisions, as outlined in Comments 2.1 – 2.4.   
 
ASM looks forward to receiving 6 site card updates when the project is submitted to the Archaeological Records 
Office. 
 

 

















One ADOT in service to all 
 

 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

1611 W. Jackson St. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov 

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor 
John S. Halikowski, Director 

Dallas Hammit, State Engineer 

 

February 19, 2020 

 
In Reply Refer To: 

 

NH-040-A(212)B 
TRACS No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L 

Interstate 40/US 93 Kingman Traffic Interchange 

Continuing Section 106 Consultation 

Programmatic Agreement Amendment 

“adverse effect” 
 

 

 

 

Mr. Mike Meersman, Director, Parks and Recreation 

City of Kingman 

3333 Harrison Street 

Kingman, Arizona 86401 

 

Dear Mr. Meersman: 

 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) plans to construct a traffic interchange (TI) 

at the intersection of Interstate 40 (I-40) and US Highway 93 (US 93), in Kingman, Mohave 

County, Arizona (see Figure 1, below). The project area is located in Section 7 of Township 21 

North, Range 16 West (Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian [GSRBM]) and Sections 12 – 

15, 22, 23, and 26 of Township 21 North, Range 17 West (GSRBM), as depicted on U.S. 

Geological Survey topographic maps (7.5-minute series) of the Kingman (AZ) quadrangle. This 

project would occur on ADOT-owned right-of-way (ROW), ADOT easement across federal 

lands administered by the US Bureau of Land Management (BLM), City of Kingman (City)-

owned land, and private property. This includes new ROW and temporary construction 

easements. Consulting parties for this project are the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 

ADOT, the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), the Arizona State Museum 

(ASM), the BLM, the Chemehuevi Indian Tribe, the City, the Colorado River Indian Tribes, the 

Fort Mojave Indian Tribe, the Hopi Tribe, the Hualapai Tribe, the Moapa Band of Paiute Indians, 

the Navajo Nation, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation. 

 

Because this project would employ federal funds, it is considered an undertaking subject to 

review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 

U.S.C. § 300101 et seq.). The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by 

applicable federal environmental laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by 

ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. § 327 and a memorandum of understanding, dated April 16, 2019 

and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and ADOT. 

 



Previous consultation outlined a scope of work (SOW), identified consulting parties, defined the 

area of potential effects (APE), circulated a draft and final programmatic agreement (PA), 

discussed preliminary geotechnical investigations, and resulted in a determination of “adverse 

effects” for the project as a whole (Petty [FHWA] to Jacobs [SHPO], November 12, 2013; SHPO 

concurrence November 15, 2013). Renewed consultation is now prompted by changes to the 

SOW and APE. Some of the historic properties discussed in earlier consultation are now outside 

of the amended APE, while additional sites have been enveloped. These changes require an 

amendment to the PA, which is attached for your review and comment. 

 

The project’s amended APE is shown in Appendix D of the enclosed PA amendment, and is 

defined as the  

 

 ADOT ROW and easement – across BLM lands along the US Highway 93 (US 93) 

corridor between milepost (MP) 69.60 and 71.00 

 

 ADOT ROW along the Interstate 40 (I-40) corridor between MP 48.32 and MP 51.75 

 

 new, variable-width ADOT ROW running east-west between US 93 (ca. MP 70.00) and 

I-40 (ca. MP 49.60) 

 

 

Scope of Work  

 

Prior consultation (November 12, 2013) was conducted prior to the full scope of improvements 

and study footprint. The construction of the build alternative would occur in two phases. Phase 

one would include the following: 

 

 Providing free-flow, grade-separated ramps to service I-40 westbound (WB) to US 93 

northbound (NB) and US 93 southbound (SB) to I-40 eastbound (EB), resulting in 

approximately one mile of new highway 

 Widening and deck rehabilitation of the existing White Cliff Road Overpass EB #1839 

and White Cliff road Overpass WB #1840 (I-40) 

 Widening Clack Canyon Wash Bridge EB #1837 (I-40) 

 Rehabilitating the deck of Clack Canyon Wash Bridge WB #1838 (I-40) 

 Widening of Interstate 40 and US 93 

 Constructing new concrete barrier as needed 

 Constructing new on-site drainage collection and conveyance system 

 Extending existing culverts and pipes, as needed 

 Installing or reconstructing ramp metering, lighting, signage, and pavement markings 

 Constructing Americans with Disabilities Act improvements, as needed 

 

Phase two would include the construction of the low volume I-40 EB to US 93 NB and US 93SB 

to I-40 WB ramps. 

 



Previous Research 

 

As noted in previous consultation, portions of the original APE were surveyed in conjunction 

with earlier projects, as reported in: 

 

 Evaluation of Five Previously Recorded Sites and an Archaeological Survey of the 

Proposed Realignment Between Mileposts 67 and 70.3 of U.S. Highway 93, Mohave 

County, Arizona. (Crary 1994) 
 

 Archaeological Investigations along the US Route 93 Right-of-way near Kingman, 

Mohave County, Arizona (Jones 1991) 
 

 An Archaeological Survey of an Irregular Right-of-Way Parcel at the Traffic Interchange 

along I-40 and US 93, On the West Side of Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona. (Spalding 

1997) 
 

 A Cultural Resources Inventory of Portions of the Interstate 40 Right-of-way, Mileposts 

3.4 to 8.3, 16.0 to 48.6, 49.3 to 52.0, 52.6 to 86.23, 110.49 to 139, and 144.3 to 146.2, 

Between Topock and Ash Fork, Mohave and Yavapai Counties, Arizona. (Spalding and 

Weaver 2000) 
 

 Archaeological Survey of Realignment for US 93 Between Stations 101+660 and 

102+380, North of Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona. (Macnider 1996) 
 

 Historic Roads Archival Research and Field Investigations along US 93 Between 

Mileposts 67 and 70.3, North of Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona. (Macnider et al. 

1994) 
 

 Cultural Resources Survey Along Interstate 40, Between Mileposts 48.6 and 49.0 and 

Between Mileposts 52.3 and 52.6 in Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona. (Langan 2008) 

 

 A Cultural Resources Survey of 106.10 Acres for the I-40/US 93 West Kingman System 

Traffic Interchange, Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona (Hart and Davis 2013). SHPO 

subsequently concurred with ADOT’s determination that all of the above-referenced 

reports were adequate (Petty [FHWA] to Jacobs [SHPO], November 12, 2013; SHPO 

concurrence November 15, 2013).  

 

 Archaeological Assessment of AZ F:16:25(ASM) Between Stations 105+ 800 and I05+ 

900 on US Highway 93 North of Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona  (Jensen and 

Macnider 1997). SHPO subsequently concurred with ADOT’s determination of report 

adequacy (Rozen [ADOT] to Miller [SHPO], February 4, 1997; SHPO concurrence, 

February 24, 1997).  

 



 A Cultural Resources Survey of a Four Mile Corridor and Two Small Parcels of 

Proposed Buried Cable Locations near Kingman, Mohave county, Arizona (Spalding 

2000).  

 

In keeping with SHPO Guidance Point 5, each of the above reports was re-evaluated and found 

to satisfy all current, applicable standards set forth by SHPO, ASM, and the Secretary of the 

Interior (SOI).  

 

More recent changes to the APE has introduced more parcels which were not previously 

surveyed. The additional parcels were recently surveyed, and the results outlined in, An 

Addendum Cultural Resources Survey and Relocation of Five Cultural Resources Sites for the I-

40/US 93 (Kingman TI) System Traffic Interchange Project, Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona 

(Luhnow and Tactikos 2020). This new survey report documented seven Isolated Occurrences 

and one in-use historic resource. A copy of it has been included for your review and comment.  

 

 

Cultural Resources 

 

Previous consultation indicated that there was a total of 22 prehistoric and historic resources 

within the APE (Petty [FHWA] to Jacobs [SHPO]; November 12, 2013). With the revisions to 

the APE, there are now a total of 24 prehistoric and historic resources. The table below shows 

the sites that are in the current project APE. 

 

 

 

 Site Name Site Type NRHP Eligibility Site Treatment 

 AZ F:16:1(ASM) Camp Beale Springs Listed This site is OUTSIDE, but 

adjacent to the APE. It will be 

avoided. No further work is 

needed. 

1 AZ F:16:14(ASM) Historic 

Rockshelters 

Unevaluated Previous and current surveys 

could not relocate the site – 

suggest either destroyed or not 

in the APE. No further work 

needed 

2 AZ F:16:21(ASM) Historic artifact 

scatter, rock 

alignment (wickiup 

rings) 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is located within APE, but 

outside of construction 

activity areas and will be 

avoided. No further work 

recommended. 

3 AZ F:16:24(ASM) Prehistoric/Hualapai 

Rock Shelter 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

The site cannot be avoided by 

construction – data recovery in 

accordance with the PA. 

4 AZ F:16:32(ASM) Rock ring and Determined Site is within APE, but outside 



prehistoric artifact 

scatter 

eligible (D) of construction activity area 

and will be avoided. No 

further work needed. 

5 AZ F:16:37(ASM) Historic Hardy Toll 

Road 

Determined 

eligible (A, D) 

The site cannot be avoided by 

construction – archival 

documentation in accordance 

with PA 

6 AZ F:16:39(ASM) Historic Road Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

7 AZ F:16:45(ASM) Historic Road 

Segment and Trash 

Scatter 

Determined 

ineligible  

No further work is needed. 

8 AZ F:16:47(ASM) Wagon Wheel Ruts 

in Bedrock 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

9 AZ F:16:48(ASM) Historic Hualapai 

Rock Shelter 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is located in APE adjacent 

to construction activities – 

avoidance flagging prior to 

construction. 

10 AZ F:16:49(ASM) Historic Trash 

Scatter  

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

11 AZ F:16:98(ASM) Possible mining 

feature 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

12 AZ F:16:99(ASM) Historic artifact 

scatter 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is located in APE, but 

outside of construction 

activities area and will be 

avoided. No further work is 

needed. 

13 AZ F:16:104(ASM) Historic Trash 

Scatter and road 

segment 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

14 AZ F:16:106(ASM) Historic Camp Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is located in the APE and 

cannot be avoided by 

construction. Data recovery in 

accordance with the PA. 

15 AZ F:16:107(ASM) Historic can dump Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

16 AZ F:16:108(ASM) Lithic scatter and 

historic building 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

17 AZ F:16:109(ASM) Historic road 

segment 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

18 AZ F:16:110(ASM) Historic residence 

and corral 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

19 AZ F:16:111(ASM) Historic utility line Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 



20 AZ F:16:112(ASM) Historic utility line Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

21 AZ F:16:113(ASM) Historic utility line Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

22 AZ F:16:114(ASM) Historic utility line Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

23 AZ I:14:5(ASM) Historic Road 

Segment; formally 

associated with the 

Beale Wagon Road 

Determined 

eligible (A, B) 

Previously recorded segment 

of historic roadway in APE is 

NOT the Beale Wagon Road. 

Represents an ineligible 

connector road. 

24 Fort Beale Road In-use historic 

structure 

Recommended 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

 

 

 
The bridges along I-40, Clack Canyon Wash Bridges (#1837 and #1838), and the overpasses 

White Cliff Road Overpass (#1839 and #1840), themselves are associated with the construction 

of I-40. Interstate 40 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate 

Highway System (Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption 

effectively excludes the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a 

historic property under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The 

recording and assessing of road features of the interstate highway for National Register 

significance is exempted under this provision. 

 

Modifications to the Programmatic Agreement 

 

 

Due to the changes in the project APE, the existing programmatic agreement needs to be updated 

to reflect the changes to the project.  The following are the items that have changed since the 

original PA: 

 

 Fort Mojave Indian Tribe’s name was incorrectly spelled in the original PA (e.g. 

Mohave) 

 

 The project APE has been modified since the original PA (see attached map) 

 

 With the change of the APE, there are now 24 cultural and historic resources within the 

project APE 

 

 The following Tribes have expressed cultural affiliation within the project area: 

Chemehuevi Indian Tribe, Colorado River Indian Tribes, Fort Mojave Indian Tribe, Hopi 



Tribe, Hualapai Tribe, Moapa Band of Paiute Indians, Navajo Nation, and Yavapai-

Apache Nation.  

 

 ADOT now has NEPA Assignment  

 

 

Please review the attached PA amendment. If you have no comments or concerns, please sign the 

PA amendment and return it with your concurrence of this letter. 

 

Based on the above, ADOT has determined that a finding of “adverse effects” remains 

appropriate for this project. Please review the enclosed amendment and appendices, along with 

the information provided in this letter.  

 

 

If you agree with ADOT’s continued finding of project effect and determinations of NRHP 

eligibility, please indicate your concurrence by signing on the line provided. If you are a 

signatory to the original PA (BLM, SHPO, ADOT, and City of Kingman) please sign and return 

the enclosed amendment. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Maggie Bowler, 

ADOT Historic Preservation Specialist, at 602-712-8633 or via email at mbowler@azdot.gov. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

Kris Powell, MA, RPA 

Cultural Resources Program Manager 

 

 

 

 

____________________________________________  ______________________ 

Signature for City of Kingman       Date 

999-A(534)T 

 

Enclosures 

 

cc: 

Mr. Bill Shilling, City Staff Liaison to the Historic Preservation Commission, 

BShilling@citykingman.gov  

3.24.20
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
1611 W. Jackson St. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov 

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor 
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Dallas Hammit, State Engineer 

April 13, 2020 
 
 

In Reply Refer To: 
 

NHPP-040-A(212)N 
TRACS No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L 

Interstate 40/US 93 Kingman Traffic Interchange 
Continuing Section 106 Consultation 

Programmatic Agreement Amendment 
 “Adverse Effect” 
   

 
  

Ms. Kathryn Leonard, State Historic Preservation Officer 
State Historic Preservation Office 
Arizona State Parks 
1300 West Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
 
RE:  SHPO-2013-1116 
 

Dear Ms. Leonard:  

 
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) plans to construct a traffic interchange (TI) at the 
intersection of Interstate 40 (I-40) and US Highway 93 (US 93), in Kingman, Mohave County, Arizona 
(see Figure 1, enclosed). The project area is located in Section 7 of Township 21 North, Range 16 West 
(Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian [GSRBM]) and Sections 12 – 15, 22, 23, and 26 of Township 
21 North, Range 17 West (GSRBM), as depicted on U.S. Geological Survey topographic maps (7.5-
minute series) of the Kingman (AZ) quadrangle. This project would occur on ADOT-owned right-of-way 
(ROW), ADOT easement across federal lands administered by the US Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM), City of Kingman (City)-owned land, and private property. This includes new ROW and 
temporary construction easements. Consulting parties for this project are the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation, ADOT, the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), the Arizona State 
Museum (ASM), the BLM, the Chemehuevi Indian Tribe, the City, the Colorado River Indian Tribes, the 
Fort Mojave Indian Tribe, the Hopi Tribe, the Hualapai Tribe, the Moapa Band of Paiute Indians, the 
Navajo Nation, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation. 
 
Because this project would employ federal funds, it is considered an undertaking subject to review under 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 300101 et seq.). 
The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental 
laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. § 327 and a 
memorandum of understanding, dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway 
Administration and ADOT. 
 
Previous consultation outlined a scope of work (SOW), identified consulting parties, defined the area of 
potential effects (APE), circulated a draft and final programmatic agreement (PA), discussed preliminary 

SHPO MBP
SHPO-2013-1116(153472)

SHPO MBP
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geotechnical investigations, scope change, new survey, and resulted in a determination of “adverse effect” 
for the project as a whole (Petty [FHWA] to Jacobs [SHPO], November 12, 2013; SHPO concurrence 
November 15, 2013).  

 
Due to the changes in the project APE (Powell [ADOT] to Jacobs [SHPO], February 19, 2020; SHPO 
concurrence March 9, 2020), the existing PA needs to be updated to reflect the changes to the project. An 
earlier version of the PA Amendment was sent out in mid-February. Comments were received from 
SHPO. The PA Amendment was revised and is attached to this letter for review and comment. The 
following are the items that have changed since the original PA: 
 

x Fort Mojave Indian Tribe’s name was incorrectly spelled in the original PA (e.g. Mohave) 
 

x The project APE has been modified since the original PA (see attached map) 
 

x With the change of the APE, there are now 24 cultural and historic resources within the project 
APE 
 

x The following Tribes have expressed cultural affiliation within the project area: Chemehuevi 
Indian Tribe, Colorado River Indian Tribes, Fort Mojave Indian Tribe, Hopi Tribe, Hualapai 
Tribe, Moapa Band of Paiute Indians, Navajo Nation, and Yavapai-Apache Nation  
 

x ADOT now has NEPA Assignment  
 

x Extending the expiration date of the PA to 10 years from date of the signed Amendment 
 
Please review the revised PA amendment. If you have no comments or concerns, please sign the PA 
Amendment and return it with your concurrence of this letter. 
 
Based on the above, ADOT has determined that a finding of “adverse effect” remains appropriate for this 
project. Please review the enclosed amendment and appendices, along with the information provided in 
this letter. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Maggie Bowler, ADOT Historic 
Preservation Specialist, at 602-712-4232 or via email at mbowler@azdot.gov. 
 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Kris Powell, MA, RPA 
Cultural Resources Program Manager 

 
 
____________________________________  ___________________ 
Signature for SHPO Concurrence    Date 
NHPP-040-A(212)N 
 
Enclosures 

mailto:mbowler@azdot.gov
SHPO MBP
4/14/20











AMENDMENT 

 

TO 

 

PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT 

 

AMONG 

 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM 

THE CITY OF KINGMAN 

THE HOPI TRIBE 

THE CHEMEHUEVI TRIBE 

THE COLORADO RIVER INDIAN TRIBES 

THE FORT MOJAVE INDIAN TRIBE 

THE HUALAPAI TRIBE 

THE MOAPA BAND OF PAIUTES 

THE NAVAJO NATION 

AND 

THE YAVAPAI-APACHE NATION 

 

FOR THE INTERSTATE 40/US 93 WEST KINGMAN TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE  

MOHAVE COUNTY, ARIZONA  

 

 
NH-040-A(212)B 

TRACS NO. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L 

 

WHEREAS, the Agreement was executed July 7, 2014; 

 

WHEREAS, this proposed amendment is necessary to revise signatory status for FHWA and 

ADOT, revise the area of potential effects (APE), correct the name of a consulting Tribe, and to 

extend the duration of the agreement;  

 

NOW, THEREFORE, in accordance with Stipulation 11 of the 2014 PA, the Arizona 

Department of Transportation (ADOT), the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), and the 

U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM), agree to amend the Agreement as follows:  

 

1. Remove Federal Highway Administration from the Agreement. ADOT has accepted 

federal compliance responsibilities pertaining to environmental assessments, pursuant to 

23 U.S.C. § 327 and a memorandum of understanding, dated April 16, 2019 and executed 

by FHWA and ADOT. ADOT is now the lead federal agency and a signatory to this 

agreement. 



2. Add to Appendix A: Revise the area of potential effects (APE). The APE is redefined as

the ADOT right-of-way (ROW) and easement across BLM lands along the US Highway

93 (US 93) corridor between milepost (MP) 69.60 and 71.00, the ADOT ROW along the

Interstate 40 (I-40) corridor between MP 48.32 and MP 51.75, and new, variable-width

ADOT ROW running east-west between US 93 MP 70.00 and I-40 MP 49.60.

3. Add to Stipulation 1 and Appendix B: Historic properties within the APE has been

revised to include [AZ F:16:14(ASM), AZ F:16:21(ASM, AZ F:16:98(ASM), AZ

F:16:99(ASM), and Fort Beale Road (an in-use historic structure)]. Sites AZ

F:16:40(ASM), AZ F:16:105(ASM), and AZ F:6:115(ASM) are no longer within the

APE.

4. Correct the spelling of the Fort Mojave Indian Tribe throughout the Agreement.

5. Add the Navajo Nation and the Yavapai-Apache Nation as consulting parties to the

Agreement.

6. Add to Stipulation 11 (Amendments). Further revisions to the APE, if any, shall not

require an amendment to the Agreement; instead, ADOT shall consult with the SHPO

and other consulting parties on any proposed modifications to the APE.

7. Revise Stipulation 15 (Duration of the Agreement). This Agreement shall be null and

void if its terms are not carried out within (10) years from the date of the executed

Amendment, unless the signatories agree in writing to an extension for carrying out its

terms.

Execution of this Amendment by the signatories and its subsequent filing with the ACHP is 

evidence that ADOT has afforded the ACHP an opportunity to comment on the Interstate 40/US 

93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange Project and its effects on historic properties, and that 

ADOT has taken into account the effects of the Undertaking on historic properties. 

SIGNATORIES 

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 

By ________________________________________ Date________ 

Title _______________________________________ 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

State Historic Preservation Officer

April 14, 2020







ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

 

 By ________________________________________  Date________ 

 

Title _______________________________________ 

 

 

INVITED SIGNATORIES 

 

 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
 

By ________________________________________  Date________ 

 

Title _______________________________________ 
 

 

CONCURRING PARTIES 

 

ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM 
 

By________________________________________  Date_________ 

 

Title______________________________________    
 

 

CITY OF KINGMAN 
 

By________________________________________  Date_________ 

 

Title______________________________________    
 

 

CHEMEHUEVI TRIBE 

 

By ________________________________________  Date________  

 

Title _______________________________________ 
 

 

COLORADO RIVER INDIAN TRIBES 

 

By_______________________________________   Date________ 

 

Title______________________________________ 
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APPENDIX B – 

PA FOR THE INTERSTATE-40/US 93  
WEST KINGMAN TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE MOHAVE COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 

PREHISTORIC AND HISTORICAL RESOURCES WITHIN THE PROJECT APE 

 

 Site Name Site Type NRHP Eligibility Site Treatment 

 AZ F:16:1(ASM)* Camp Beale Springs Listed This site is OUTSIDE, but 

adjacent to the APE. It will be 

avoided. No further work is 

needed. 

1 AZ F:16:14(ASM) Rockshelters Unevaluated Previous and current surveys 

could not relocated the site – 

suggest either destroyed or not 

in the APE. No further work 

needed 

2 AZ F:16:21(ASM) Artifact scatter, rock 

alignment (wickiup 

rings) 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is located within APE, but 

outside of construction 

activity and will be avoided. 

No further work 

recommended. 

3 AZ F:16:24(ASM) Prehistoric/Hualapai 

Rock Shelter 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

The site cannot be avoided by 

construction – data recovery in 

accordance with the PA. 

4 AZ F:16:32(ASM) Rock ring and 

prehistoric artifact 

scatter 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is within APE, but outside 

of construction activitiy and 

will be avoided. No further 

work needed. 

5 AZ F:16:37(ASM) Historic Hardy Toll 

Road 

Determined 

eligible (A, D) 

The site cannot be avoided by 

construction – archival 

documentation in accordance 

with PA 

6 AZ F:16:39(ASM) Historic Road Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

7 AZ F:16:45(ASM) Historic Road 

Segment and Trash 

Scatter 

Determined 

ineligible  

No further work is needed. 

8 AZ F:16:47(ASM) Wagon Wheel Ruts 

in Bedrock 

Deteremined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

9 AZ F:16:48(ASM) Historic Hualapai 

Rock Shelter 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is located in APE adjacent 

to construction activities – 

avoidance flagging prior to 



construction. 

10 AZ F:16:49(ASM) Historic Trash 

Scatter  

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

11 AZ F:16:98(ASM) Possible mining 

feature 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

12 AZ F:16:99(ASM) Historic artifact 

scatter 

Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is located in APE, but 

outside of construction 

activities and will be avoided. 

No further work is needed. 

13 AZ F:16:104(ASM) Historic Trash 

Scatter and road 

segment 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

14 AZ F:16:106(ASM) Historic Camp Determined 

eligible (D) 

Site is located in the APE and 

cannot be avoided by 

construction. Data recovery in 

accordance with the PA. 

15 AZ F:16:107(ASM) Historic can dump Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

16 AZ F:16:108(ASM) Lithic scatter and 

historic building 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

17 AZ F:16:109(ASM) Historic road 

segment 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

18 AZ F:16:110(ASM) Historic residence 

and corral 

Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

19 AZ F:16:111(ASM) Historic utility line Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

20 AZ F:16:112(ASM) Historic utility line Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

21 AZ F:16:113(ASM) Historic utility line Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

22 AZ F:16:114(ASM) Historic utility line Determined 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

23 AZ I:14:5(ASM) Beale Wagon Road Determined 

eligible (A, B) 

Previously recorded segment 

of historic roadway in APE is 

NOT the Beale Wagon Road. 

Represents an ineligible 

connector road. 

24 Fort Beale Road In-use historic 

structure 

Recommended 

ineligible 

No further work is needed. 

 



4/29/2020 State of Arizona Mail - RE: [External] Programmatic Agreement Amendment for filing
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Kristina Powell <kpowell@azdot.gov>

RE: [External] Programmatic Agreement Amendment for filing
1 message

Sarah Stokely <sstokely@achp.gov> Tue, Apr 28, 2020 at 11:38 AM
To: Kristina Powell <kpowell@azdot.gov>

Hi Kris,

 

Thank you for sending this executed amendment to the ACHP.

 

A formal acknowledgment le�er will be sent soon, but in the mean�me, please accept this email as evidence that this
Amendment has been filed with the ACHP. Implementa�on of its terms will complete the Sec�on 106 process.

 

If you have any ques�ons, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

 

Thank you,

 

Sarah

 

Sarah C. Stokely

Program Analyst

Advisory Council on Historic Preserva�on

Telephone: 202-517-0224

Fax: 202-517-6381

Email: sstokely@achp.gov

 

From: Kristina Powell [mailto:kpowell@azdot.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2020 2:00 PM
To: e106
Cc: Sarah Stokely
Subject: [External] Programmatic Agreement Amendment for filing

 

Good Afternoon:

 

mailto:sstokely@achp.gov
mailto:kpowell@azdot.gov


4/29/2020 State of Arizona Mail - RE: [External] Programmatic Agreement Amendment for filing

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=20128460dd&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a%3Ar6598467972673920493%7Cmsg-f%3A166524260674… 2/2

We have an Amendment to a Programmatic Agreement that we wish to file with the ACHP. The ACHP declined to sign
the original agreement document (attached below for reference- please note the attachments of the original PA have been
lost).

 

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Best,

Kris Powell, MA, RPA

Cultural Resources Program Manager

Arizona Department of Transportation

Environmental Planning

1611 W. Jackson, EM02

Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-712-2343

KPowell@azdot.gov

www.azdot.gov
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AGENCY AND CONSULTANT ATTENDEES: 
   Shahid Bhuiyan  ADOT Predesign 

Mike Kondelis  ADOT Kingman District  
Larry Doescher ADOT SPMG  

   Michele Beggs ADOT CCP  
   Steve Thomas  FHWA  
   Doug Fischer  Kimley-Horn & Associates 
   Sarah Eichinger Kimley-Horn & Associates    

Ahmad Omais  Kimley-Horn & Associates 
   Steve Latoski  Mohave County  
   John Reid  BLM 
   Coralie Cole  Jacobs 
   Laura Nordan  Jacobs 
 
ATTACHMENTS: Sign-In Sheets 

Informational Handout 
Newspaper Advertisement 
Presentation Slides 
Meeting Board Graphics 
Postcard Notification 
Question Cards (32) 
Comment Sheets (9) 
Emails (9) 
Phone Calls (5) 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in coordination with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) and the Bureau of Land Management, has initiated a study of potential 
improvements to the Interstate 40 (I-40)/US 93 traffic interchange (TI) in Kingman. The study 
will identify alternatives for providing connection between I-40 and US 93 that will allow traffic 
to flow through the interchange without stopping. Alternatives for a new TI location, including 
possible improvements to the existing Beale Street TI, are being evaluated.  
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A public information meeting was held on November 13, 2008, at the Palo Christi Elementary 
School in Kingman from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. to provide an update on the study progress. Two 
alternative corridors recommended for further consideration were presented in detail and the 
opportunity was given for the public to provide issues, concerns and opportunities to be 
addressed during further development and evaluation of the study alternatives. A total of 
120 people (not including agency and consultant representatives) attended the meeting. 
 
Meeting advertisements were published in the Kingman Daily Miner on November 12 and 13, 
2008, and the Standard on November 5 and 11, 2008. In addition, meeting notification postcards 
were mailed to over 14,000 addresses in the Kingman area on October 29, 2008. Informational 
handouts, copies of the slide presentation, comment sheets, and question cards were distributed 
to the meeting attendees. Public meeting visuals were on display for viewing prior to the formal 
presentation.  The meeting consisted of an open house from 6:00 to 6:30, with a 15-minute 
presentation given at 6:30 p.m. After the presentation, a question-and-answer session was held. 
A summary of the questions and answers is provided below. The meeting closed at 
approximately 8:00 p.m. 
 
Question/Answer Summary 
 
Q1 - Will this project stop or slow down progress on ADOT’s plan for Rattlesnake Wash? 
A - This project will not impact the Rattlesnake Wash project schedule. 
 
Q2 - The City of Kingman should keep the Ft. Beale area free of the interchange – there are 
parks, trails and cultural areas – are they to be protected? 
A - Since this project will require FHWA funding, impacts to 4(f) properties require additional 
analysis and avoidance alternatives must be investigated. 

 
Q3 - Both C and D will be an incursion into Metcalfe Acres – what streets therein are impacted? 
A - At this level of the study we do not know specific impacts to streets.  Those details will be 
worked out later in the study process, and we will have more details available at that time. 
 
Q4 - I believe and support the plan that calls for overhead on and off ramps that would provide a 
true highway interchange.  This is the only real remedy in my opinion.  It should serve for a 
great deal of growth for a long time at a longer construction period/max cost.   
A - Thank you for your comment. 
 
Q5 - Please zoom in on C & D areas. What happens to present US 93/Beale Street Interchange? 
A - For both C and D interchange options, access will remain the same – it will be like the 
current configuration. 
 
Q6 - Does this project have anything to do with Canamex or North American Union? Please 
explain - C Corridor = $204M as opposed to $51M dollars. Is there really any question?   
A - The project is not related to Canamex or North American Union, but is the result of the need 
to relieve local area congestion. Cost is a consideration, but not the only one. The $204M 
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estimate is an order of magnitude estimate of the “worst case” scenario, and would be refined 
during the next phase of the study.  
 
Q7 - At this time, do you anticipate any possible new funding for the "five-year" construction 
program due to the new "progressive" administration coming in office next year?  Our country's 
infrastructure is in such bad shape. 
A - There is discussion regarding a proposed stimulus package, but we do not know the details 
for funding. This project may or may not benefit from the stimulus package, because 6-7 years 
from now, we do not know the status the economy will be in. 
 
Q8 - Thank you for the presentation.  Why not shoot for A's and B's for the direct connection in 
2040 instead of B's & C's? Is it cost? What would A's and B's look like? Is there room to 
grow/expand in 2040? (is this in the current planning discussion?) 
A - This is the guideline by which ADOT designs roadways to provide an acceptable peak-hour 
level of service. 
 
Q9 - Where on Option D would traffic leave I-40 and where would it connect on US 93 - give 
points of reference or landmarks that we know. 
A - At this level of the study we do not have exact locations for these connections; however we 
can show you more detail during the next stage of the study.  
 
Q10 - How much do you think this will cost? 
A – That depends on which alternative is chosen (refer to slide presentation). 
 
Q11 - Will private property be taken to build the interchange? 
A - There would likely be some impacts to private property; however, ADOT’s goal is to avoid 
impacts to property. 
 
Q12 - What kind of environmental issues exist? 
A - Quite a few – there are 4(f), and 6(f) resources in the area; washes, historic wagon trails, and 
cultural resources. At the next stage of the study we will define issues, show them on the study 
map and mitigate whenever there are conflicts. 
 
Q13 - How much population will this make (will project increase area growth) 
A - The study used historical population data and current projections to model growth. 
 
Q14 - Is US 93 going to be a 4-lane road to Beale Street? Can you get off 93 to the park area 
between Beale Street and Route 68? 
A - The anticipated US 93 configuration on the west side of the interchange will be three lanes in 
each direction. The existing interchange will stay remain in place. 
 
Q15 - Can you show C&D over a map showing businesses like on the first slide? 
A – This information is not developed yet. In the next phase of the study we will have a more 
detailed map to present to the public. 



 

Jacobs 101 North First Avenue, Suite 3100 Tel. (602) 253-1200 
 Phoenix, Arizona  85003 Fax. (602) 253-1202 
 

4

 
Q16 - What is to be done to help the environment? 
A - Traffic congestion creates more pollution.  The aim is to alleviate this.  We will study and 
mitigate environmental impacts.  There will be Federal funds involved with the study with strict 
requirements to analyze impacts. 
 
Q17 - Is there available better graphics that are easier to see and read? 
A – This will be more feasible at the next level of the study, when more detail is available. 
 
Q18 - What impact would Corridor D have on businesses located in Corridor C? 
A - Physically there would be no impacts and vehicles would still have access. Any potential 
economic impacts would be investigated as part of the environmental process in the next level of 
study. 
 
Q19 - Is the C & D choices set in stone? 
A - These choices are not set in stone.  We’re dealing with wide corridors at this stage. The goal 
is to create a direct connection, and there may be alternatives that come up and will be examined.  
We’re moving forward from one phase in the study to the next – there may be new alternatives to 
discuss. 
 
Q20 - Is there a push by the Feds as part of the Canamex Highway? 
A - As seen from the traffic numbers, there is lots of congestion in the area – which primarily 
stems from local traffic. The community would want ADOT to address this congestion.  This 
congestion is not related directly to Canamex, but is primarily a result of local area congestion. 
 
Q2 - Please consider south border of Corridor C - cost will decrease if you avoid the businesses 
and it will affect fewer homes and businesses.  D will affect the water area natural spring and 
water tower. 
A - That is one of the alternatives we will consider; we’ll be maneuvering within the corridor. 
The water impacts will be noted in the next phase; we will display impacts on map renderings 
once they are refined. 
 
Q22 - Do you have a rendering or artist sketch of C & D? 
A – We will have more visuals to show at the next phase of the study in the future.  
 
Q23 - What’s more important – costs or someone’s house? 
A - The goal of ADOT is not to acquire property; the goal is to have the least impact. We will be 
developing avoidance options. 
 
Q24 - Is ADOT adding onto or creating new highways in this area? 
A - ADOT is conducting public meetings to give opportunity for you to voice your comments - 
to help in developing ADOT’s overview, or “big” plan.  ADOT is looking at long term planning; 
30-40 years out to plan what they want to do.  Public meetings on this will be conducted in 
Bullhead City on Monday, Lake Havasu City on Tuesday – to look at long term issues and we 
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want your input on needs. For those meetings we are not looking at improvements to current 
highways, improving corridors within existing alignments; or improving interchanges – but get 
input on developing an overview plan for the state. 
 
Q25 - Can you come back before the year end with the footprint and construction schedule for 
option “C”? 
A - No footprint or construction schedule will be set at this phase of the study.   
 
Q26 - If private property is taken, what is the process to determine value? 
A - ADOT provides lots of advance notice and will know years before an acquisition. ADOT 
uses appraisals to determine market value, makes an offer on the property, and works with the 
owner to come to an agreement. 
 
Q27 - With a $204M price tag, why is Route C even being considered? 
A – Corridor Alternative C is feasible and recommended for further study because it would meet 
the needs of the traffic and stay within an existing transportation corridor. This cost reflects a 
“worst case” scenario. 
 
Q28 - You said traffic flow historically from US 93 has been stopped to trucking since 2001 – 
has this been taken into account? 
A –The issue of truck traffic and the anticipated opening of the Hoover Dam bypass are included 
in the Kingman Area Traffic Study that was used as a basis for the traffic projections used in this 
study. 
   
Q29 - What will happen when Hoover Dam will be bypassed with a 4-lane road portion of 
US 93? 
A –The issue of truck traffic and the anticipated opening of the Hoover Dam bypass are included 
in the Kingman Area Traffic Study that was used as a basis for the traffic projections used in this 
study. 
 
Q30 - This will completely take away Metwell and Camp Beale Loop Hiking area according to 
the BLM map. 
A - At this level of study present we do not know the potential impacts to these specific areas. 
Recreational areas are protected under federal law and must be considered in the environmental 
analysis. 
 
Q31 -  Would either the C or D corridors have an impact on the ingress/egress to the ADOT 
weigh station at Hwy 68, or is any additional weigh station (truck scales) being considered going 
N on US 93? 
A- There would be no impacts to the weigh station – it is outside of the study area. 
 
Q32 - Is there a website to see the progress of the planning maps, etc? 
A - The project website is: 
http://www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.asp 
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Q33 (no card) - Who ultimately decides C or D? 
A – In the next phase of study, the study team would work to develop consensus between agency 
and public stakeholders to identify a preferred alternative. 
 
Comment Overview 
 
All comments received are attached to this report and will be discussed in detail in the Project 
Scoping Summary Report. Comments generally focused on the following topics: 
 

• Concerns negative economic impact will be greater with alternative D more than C 
• Opinion both alternatives D and C are too costly 
• Support for alternative C – land will cost less, plus has less impacts to homes and spring 

water 
• Support for corridor alternative farthest from Kingman 
• Request corridor evaluation criteria include comparative analysis on projected accident 

rates, roadway aesthetics, and fuel consumption based on yearly ADT 
• Alternative should be chosen based on speed and ease of implementation 
• Alternative choice should be based on economic impacts before, during, and after 

construction as a selection priority 
• Concerns negative financial impacts will result if businesses are uprooted due to project 

takes 
• Concerns over impacts to residential and commercial property in Kingman 
• Concerns over impacts to Metcalf Acres 
• Request information on property value changes due to new interchange 
• General support for the project including requests for immediate action, that current 

configuration is unsafe, and to expedite selection and implementation process 
• Concern crime from south of the border will increase in Kingman because new roadway 

construction will encourage traffic from Mexico and lack of local resources 
• Cultural concerns resulting from project including protecting historic trails and impacts to 

Kingman historic district 
• Concerns regarding construction inconvenience 
• Requests for details on the roadway, including roadway width and access locations 
• Environmental concerns including impacts to water quality and Beale Springs, and 

increases in traffic noise 
• Design requests including access for Clarks Canyon Road and providing climbing lanes 

to accommodate truck traffic 
• Requests for timely updates to study 
• Requests for general study information 
• Concerns with R/W takes in town, in particular station owners and other 

businesses/homes possibly impacted by proposed corridors 
 





















INFORMATION SHEET 

Environmental Overview

What’s Next

The corridor alternatives are being developed with your feedback and evaluated for environmental issues, 
consistent with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). NEPA requires federal agencies to include 
environmental values in their decision-making processes by considering the environmental, social, and 
economic impacts of proposed actions and reasonable alternatives to those actions. An environmental 
overview has been prepared as part of the engineering study. This information was used to evaluate corridor 
alternatives and to recommend eliminating specific corridor alternatives from further consideration based on 
potential environmental issues.

Issues, Concerns and Opportunities
During the initial phase of the study, several issues, concerns and opportunities were identified as criteria that 
would be used in the corridor alternative evaluation process. These were obtained from investigations 
conducted by the study team and from feedback from the agency and public scoping meetings. The feedback 
can be organized into two categories, Environmental Considerations and Engineering Considerations.

For More Information, Contact:

Shahid Bhuiyan, Project Manager
ADOT Predesign
205 South 17th Avenue, Mail Drop 605E
Phoenix, Arizona  85007
Phone:  602-712-8722
Email: sbhuiyan@azdot.gov

Michele Beggs, Public Information Officer
ADOT Kingman District
3660 East Andy Devine, Mail Drop K600
Kingman, Arizona  86401
Phone: 928-681-6054
Email: mbeggs@azdot.gov

Public Meeting - November 13, 2008

I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange
Feasibility Report and Environmental Studies

Mike Kondelis, District Engineer
ADOT Kingman District
3660 East Andy Devine, Mail Drop K600
Kingman, Arizona  86401
Phone:  928-681-6010
Email: mkondelis@azdot.gov

Study Vicinity Map
ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7323 01L

Federal Project No. NH-040-A(AVJ)
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The Arizona Department of Transportation 
(ADOT), in coordination with the Federal Highway 
Administration and the Bureau of Land 
Management, is conducting a study to identify 
feasible corridors for providing a free-flow traffic 
connection between I-40 and US 93 in the 
Kingman area.  

Potential corridors for a new traffic interchange 
location, including possible improvements to the 
existing I-40/Beale Street traffic interchange, are 
under evaluation. The corridor alternatives have 
been examined for potential environmental, social, 
and economic issues. It is anticipated that the 
findings of this study will be carried forward for 
more detailed study.

Shinarump Traffic Interchange

 Stockton Hill Road Traffic Interchange

I-40/US 93 Traffic Interchange

Hualapai Mountain

Road

93

STUDY
AREA

68

Please review the exhibits around the room. Study Team members are 
available to answer questions and discuss details.

A question and answer session will be held immediately following the 
presentation. To have your question answered in front of the group, please 
write your question on the yellow card provided and hand it to any Study Team 
member.
 
Your input is important to us. Be sure to complete a comment sheet. You may 
leave it with us tonight or submit it to the Study Team by December 12, 2008, 
as directed on the form.

Study Update
A public scoping meeting was held on March 31, 
2008. This meeting introduced the Kingman 
community to the study and invited public 
comments. Eighty-three members of the public 
attended. Comments generally centered on 
impacts to businesses and private property along 
the existing highway, as well as access and 
impacts to recreational areas and trails.  Concerns 
were also voiced about project funding and 
potential environmental impacts on the Cerbat 
Foothills Recreational Area. Since then, an 

analysis of eight potential corridor alternatives (A through H, map inside right) has been conducted. Meetings with 
government agency stakeholders have also been held to solicit comments on the study. Based on agency and public comments, 
traffic analysis, as well as environmental and engineering criteria, Corridors C and D are recommended as the best corridors to 
carry forward for further study.

Tonight the Study Team will present the recommended corridors to carry forward for further detailed study and the reasoning 
behind the corridor selections. We  invite your feedback on the study findings and recommendations.

Study Website: 
www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.asp

At this time, we are recommending carrying two corridor alternatives, C and D, forward for further detailed study. 
The input we receive from you tonight will help us identify the critical issues that will be considered in concluding 
this study. After tonight’s meeting, the Study Team will consider the feedback from the public and finalize the 
study recommendations.

About Tonight’s Meeting
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Environmental Considerations

=Visual impacts
=Wildlife crossings and connectivity 
=Impacts to flora and fauna
=Conflicts with mining claims and grazing rights
=Impacts to natural water sources
=Impacts to drainage patterns
=Impacts to recreational resources such as Cerbat  

       Foothills Recreation Area and Beale Springs
= Impacts to trails
=Economic impacts resulting from removing traffic from 

Beale Street
=Impacts to residential properties and businesses 

       located near new interchange or roadway
=Tribal concerns and cultural resources
= Outreach for business community
=Considerations regarding land use, both existing and

planned
=Historic sites

Engineering Considerations

=Access to Kingman local streets
=Possible new traffic interchange west of the 

study limits
=Proposed power line close to Corridor

Alternative H
=Traffic interchange spacing at 1-2 mile

increments along I-40
=Clearly define corridors to evaluate possible 

impacts
=Retaining existing traffic interchange
=Traffic study reflects future area development
=Improvements to existing Beale Street traffic 

interchange needed
=Access control on new traffic interchange to

provide free-flow traffic
=Providing roadway drainage

Ahmad Omais, Consultant Project Manager
Kimley-Horn & Associates
7878 North 16th Street, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona  85020
Phone:  602-944-5500
Email: ahmad.omais@kimley-horn.com



The study area under consideration includes the area along US 93 from State Route 68 to I-40 and on I-40 from 
the Stockton Hill Road traffic interchange to the Shinarump Drive traffic interchange. As shown to the public last 
March, eight corridor alternatives within this area were developed for consideration: Corridor Alternatives A 
through H (map, right). 

After evaluating the corridors, the Study Team is recommending that Corridor Alternatives A, B, E, F, G, and H 
be eliminated from further consideration. These corridors would have greater impacts on the Cerbat Foothills 
Recreation Area and would require a substantially longer new roadway to be built than Corridors C and D. 
Construction of a longer new roadway results in increased environmental impacts as well as higher  
construction costs. Corridors C and D are recommended as the best corridor alternatives to carry forward for 
the next phase of study, based on engineering and environmental data as well as input received from the public 
and government agency representatives.

The primary objective of this study is to identify feasible corridors that could be used as a direct connection by 
through-traffic traveling between US 93 and I-40. Corridor length and travel time are issues under consideration 
in the selection process. Corridor Alternatives C and D would be most likely to be used by through-traffic, while 
requiring the shortest length of new roadway. Additionally, these alternatives minimize impacts to the Cerbat 
Foothills Recreation Area, a consideration that emerged as a high priority for both agency and public 
stakeholders.

The analysis conducted to date has shown that Corridor Alternatives C and D are feasible corridors in which 
roadway design concepts could be further developed and examined. The next phase of the project 
development process would include developing multiple design concept alternatives and specific roadway 
alignments within the corridors. These design concepts would go through detailed design, development, and 
environmental analysis before a final alternative would be selected.

The Project Development Process 

Detailed 
Study

Planning ConstructionDesignProgramming 
& Funding

Maintain 
& Monitor

Currently the project is in the planning stage at the beginning of the project development process. During 
this phase, long-term planning is conducted to determine future transportation needs and potential 
improvements. Area population growth, anticipated land use, jurisdictional responsibilities, and other 
factors are used to determine the need, feasibility, and general location of future improvements.  The 
public and agency scoping meetings held during March 2008, as well as tonight’s meeting, are a part of this 
first phase.
 
The actual construction of any proposed roadway may not take place for at least ten years, due to funding 
limitations as well as the time required to conduct detailed engineering and environmental studies of the 
potential improvements. ADOT anticipates that the recommended corridors will be advanced to the 
Detailed Study phase, during which design concept alternatives are developed and evaluated. At this time, 
construction funding for this project is not included in the ADOT Five-Year Transportation Facilities 
Construction Program.

Corridor Alternatives Selection

We are here Legend

Eliminated Corridors

Corridor CAlternative 

Corridor Alternative D

Cerbat Foothills 
Recreation Area Boundary

Kingman City limits

I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange
Corridor Alternatives

DD

NORTH
Not to scale



ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PUBLIC MEETING

The general public is invited to attend an 
informational meeting about potential 
improvements to the Interstate 40 (I-40)/US 
93 traffic interchange in Kingman. The 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
(ADOT), in coordination with the Federal 
Highway Administration and the Bureau of 
Land Management, is conducting a study 
to identify feasible corridors for providing a 
free-flow traffic connection between I-40 
and US 93 in the Kingman area. 

Potential corridors for a new traffic 
interchange location, including possible 
improvements to the existing I-40/Beale 
Street traffic interchange, are under 
evaluation. The corridor alternatives have 
been examined for potential environmental, 
social, and economic issues. It is anticipated 
that the findings of this study will be carried 
forward for more detailed study. 

The purpose of the meeting is to discuss 
the status of the study, present the 

Your Input is Needed on

corridors under consideration, and gather public feedback on the corridor alternatives 
recommended to carry forward for further study. The input received from this meeting will 
be used to help refine the corridor alternatives and finalize the study findings. Study Team 
representatives will be present to answer your questions and address your concerns.  Map 
displays will be available for viewing.

For additional technical information, you may contact Ahmad Omais, phone: (602) 944-5500, 
email:  ahmad.omais@kimley-horn.com. Comments may be submitted by December 12, 
2008, to ADOT c/o Laura Nordan, Jacobs Engineering, 875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201, 
Tempe, Arizona 85284; fax (480) 763-8601; email laura.nordan@jacobs.com. 

Thursday November 13, 2008
6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (MST)

Presentation at 6:30 P.M.
Palo Christi Elementary School

500 Maple Street, Kingman AZ  86401

I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange
Feasibility Report and Environmental Studies

For additional meeting information, contact:
Laura Nordan, phone: (480) 763-8715, fax: (480) 763-8601, email: laura.nordan@jacobs.com

THIS NEWSPAPER NOTICE IS AVAILABLE AT WWW.ADOTENVIRONMENTAL.COM

MIKE KONDELIS
Kingman District Engineer

ADOT

FLOYD ROEHRICH, JR.
 State Engineer

ADOT

SHAHID BHUIYAN
Project Manager

ADOT

TRACS No.  040 MO 048 H7323 01L       Federal Project No. NH-040-A(AVJ)

Americans with Disabilities Act: Persons with a disability 
may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign 
language interpreter, by contacting Laura Nordan at (480) 
763-8715. Requests should be made as early as possible to 
allow time to arrange the accommodation.  This document 
is available in alternate formats by contacting Ms. Nordan.
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Meeting Agenda
Introductions
Project Purpose and Need
Project Development Recap
Summary of Initial Feasibility Report
Findings
Questions and Answers

Project Purpose and Need
Need for a Direct Connection
Between I-40 and US 93 has been
Documented in Previous Studies
Congestion Backs up onto I-40
Area is Developing Fast
Right-of-Way Costs are Escalating
Improve Local Access

Purpose and Need (Continued)
Relieve Congestion – Increase
Roadway Capacity and Improve
Traffic Flow
Accident Reduction
Continued Growth - Plan for Future
Developments

Project Development Recap
Project Development Process
Feasibility Study Process
Public & Agency Feedback
Where We Are Now
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Project Development Recap
Public & Agency Feedback
» Economic Concerns for Existing

Businesses
» Impacts to Trails and Recreation Areas
» Impacts to Private Property and

Residences Along Project Area
» Project Funding Concerns

Project Development Recap
Public & Agency Feedback(cont.)
» Environmental Concerns – Impact to

Wildlife and Water Quality
» Requests for Roadway Details –

Traffic Interchange Locations, Business
Access and Traffic Flow

» Avoid Stockton Hill Area

Summary of Initial Findings
Traffic Analysis
Corridor Alternatives Recap
Corridor Alternatives Comparison
Environmental Overview
Corridors Recommended for Further
Study

Traffic Analysis
Existing and Future Traffic Volumes
Level of Service

Traffic Analysis
Existing and Future Traffic Volumes

Location 2006 Average
Daily Traffic

2040 Average
Daily Traffic

% Growth
in Avg.
Daily

Traffic
WB I-40 Mainline
(North of Beale St)

16,132 45,060 179%

WB I-40 Off-Ramp 12,433 22,627 82%

WB I-40 On-Ramp 1,830 6,510 255%

WB I-40 Mainline
(South of Beale St)

6,863 28,943 322%

US 93 21,500 56,823 164%

EB I-40 Mainline
(South of Beale St)

8,513 29,507 247%

EB I-40 Off-Ramp 2,347 6,574 180%

EB I-40 On-Ramp 12,457 24,340 95%

EB I-40 Mainline
(North of Beale St)

16,603 47,273 185%
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Traffic Analysis
Level of Service

Level of Service A Level of Service D

Level of Service B Level of Service E

Level of Service C Level of Service F

Level of Service Criteria
for Signalized Intersections

Level of Service Delay (seconds/vehicle)

A 0 - 10 seconds
B 10 - 20 seconds
C 20 - 35 seconds
D 35 - 55 seconds
E 55 - 80 seconds
F 80 + seconds

Source:  Exhibit 26-8, Highway Capacity Manual 2000

Traffic Analysis
Existing and Future Levels of
Service

2006
2040

No Build
2040

Direct Connection

Location Average
Delay
(per

vehicle)

Level
of

Service

Average
Delay

(per vehicle)

Level
of

Service

Average
Delay

(per vehicle)

Level
of

Service

US 93/WB I-40 (West side of Traffic Interchange)
SB US 93
(West
approach)

18
seconds

B
286 seconds
(4 minutes

46 seconds)
F 20 seconds C

NB US 93
(East
approach)

6
seconds

A
96 seconds
(1 minute

36 seconds)
F 14 seconds B

WB I-40
Off-Ramp
(North
approach)

31
seconds

C
256 seconds
(4 minutes

16 seconds)
F 28 seconds C

Intersection
Overall

19
seconds B

221 seconds
(3 minutes

41 seconds)
F 18 seconds B

Traffic Analysis
Existing and Future Levels of
Service

2006
2040

No Build
2040

Direct Connection

Location Average
Delay
(per

vehicle)

Level
of

Service

Average
Delay

 (per vehicle)

Level
of

Service

Average
Delay

(per vehicle)

Level
of

Service

US 93/Beale St./EB I-40 (East side of Traffic Interchange)
SB US 93
(West
approach)

20
seconds

C
455 seconds
(7 minutes

35 seconds)
F 13 seconds B

NB US 93
(East
approach)

60
seconds

E
522 seconds
(8 minutes

42 seconds)
F 29 seconds C

EB I-40 Off-
Ramp
(South
approach)

38
seconds

D
214 seconds
(3 minutes

34 seconds)
F 29 seconds C

Intersection
Overall 38

seconds
D

454 seconds
(7 minutes

34 seconds)
F 24 seconds C

Corridor Alternatives Comparison
No Build
South Corridors (A, B, G, and H)
North Corridors (C, D, E, and F)
Evaluation Criteria and
Measurements

Corridor
Alternatives

South Corridor
Alternatives

» A, B, G, and H
North Corridor
Alternatives

» C, D, E, and F

Evaluation Criteria/Measurements
Land Use Considerations

Evaluation Criteria Unit of
Measure A B C D E F G H

Bureau of Land Management /
Cerbat Foothills Recreation Area
Outside City of Kingman Limits

acres 108 38 0 0 0 0 122 242

Bureau of Land Management /
Cerbat Foothills Recreation Area
within City of Kingman Limits

acres 0 44 14 16 36 36 0 0

City of Kingman & Private Land acres 5 9 22 20 57 59 14 43

State Land acres 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90

Length of Corridor miles 3.1 2.5 1.0 1.0 2.5 2.6 3.7 7.0

Order of Magnitude Total Project
Cost $ Millions $ 62 M $ 62 M Up to

$204 M $ 51 M $57 M $ 60 M $ 71 M $200 M

Corridor Alternatives Comparison

4(f) resources are defined as public parks, recreation areas, wildlife/waterfowl refuges, and historic sites
(from the US Department of Transportation Act of 1966)

6(f) resources are defined as recreation properties that were acquired or developed with grants from the
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1964



11/13/2008

4

Evaluation Criteria/Measurements

Traffic Considerations

Evaluation Criteria Unit of
Measure A B C D E F G H

Distance from Nearest
Interchange miles 1.4 0.9 0 0.5 1.2 0.9 2.0 1.1

Length of Travel from Stockton
Hill Traffic Interchange on I-40
to SR 68 Traffic Interchange on
US 93 (WB I-40 to NB US 93 )

miles 9.4 8.3 6.7 6.1 6.6 5.8 11.3 14.1

Anticipated utilization of the
direct connection by through
traffic

- <20% <20% 35% to
50%

35% to
50%

25% to
35%

25% to
35% <10% <10%

Corridor Alternatives Comparison
Evaluation Criteria/Measurements

Environmental Considerations
Evaluation Criteria Unit of

Measure
A B C D E F G H

Section 4(f) lands Acres 108 38 0 0 0 0 122 242

Potential Impact on Section 6(f)
property

Yes / No No No No No Yes Yes No No

Potential Conflicts with Known
Archaeological Sites count 3 3 2 6 4 4 4 3

Number of Facilities with
Underground Storage Tanks

count 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 1

Number of Facilities with
Leaking Underground Storage

Tanks
count 1 0 11 0 0 2 1 1

Number of Hazardous Waste
Handling Facilities count 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

Wash Crossings count 6 6 3 3 4 4 8 13

Potential Number of Residential
Parcels

count 0 0 9 13 6 26 1 1

Potential Number of Business
Parcels count 0 0 27 0 1 1 0 0

Potential Number of
Vacant/Municipal/Mixed/Other count 5 6 37 15 9 12 7 7

Major Utility Conflicts count 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 3

Springs/Wells/Water Tanks count 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 1

Corridor Alternatives Comparison

Section 4(f) & 6(f) Resources Corridors Recommended for Further Study

Questions and Answers
Please submit your questions on a
card as shown below:

We Want to Know What You Think!
Please fill out a comment form
» Leave it tonight
» Fax it
» E-mail or mail it
Please submit your comments by
December  12, 2008
Thank you for your time and input















ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PUBLIC MEETING
I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange  

Thursday, November 13, 2008 
Palo Christi Elementary School 

500 Maple Street, Kingman, AZ  86401 
6 pm – 8 pm (MST) 

Presentation Time – 6:30 pm 
The general public is invited to attend an informational meeting about a 
long-range planning study of potential improvements to the I-40/US 93 
traffic interchange in Kingman. The study will identify corridors for providing 
a free-flow traffic connection between I-40 and US 93. Corridors for a new 
interchange location, including possible improvements to the existing Beale 
Street interchange, will be evaluated. The purpose of the meeting is to dis-
cuss the status of the study, present the alternatives under consideration, and 
gather public feedback on the alternatives recommended to carry forward 
for further study.  Input received from this meeting will be used to help refine 
the corridor alternatives and finalize the study recommendations. 

For additional technical information, you may contact Ahmad Omais, phone: (602) 944-5500, email: ahmad.omais@kimley-horn.com. 
Persons with a disability may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Laura Nordan at (480) 

763-8715; fax (480) 763-8601. Requests should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.    
                       MIKE KONDELIS  

Kingman District Engineer 
SHAHID BHUIYAN  

Predesign Project Manager 
FLOYD ROEHRICH, JR. 

State Engineer 
TRACS No. 040 MO 048 H7323 01L / Federal Project No. NH-040-A(AVJ) 

 



  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

           
 

 

ADOT Public Meeting 
November 13, 2008  

6:00 – 8:00 pm 
 

Palo Christi Elementary School 
Kingman, AZ 

 























































Cole, Coralie 

From: Cathy Gates [catgonefishing@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2008 7:42 AM

To: Cole, Coralie

Subject: Re: Hwy 93-I 40

Page 1 of 2

3/2/2009

Thank you Coralie.  Look forward to getting the map to see exactly how it impacts my mother and I. 
  
Cathy 
 

From: "Cole, Coralie" <Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com> 
To: Cathy Gates <catgonefishing@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2008 3:44:52 PM 
Subject: RE: Hwy 93-I 40 
 
Thank you for the information Cathy.  
I’ll forward your parcel information and map request to the study team, and follow up with you soon. Your input is 
a valuable part of the study process. 
Thanks again, 
  
Coralie 
  
Environmental Planner 
Jacobs 
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201 
Tempe, Arizona  85284 
ph:  480.763.8734 
  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Cathy Gates [mailto:catgonefishing@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2008 1:59 PM 
To: Cole, Coralie 
Cc: diamondjc@citlink.net 
Subject: Re: Hwy 93-I 40 
  
My parcel number is 301-01-121.  My mother lives accross the street and owns property around 
me.  Her parcels are 304-01-128, 304-01-033, and 304-01-140.  I would really appreciate a better 
map and idea where each corridor alternative is.   
  
Thank you, 
  
Cathy 
  

From: "Cole, Coralie" <Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com> 
To: catgonefishing@yahoo.com 
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2008 1:09:31 PM 
Subject: Hwy 93-I 40 

Cathy: 
  
Here is some more information regarding property issues with respect to the study. 



  
Corridor alternatives represented in the study should be considered a “broad brush stroke” depiction of 
each corridor under consideration and are 1/ 4 mile wide.  Alignments within those corridors will not be 
determined until the preferred corridor itself has been selected – so essentially within each “broad brush 
stroke” represented there can be many alignment options. The actual roadway will be constructed within 
a 300 foot-wide right-of-way-footprint within the corridor. 
  
Also I wanted to point out the study is far from establishing the footprint of a proposed roadway location, 
and while the study is underway, impacts to private property are one of many study criteria used to 
determine where these alignments take place. Avoidance of properties, if possible, is the preferred route. 
  
It would be helpful to pass your location on to the study team – do you happen to know the parcel number 
of your property so the engineers can plot it against the corridors? If you have any questions, please let 
me know. 
  
Thanks again, 
Coralie Cole 
  
  
Environmental Planner 
Jacobs 
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201 
Tempe, Arizona  85284 
ph:  480.763.8734 
  
  
 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for 
the sole use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this 
message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in 
error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your 
computer.  
  

  
 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole 
use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by 
unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify us 
immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.  
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Cole, Coralie 

From: Cathy Gates [catgonefishing@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2008 9:02 AM

To: Cole, Coralie

Subject: Re: Hwy 93-I 40

Page 1 of 2

3/2/2009

Coralie, 
  
I sent you mine and my mothers parcel numbers.  Have you and the team had a chance to look at where 
my property is in conjuction with the 2 proposed sites?  From what you have sent me it looks like it goes 
right through my house or right my it. 
  
Please advise. 
  
Cathy 
 

From: "Cole, Coralie" <Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com> 
To: Cathy Gates <catgonefishing@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2008 4:20:58 PM 
Subject: RE: Hwy 93-I 40 
 
Cathy: 
  
As requested, I’ve attached the Public Meeting Handout, PDFs of the Power Point Slides, and a PDF of the 
Comment Sheet. 
  
The project website is currently being updated to include PDFs of the Study Information Boards which were on 
display at the Public Meeting.   
The website is listed on the first page of the handout, and I’ve included it here as well:  
www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.asp 
  
A thorough detailed study will be conducted of the corridors which include examining cultural resources as well as 
water and other environmental impacts.  The preferred result is to minimize impacts to both cultural and natural 
resources. 
  
Please review the materials I’ve sent over - I encourage you to submit your thoughts, ideas and concerns on the 
Comment Sheet, or simply email your input back to this email address. Comments received up to December 12 
th, 2008 will be included in the official record of the study and will assist the study team in making the preferred 
corridor determination. Your input is a valuable part of this process. 
  
Thank you for taking your time in participating in the I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange Study. 
  
Sincerely, 
Coralie Cole 
  
Environmental Planner 
Jacobs 
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201 
Tempe, Arizona  85284 
ph:  480.763.8734 
  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Cathy Gates [mailto:catgonefishing@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2008 9:18 AM 



To: Cole, Coralie 
Subject: Re: Hwy 93-I 40 
  
Please email them to me.  The proposed D goes right through my house and C would definately 
affect me as well.  Do you all realize the historical nature and water tables of our property?  
Also, there have been archalogical surveys done behing my property.   
  
Thank you, 
  
Cathy Gates 
  

From: "Cole, Coralie" <Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com> 
To: catgonefishing@yahoo.com 
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2008 4:26:31 PM 
Subject: Hwy 93-I 40 

Cathy – I was sent your email request for information. Would you like us to email you pdfs of the meeting 
materials or would you prefer them mailed to you via the post? 
  
We can accommodate you either way, 
Thanks, 
Coralie 
  
Environmental Planner 
Jacobs 
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201 
Tempe, Arizona  85284 
ph:  480.763.8734 
  
  
 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for 
the sole use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this 
message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in 
error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your 
computer.  
  

  
 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole 
use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by 
unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify us 
immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.  
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Cole, Coralie 

From: Evelyn Price [evierae@citlink.net]

Sent: Sunday, November 23, 2008 1:54 PM

To: ahmad.omais@kimley-horn.com; sbhuiyan@azdot.gov; Cole, Coralie; mkondelis@azdot.gov

Subject: ADOT I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange -- Public Meeting - November 13, 2008

Page 1 of 1

3/2/2009

Re:  I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange
       Feasibility Report and Environmental Studies 
       Public Meeting - November 13, 2008 
  
Ahmad Omais, Consultant Project Manager 
Kimley-Horn & Associates 
7878 North 16rh Street, Suite 300 
Phoenix, Arizona 85020 
  
Dear Mr. Omais: 
  
Thank you for the informative presentation of the Study Team analysis and current recommendations of Corridors 
Alternatives C and D.   However, I was greatly heartened with your statement that selection of Corridors C and D 
is not 'set in stone'.   Both these corridors will have a direct impact on Metcalfe Acres which was surveyed in the 
1930s by E. Ross  Householder for Charles Metcalfe.   My step-dad, Lawrence Monroe Hall, worked on that 
survey team . . . part of his payment for services was one acre, bordered on the south by Hall Lane (named for 
him) and Evelyn Drive on the west . . . my home at 920 Evelyn Drive.   Mr. Householder had a penchant for giving 
female names for the streets . . . Joyce,  Alma,  Lynette (for his wife) and Evelyn Drive for the three Evelyns that 
lived in the Acres . . . Mrs. Evelyn Swanson, Mrs. Evelyn Venable, and young Evelyn Rae Fox (Price).   As the 
last of the Evelyns, I am a self-appointed custodian of Metcalfe Acres . . . other streets included are Kit Carson 
Road, Ericson Drive, Fort Beale Drive. 
  
In order to gain some insight into the Study Team's analysis, I did a cursory reconnaissance drive from my home 
on Evelyn Drive - Ericson Drive to Fort Beale Drive into Anson Smith Road to Stockton Hill Road  to Andy Devine 
Avenue to Beale Street . . . then 93N over Coyote Pass  and under the 68/93 Interchange into outskirts of Golden 
Valley and back to Kingman.   Then I drove old 66 west and returned by I-40, on past Cerbat Golf course to SHR 
and home.   Looks like the plan may be to enter 93N east of Coyote Pass.  The far south edge of Corridor C 
(marked in red) seems to be a  feasible route along the top of the hill south of the truck wash facility, truck stops, 
service stations, housing, etc., and could have the least impact into Metcalfe Acres. 
  
We hope that some of the Corridor Alternatives might be reconsidered for evaluation.   The concern for incursion 
into residential areas should be of equal importance as the possible impacts to the Cerbat Foothills Recreation 
Area.   We will be very interested in your further studies and reports. 
  
Again, thank you. 
  
Sincerely yours, 
  
Evelyn R. Price 
(920 Evelyn Drive) 
P. O. Box 3465 
Kingman, Arizona  86402 
evierae@citlink.net 
928-753-3644 
  
  



From: Michele E. Beggs [MBeggs@azdot.gov] 
Sent: Wed 12/3/2008 9:00 AM 
To: jasonjray@cox.net [mailto:jasonjray@cox.net] 
Subject: Kingman 93/40 
 
Hello Jason Ray, 
The meeting materials from our public meeting last month are available 
on 
http://www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.
a 
sp 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions regarding the materials. 
At this time we are receiving comments regarding the proposed 
alternatives 
- I will certainly pass on your e-mail noting your preferred 
alternative is D.  
 
Thank you and have a nice day, 
Michele Beggs 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: jasonjray@cox.net [mailto:jasonjray@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2008 8:24 PM 
To: Michele E. Beggs 
Subject: Kingman 93/40 
 
Michele, 
 
I was wondering what came out of the meeting with the city of Kingman 
as a result of the 93/40 interchange.  I think after the Hoover dam 
bypass is completed the volume of that interchange might double.  When 
looking at the project area map my vote goes to alternative D.  I think 
you will see Beale st. get just as much or more business even with that 
alternative.  
 
http://www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/PDF/Project_Area.pdf 
 
 
Thanks for the update. 
 
Jason Ray 
  
-------------------------------------------------------- 
 
  
Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and 
any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named 
above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any 
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If 
you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, 
and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
 



Cole, Coralie 

From: John Brooke [jbrooke@rgv.rr.com]

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2008 9:00 PM

To: Cole, Coralie

Cc: jbrooke@rgv.rr.com; jwbrooke@gmail.com

Subject: I-40/US 93 West Kingman TI-Project No. 040 MO 48 H732301L

Page 1 of 1

3/2/2009

Dear Coralie: 
  
I would like to give your study group the list of property that our family owns or has an interest in located in 
Kingman, AZ.  The identification of the parcels should not to be included in the public comment record. 
  
Parcel ID #30411060 
Parcel ID #30412005 
Parcel ID #30412006 
Parcel ID #30412130A 
Parcel ID #30412099 
Parcel ID #30412100 
Parcel ID #30412101 
Parcel ID #30412104 
Parcel ID #30412107 
Parcel ID #30412108 
  
For the public record: 
  
As owners of some property along the proposed Beale Street corridor, we would hope that any taking by the State 
of Arizona for right of way be in areas only where it is absolutely necessary.  One of my family members 
purchased property in Kingman sometime in the early 1960's.  The State of Arizona Highway Department said 
they needed the property, but with later design changes to the highway, it was not needed and was subsequently 
sold as surplus property.  
  
We would like to see the continued viability of commercial property along Beale Street West of I-40.  Any designs 
affecting access by way of ingress and egress along this area should be carefully considered as to the impact 
upon the property owners.  I also believe, property owners along US 93 do not want to be cut off from the 
increasing traffic flow that will be generated after completion of the Hoover Bypass project.     
Thank you for your consideration when you decide upon these issues. 
  
John W. Brooke 
  
  
  



Cole, Coralie 

From: Michele E. Beggs [MBeggs@azdot.gov]

Sent: Monday, November 17, 2008 1:07 PM

To: Cole, Coralie

Subject: Fw: I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic

Page 1 of 1

3/2/2009

Hi Coralie, 
I am in Bullhead for Frameworks meetings - will you please respond to this request? 
Thanks. 

From: Keith Evans  
To: Michele E. Beggs  
Sent: Mon Nov 17 12:01:36 2008 
Subject: I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic  

Dear Ms. Beggs: 
  
My name is Keith J. Evans. 
  
I was not able to attend the meeting last Thursday.  I would like to "view maps and graphics" with regards to 
the proposed I-40/US 93 connection- or whatever the term is. 
  
I checked out the ADOT website and could not find any such link?  Are there any maps or artist renderings on 
the website? 
  
Please advise and thank you. 
  
Keith J. Evans 
  

  
Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity
(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 



Cole, Coralie 

From: Carol Kiser [carollk@citlink.net]

Sent: Monday, November 17, 2008 11:00 AM

To: Cole, Coralie

Subject: Beale

Page 1 of 1

3/2/2009

1-40 US west  Kingman Traffic Interchange ADOT project ## 040 MO 048 H 732301 / 
My vote goes to C it well have less effect on homes and spring water and the land and cost 
well be less.  
  
carol kiser                                                  









November 18, 2008 
 
Dear Coralie:  
 
I don't believe I received any of the materials for the meeting that was held last week.  If 
they are ready, could you send them to me  
at this email address.  Thanks for your help. 
 
John Brooke 
 
On Nov 5, 2008, at 7:23 PM, Cole, Coralie wrote: 
 
 
John:�
 �
We will mail you a copy of the materials for next week’s public meeting as soon they have been 
finalized.�
 �
As requested I’ve included the website link for the project which includes information from the 
previous Public Meeting:�
 �
www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.asp�
 �
If you have any more questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.�
 �
Thank you,�
Coralie Cole�
 �
 �
 �
Environmental Planner�
�������������������������
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201�
Tempe, Arizona  85284�
ph:  480.763.8734�
 �
�������������	
�����������	

�����	
�����������������������������	��������
������������������������������		

���	�	����������	 �!��"��	#$�	%##&	$�'$	(
	

��	 ������	)�*��+	,����	,������	

���	
�*��-����������������������+	.������������������
��������+	/0�*������1������!+	23"���������������	

�
����	�	4�5#67/	8'	����	9������	�4	�	(��2���	 ��	#5#	
�	5&	:;'%'#<)	
�����	�����	:����
��

�����������	��
��
�

��

��� ����������������	���� ��������	������	� �������
�� ���� �	���������	����������������������

���������	������������ �!"��#������������������$������	%��� �����& �$�'	���(�		%���	������� �� �������

������)����� ������ ��� �������������������	����
���������������
�������������� �����*����)�
���� �����

�	������� ���������)
���	����	����	���������
�� 	��������
������������������+��������	��������	,����

����
	�� ���$�



��

'	�����%���� �����������������������	�� ���	��������	�
��)��������	���� �������������
	���������

#�+�����������	���������������)
���� ������$�����+�
������������	��� ��������	���)
���	������

��)
������	
��� ���������		�������	�
����������� ��� �������

����������	�����	������
�-��������

���	�� ���	���	��������)
���� ����������������	��%�	� ��+���
��� ������������	�� ���	��� �

�)��

����
�)
���	�)��������	���� $�����
�	��+�
�����������	� � ��������	��������������
�.���� )���/0
��
$�

��

1����	���������	�� ���	�������	� ��)�
	� 2��

��

'	���(�		%��

/3/4�1������ ������

& ��

��
�#5�674�/��0�7�

,� )�		%�8 �� ��
$�	� �

!43�70/��0"��

��

���	
��'	������ 	�
���	������ �	��� ���� ��
��	���������%��� ��������	�� ������������9������	��

���	�� ���	���	��	��
������	���������� 	�
��������	����� ��
��	���������	�� ���	�$�

��

:
�������	��������	���	��������)
���� �������� ������
���	�& �$�(�		%��	��������������
�)
�$�����
�	�

�	
����� �������� �������	,����� �)�����������	�������������	������	�� ���	�$������	��� 	�
����	�����

�����
��%����� �

���� 	�
���������������$�

��

#���%��	�$�

��

.	��#������	���

;�� 
���1	����������	������
����$�

 
 



:�	���� �������������������	�������"2"�$��

�

;���< ����

:�	������	� ������+���	�#��#���%� �	��

���������=��	������	�
���	��� �%��������)
���� ������$�1��� ������	�%�	� �� ������	
������	� �����

� �������������������	��������	��	������$�

1�����	��2�664�6�0�47�6$�

.	��#������	�����	��������� �����	)�)
��� 	�������	��������	���	���	��������� �����

�)��%��������

������ ���
�$�

�

#���%�
�

������ �	�� �%�����

=	��� ���< �����=��	������.�����	��

;�� 
���1	����������	������
����$�

6767�> $�/3��� �����
� �����"���

:�	���+
��?�74�0��

@3�0A�367�"�"7�

@3�0A�!�3�//6��*�+�



From: Michele E. Beggs
To: Floyd Roehrich Jr; Dallas Hammit; Thor Anderson; Michael Kondelis; Jennifer Toth; Paula Gibson; Mary

Viparina; Adam McGuire; Matthew Burdick; Kevin Biesty; Sally Stewart; Timothy Tait; "rrice@azag.gov"
Cc: Adam McGuire; Kay Alberty; Ralph Ellis; James Rindone; Karen King (FHWA); Bill Pederson; Amy Rosar
Subject: I-40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange: Agency Meeting (1 p.m. to 3 p.m.)
Date: Wednesday, August 31, 2011 9:39:49 AM
Attachments: I-40, US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange Public Agency and Public Meeting Memo.doc

Good Morning:
Please note time correction for the agency meeting:
The agency scoping meeting will be held from 1:00 p.m. to 3 p.m. on Wednesday,
September 14 in the City of Kingman Council Chambers (located at 310 North Fourth
Street).
 
Thank you.
 
Michele E. Beggs
Senior Community Relations Officer
ADOT Kingman District
3660 E. Andy Devine Ave., Kingman, AZ 86401
Phone: 928.681.6054
Mobile: 928.566.5052
Media: 800.949.8057 or news@azdot.gov
 

mailto:/O=ADOT/OU=EXCHANGE/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B7996
mailto:FRoehrichJr@azdot.gov
mailto:DHammit@azdot.gov
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To: FLOYD ROEHRICH, JR., State Engineer
        DALLAS HAMMIT, Deputy State Engineer        
        THOR ANDERSON, Environmental Planning Group 

        MICHAEL J. KONDELIS, Kingman  District Engineer

        JENNIFER TOTH, Multimodal Planning Division
        PAULA GIBSON, Chief Right-of-Way Agent

        MARY VIPARINA, Roadway Engineering Group Manager

        ADAM MCGUIRE, Predesign Section Manager
        RICHARD L. RICE, Chief Counsel, Transportation 

        MATTHEW BURDICK, Communication and 
                                                Community Partnerships
        KEVIN BIESTY, Government Relations

        SALLY STEWART, Communication and Community  Partnerships

       TIM TAIT, Communication and Community Partnerships



Date:  August 30, 2011







From:  MICHELE BEGGS, Communication and Community                         Partnerships



Subject: Agency and Public Scoping Meetings

Project Name: I-40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange Design Concept Report and Environmental Studies
ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L

Federal Aid Project No. NH-040-A(212)X









The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is holding an agency meeting and a public scoping meeting to obtain input from the community and its leaders regarding alternatives for the Interstate 40 and US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange. A feasibility study was completed in October 2009, which identified corridor alternatives for further study. This study will further evaluate those recommended corridors. Upon completion, the study will provide an alternative recommendation for a free-flow system interchange and access-controlled highway connection to enhance mobility and traffic operations between I-40 and US 93 to relieve congestion, increase capacity, and improve regional traffic flow while improving local access and safety.

The purpose of the meeting is to provide an overview of the study, discuss the environmental and engineering process and schedule, and provide the opportunity for members of the community to ask questions and express concerns.

The agency scoping meeting will be held from 1:00 p.m. to 3 p.m. on Wednesday, September 14 in the City of Kingman Council Chambers (located at 310 North Fourth Street). The public scoping meeting will be held from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. Wednesday, September 14, at the Mohave Community College, Room 200F (located at 1971 Jagerson Avenue).

The community is being advised of these meetings through e-mail notifications, media releases to the local media and a mailed postcard.

Attachment: advertisement placed in the Kingman Daily Miner, 8/31/11



Copy:	William (Bill) J. Feldmeier, Chairman, State Transportation Board 

	Ralph Ellis, EPG

	James Rindone, EPG

	Toni Towne, Department of Administration 

	Karen King, FHWA 







I‐40/US 93 West Kingman SystemI 40/US 93 West Kingman System 
Traffic Interchange

Public Scoping Meeting
Wednesday,  September 14, 2011

ADOT Project No 040 MO 048 H7993 01LADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L
Federal Aid No. NH‐040‐A(212)N



Purpose of the Meeting

• Introduce study team

p g

Introduce study team
• Provide information on the study’s need and 
purposepurpose

• Describe the study process and schedule
• Review previous Feasibility Study and 
corridors 

• Identify concerns, issues, and opportunities



Study Team

• Mike Kondelis, ADOT Kingman District Engineer

y

, g g
• Adam McGuire, ADOT Project Manager
• Michele Beggs, ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships
• Ralph Ellis, ADOT Environmental Planning Group
• Karen King, Federal Highway Administration
• Alan Hansen, Federal Highway Administration
• John Reid, Bureau of Land Management
• Darrell Truitt Engineering Consultant• Darrell Truitt, Engineering Consultant
• Amy Rosar, Public Involvement Consultant
• Patricia McCabe, Environmental ConsultantPatricia McCabe, Environmental Consultant



Need for the Study
I‐40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange:
P id iti l i l ti b t I 40

y

• Provides a critical regional connection between I‐40 
and I‐15

• Generates traffic congestion and back ups onto g p
westbound I‐40

• Displays operational concerns (delays, etc.) in both 
directionsdirections 

• Is the third of three “bottleneck” locations along the 
CANAMEX Corridor

i i l ddi i l i• No action creates potential additional issues as 
surrounding area continues to develop, including 
increased right‐of‐way costs



Purpose of the Study

• Evaluate a high‐speed facility connection

p y

Evaluate a high speed facility connection 
between I‐40 and US 93

• Relieve congestion• Relieve congestion
• Enhance regional traffic flow
• Promote local access
• Maintain a safe interchangeg



Development Processp



Study Areay



Initial Corridors



Feasibility Study 
Recommended CorridorsRecommended Corridors



Potential Additional 
CorridorsCorridors



Identified Environmental
Constraints and Opportunities
• Biological resources

Constraints and Opportunities

• Cultural resources
• Water resources
Vi l• Visual resources

• Land‐use impacts
• Socioeconomic impacts and mitigationSocioeconomic impacts and mitigation
• Noise impacts
• Air quality
• Hazardous materials
• Cerbat Foothills Recreation Area and Beale Springs



Identified Engineering
Constraints and Opportunities
• Access to Kingman local streets

Constraints and Opportunities
ccess to g a oca st eets

• Traffic interchange spacing at 1‐2 mile increments 
along I‐40g

• Retaining existing traffic interchange
• Traffic study reflects future area developmenty p
• Improvements to existing Beale Street 
interchange needed (remedial and/or interim)

• Access control on new system traffic interchange 
to provide free‐flow traffic



We Want Your Input!
• Ask questions and provide input no later than 
September 28 2011

p

September 28, 2011
• Complete a comment form

– Leave it with a project team member tonightLeave it with a project team member tonight
– Send it back later:

Mail:   ADOT  Fax: 602.368.9645
c/o KDA Creative  Email: amy@kdacreative.com
4545 E. Shea Blvd., Ste 210 
Phoenix AZ 85028Phoenix, AZ  85028

www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI
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Agency and Public Information Meeting Summary 

Interstate 40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange 
Design Concept Report and Environmental Studies 
ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L 
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1.0 Study Background 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) in 
coordination with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), has initiated a study to identify possible 
alternatives for improving traffic flow at the Interstate 40 (I‐40)/US 93 traffic interchange (TI) in west 
Kingman. Alternatives for a new TI location, including possible interim improvements, will be evaluated 
for providing a free‐flow connection between I‐40 and US 93. The improvements will be evaluated on 
engineering considerations, and potential environmental, social, and economic factors. It is anticipated 
that the findings of this study will be carried forward for detailed design. The study is in the early 
concept stage and at this time there is no funding for construction.  The graphic below illustrates the 
ADOT process.  
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2.0 Agency and Public Information Meetings 

ADOT and FHWA sought insight from local agency representative and community members on 
alignment alternatives developed.  ADOT hosted an Agency Information Meeting between 2 p.m. and 4 
p.m. on Thursday, March 29, 2012, at the City of Kingman Council Chambers.  Following the agency 
meeting, a public information meeting was held on the same date between 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. at Lee 
Williams High School. There were 27 participants in attendance and on conference call at the Agency 
Scoping Meeting and 99 participants at the Public Information Meeting.  All materials from the meetings 
can be found in Appendix A: Information Meeting Materials.  

 

2.1 Agency Scoping Meeting  

2 p.m. to 4 p.m. 
Thursday, March 29, 2012 
Council Chambers 
City of Kingman City Hall 
310 North Fourth Street 
Kingman, AZ 86401 

 

Notification Efforts 

ADOT distributed invitation emails to 77 individuals representing local, regional, state, and federal 
government agencies as well as tribes, private education facilities, natural resource agencies, utility 
companies, and local economic development organizations.  Additionally, ADOT mailed 21 letters to 
tribal contacts.  Notification material can be found in Appendix B: Agency Information Meeting 

Notification Material.  

Agency Information Meeting Attendance  

Participants (Sign in sheet can be found in Appendix C: Agency Information Meeting Attendance) 

Julie Alpert, ADOT Kingman District Environmental Coordinator 
Michele Beggs, ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships (CCP) 
Luke Bradzys, ADOT Kingman District (Phone) 
Larry Doescher, ADOT Statewide Project Management  
Ralph Ellis, ADOT Environmental Planning Group  
Megan Kintner, ADOT CCP Public Affairs (Phone) 
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Mike Kondelis, ADOT Kingman District Engineer  
Adam McGuire, ADOT Predesign  
Ken Paetz, ADOT Regional Traffic  
Victor Yang, ADOT Predesign 
John Reid, BLM 
Ammon Wilhelm, BLM  
Blake Chapman, City of Kingman 
Greg Henry, City of Kingman  
Gary Jeppson, City of Kingman  
Jack Kramer, City of Kingman 
Rob Owen, City of Kingman  
Steve Latoski, Mohave County  
Karen King, FHWA  
Darrelll Truitt, EPS Group, Inc. 
Matt Truitt, EPS Group, Inc. 
Elijah Williams, EPS Group, Inc 
Amy Rosar, KDA Creative 
Jared Sterlace, KDA Creative  
Patricia McCabe, Logan Simpson Design Inc. 
Steve Boldouc, Stanley Consultants (phone) 
Dan Shiosaka, Stanley Consultants (phone) 
 
Meeting Summary 

Darrelll Truitt, Project Manager with EPS Group Inc., began the agency meeting by welcoming and 
thanking attendees for their participation in the study.  Participants quickly went through an 
introduction before beginning the presentation.  

Mr. Truitt reviewed the study purpose and need; process and schedule; study area and features; 
Section 4(f) information; corridors preferred from a feasibility study completed in 2009 and additional 
corridors; recommended corridors; alternative alignments; and the evaluation criteria and matrix.  Open 
discussion was welcomed throughout the presentation.  The following pages contain a summary of 
discussion.    

 

Larry Doescher: Does traffic on southbound US 93 also backup? 

Darrell Truitt:  Yes.    
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Mike Kondelis:  Will you make a distinction between Alternative C1 and a viaduct? 

Darrell Truitt:  Yes, we will state that the most feasible alternative within the C Corridor is C1 which 
does not include a viaduct. 

Adam McGuire: Can you mention what the black lines represent on the alternative maps? 

Darrell Truitt:   Yes, those lines represent areas where grade separation is necessary and structures 
would be required.  

Larry Doescher: Would there be a bridge at Fort Beale Road? 

Darrell Truitt:   Yes, because there is grade separation.  

Mike Kondelis:  Is it possible to exit downtown Kingman if you didn’t want to use Beale Street to get 
from northbound to westbound US 93? 

Darrell Truitt:   No, in order to accommodate this movement there would need to be an auxiliary lane.  

Mike Kondelis:  Alignment D3 is closer to Atlantic Spring in the northwest portion.  

Ralph Ellis:   None of the alternatives presented completely avoid Section 4(f) properties.  It is going 
to be difficult to get approval from FHWA on the Recommended Alternative if another 
alternative can avoid Section 4(f) properties.  If we have an alternative that does avoid 
then we should consider that alternative.  There needs to be sufficient documentation 
regarding the other factors considered including engineering and meeting the purpose 
and need to get approval from FHWA. 

Darrell Truitt:   It may be possible to avoid a significant portion of them in the D alternatives.   

Ralph Ellis:   There are several historic Section 4(f) properties which we need to be sure to avoid.   

Patricia McCabe: There are still several locations along the northwestern portion of the study area that 
need to be surveyed to find all locations.   

Victor Yang:  The first process is to avoid all Section 4(f) properties and if that cannot be done then all 
efforts are made to minimize the impacts. 

Darrell Truitt:  It will be difficult to completely avoid all Section 4(f) properties but there are some 
options that will have minimal impacts.  
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Patricia McCabe:  The alignments shown are broader at this stage of the process.  As the study 
progresses and the alignments will be refined.  At that point we will have a better 
understanding of the potential impacts to Section 4(f) properties. 

Rob Owen:   Other than Alignments D1 and J3, are all others cost comparable? 

Darrell Truitt:   Yes.  

Steve Latoski:  To what extent was measurable values given to the evaluation criteria especially in 
regards to the Section 4(f) properties? 

Darrell Truitt:  All criteria has a numerical value.  It has been simplified on the current slide to make it 
more understandable and easier to read at the public information meeting.  To 
emphasize some of the alignments have minimal impact on Section 4(f) properties, in 
the range of eight or nine acres. 

Steve Latoski:  Anything measurable should be done, even though it is understandable that criteria 
such as visual impacts are subjective.  

Elijah Williams:  You cannot always assign a numerical value to visual impacts.  

Karen King:   Were collector distributor roads mentioned at the public scoping meeting in September 
2011?  If not, can that be removed from the matrix.  

Darrell Truitt:   We will remove collector distributors from the matrix.   

Julie Alpert:   At the public meeting, please explain how the colored boxes on the evaluation criteria 
matrix add up to the cumulative score.  This should include both the green and yellow 
boxes.  

Larry Doescher: How many alternatives are two level structures versus three level structures? 

Darrell Truitt:   The only alternative with three levels is J3.  

Larry Doescher: It can often be very windy in this part of the state which could create issues with taller 
structures.  

Mike Kondelis:  There are three alternatives recommended for further analysis.  The six that don’t move 
forward are gone.  If we miss something at this level of analysis we cannot go back, 
whether it’s good or bad.  

Darrell Truitt:  That is correct.  
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Ralph Ellis:   Will you mention to the public that once the alternative recommendation is complete 
there will be further studies conducted in more detail?  Also, can you explain a Design 
Concept Report to the public? 

Darrell Truitt:  Yes.  

Mike Kondelis:  One common comment received from the public is that ADOT only studies projects and 
never constructs them.  We need to inform the public that we do far more than just 
study.  Additionally, at the Public Scoping Meeting we had several questions regarding 
eminent domain.  Be prepared to answer additional questions regarding this matter.  

Ralph Ellis:  ADOT’s process requires them to give fair market value.  Additionally, there is a Uniform 
Relocation Assistance Act.  

Steve Latoski:  Are there fatal flaws with the Hybrid 2 alternative? 

Darrell Truitt:  No.  

Steve Latoski:  Only Alternative D1 received all green scores in the evaluation criteria.  

Patricia McCabe: As the study progresses and the alternatives are refined, there may be additional 
alternatives that receive green scores in the evaluation criteria.  

Ralph Ellis:  Is the recreation area impacted by Alternative D3 within the City of Kingman or BLM 
jurisdiction? 

Darrell Truitt:  It is within the City of Kingman’s jurisdiction.  

Ralph Ellis:  Discussions with the City of Kingman need to be held to find out how to minimize 
impacts.  

Patricia McCabe: Engineering and overriding factors such as safety and need for the project are also 
considered when recommending an alternative.  Coordination is required and both 
engineering and environmental factors are taken into consideration to provide a logical 
and appropriate solution to meet the project needs. 

Jack Kramer:  Has there been any discussion regarding the impacts to business on Beale Street? 

Darrell Truitt:   Yes.  

Mike Kondelis:  During the Feasibility Study conducted in 2009, we stated that the existing interchange 
would remain open.  
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Blake Chapman: Do you know when this will be constructed? 

Mike Kondelis:  At this time it is not in ADOT’s five‐year program and is currently unfunded.  This study 
will most likely end in 2013, and the earliest construction could begin would be in 2019.  
However, in the current state most of the available funding is allocated towards 
preservation and maintenance.  

Ammon Wilhelm: This appears to be the largest construction project that is in the works within the City 
of Kingman.  It should be noted that mule deer in the Hualapai, Peacock, and Cerbat 
areas would be most impacted because the alignments would bisect their areas.  
Wildlife crossings should be considered to mitigate any potential impacts to this species. 
Mule Deer Foundation may provide additional information. 

John Reid:  This area is most likely the Moss Wash Monolithic Garden which is beyond the limits of 
this study.  There may also be opportunities to do a joint venture for wildlife crossings 
with ADOT/FHWA when and if there is a demonstrated need in the future. 

Adam McGuire: At what point of this study will we know whether the alternatives will be de minimus or 
Programmatic Agreement (PA)?  Is it after the cultural resources studies have been 
conducted? 

Patricia McCabe: Yes, we will have to do a full evaluation on each of the agreed upon alternatives.  Each 
alternative will be brought up to the same standards so they will be easy to compare.  A 
full cultural survey will be completed so that we know exactly what resources would be 
impacted.  Once we know what the 4(f) resources are in the footprint, we can do either 
a PA or Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) and do a resource by resource evaluation.  

Mr. Truitt thanked participants for their input and reminded them of the public information meeting 
later that evening.  The meeting adjourned at 3:20 p.m. 

 

2.2 Public Scoping Meeting  

6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 
Thursday, March 29, 2012 
Lee Williams High School 
Auditorium 
400 Grandview Avenue 
Kingman, AZ 86401 
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Notification Efforts 

ADOT distributed postcards to approximately 26,650 Kingman residents and businesses in the following 
zip codes 86413, 86401, 86431, and 86409 on Monday, March 12, 2012.  Additionally, ADOT placed a 
newspaper ad in the Kingman Daily Miner on Wednesday, March 14 and distributed a media release to 
local media including the Kingman Daily Miner, Mohave Valley Daily News, Today’s News Herald, The 
Standard, and the Laughlin Times on Wednesday, March 21, 2012.  Notification posters were placed in 
13 locations throughout the Kingman area including the Mohave Community College, Starbucks 
(Stockton Hill Road), Mohave County Library, Mohave County Administration Building, Kingman Regional 
Medical Center (2 locations), Kingman Chamber of Commerce, Kingman Visitors Center, Kingman Post 
Office, Mohave County Courthouse, City of Kingman Complex (2 locations), and Travel America.  There 
were 99 people in attendance. Notification material can be found in Appendix D: Public Information 

Notification Material.  

Meeting Summary 
Michele Beggs, ADOT CCP Kingman District Senior Community Relations Officer, welcomed participants 
and thanked them for their interest in the study.  She introduced the study team members and briefly 
reviewed the purpose of the meeting.  Ms. Beggs then turned the presentation over to Darrell Truitt to 
review the study details.  Mr. Truitt presented the study purpose and need; process and schedule; study 
area and features; Section 4(f) information; corridors preferred from a feasibility study completed in 
2009 and additional corridors; recommended corridors; alternative alignments; and the evaluation 
criteria and matrix.  He then opened the meeting to a question and answer session.  A summary of the 
questions asked and answers provided can be found below.  All materials from the public information 
meeting can be found in Appendix E: Public Information Meeting Material. 

Question and Answer Session (completed comment forms can be found in Appendix F: Completed 

Comment Forms and Question Cards) 

Q:  Will Future design considerations or property costs force the extension of various alternatives 
into the Camp Beale area?  

A:  All alternatives were designed to not impact the Camp Beale area. 

 

Q:  Are these alternate maps on the website now? 

A:   All materials will be placed on the study website the week of April 2. Comment forms are due 
April 12th. 
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Q:  Although originally there will be no off‐ramps along much of the route, won’t there one day be 
off‐ramps as the area grows? Will the businesses on Beale Street be negatively affected? 

A:   This facility will most likely be access controlled.  At this time, there are no on‐ or off‐ramps in 
the Beale Street area.  This area is approximately a one‐mile stretch which is too short a 
distance for any other traffic interchanges per ADOT guidelines.  However, there will still be 
access to the businesses along Beale Street.   

 

Q:  When will the alignment alternatives C1, D1‐3, J 1‐3 and Hybrid 1‐2 be placed on the ADOT 
website?  Specifically the maps and alignment evaluation matrix. Is the I corridor the same as the 
hybrid alternative? 

A:   All material from the public meeting will be placed on the study website the week of April 2.  
There are 4 corridors that were recommended. In total, 15 alignments were developed within 
these corridors. The I corridors were not recommended for further study mainly due to terrain.  

 

Q:   Do any of the alternatives include roundabouts? The two in the Wickenburg are a nuisance and 
require slowing traffic and semis. They are a hazard. 

A:   Roundabouts are not envisioned because the purpose of this study is to provide a high‐speed 
interchange connecting I‐40 to US 93.  The design speed for this type of interchange should be 
about 65 MPH whereas roundabouts are designed for about 15‐20 MPH. 

 

Q:  If this money is allotted to Mohave County or City of Kingman and neither of those entities use it 
for this project; will they ever receive any further compensation for projects like this one?  

A:   Funding for this comes from FHWA.  The project will be designed and administered by ADOT and 
part of the ADOT and interstate highway system. It is federal and state money that is allocated 
annually, not local funds. 

 

Q:   Will Rubberized asphalt be used for noise abatement? 

A:   At this point in the study the type of asphalt has not been determined; however, the use of 
rubberized asphalt has been used extensively in the area to reduce noise.  
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Q:   How tall are the J‐2 bridges? 

A:   Every grade separation requires about 16.5 feet between the surface and bottom of bridge, plus 
7 feet for the road. In total it would be roughly 23 feet.  

 

Q:   Which of these options will cause destruction of some of the beautiful rock formations on I‐40 as 
you enter Kingman? 

A:   The J‐3 alignment impacts the rocks in this area most because of the challenging topography.  
This is one criteria that will be considered when an alignment is recommended.  

 

Q:   Is cost the main reason for objecting to the hybrids? 

A:   No, cost is one of the many factors that will be considered among several other including 
environmental impacts, constructability, design, and right‐of‐way needed.    

 

Q:   What about Atlantic Springs? 

A:   None of the proposed alternatives impact Atlantic Springs. 

 

Q:   Are these three choices close to the existing exit by Carls Jr.? Is one choice through Wagon 
Wheel? How far south are the choices? 

A:   The D alternatives are closer to the existing interchange at about ¾ of a mile away.  The J 
alternatives are further north.  ADOT standards state that interstate interchanges should be at 
least one‐mile apart.  None of the alternatives go through Wagon Wheel.  

 

Q:   How far south of Fort Beale are the choices? 

A:   The nearest alternative is within a ¼ mile. 

 

Q:   How close is the J‐3 alternative to the existing structure? 

A:   It is approximately 1,200 feet. 
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Q:   While the final selection addresses traffic flow for all directions, are the three alternatives 
presently identified able to be built in phases (Phoenix to Vegas first, then Phoenix to Los Angeles 
second)? 

A:   One of the tasks included in the development of this study is an Implementation Plan. It’s likely 
that the first phase will be the Phoenix to Las Vegas segment.  FHWA has also suggested 
purchasing right‐of‐way during the first phase for the second phase.  This will help speed the 
project along when and if funding is available.  

 

3.0  Comments 

3.1  Comment Form Responses 

1. Alternative C1 

 Most expensive. 
 Best alternative. 

2. Alternative D1 

 Least expensive. 
 Best bet.  This alternative is best to keep traffic flowing. 
 1. Appears to be the most logical choice. 2. Lowest cost. 3. Least amount of disturbance and 

visual aspects. 4. Showed the most points with 47. 

3. Alternative D2 

 More cut and fills. 
 This alternative could possibly cause bottle necks when traffic is at its heaviest. 

4. Alternative D3 

 No.   
 D3 looks like the best choice, least impact, least cost, and highest speeds. 

5. Alternative J1 

 Separates from Beale exchange. 
 Waste. 
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6. Alternative J2 

 Waste. 

7. Alternative J3 

 This is one of the three designs recommended.  I prefer this design because it completely 
separates from Beale Street exchange.  Keeping the two exchanges separate would probably 
reduce confusion for drivers.  

 Not in favor of construction starting far away from the existing TI.  
 Alignment alternative J3 looks good and better than the others to me.  

8. Alternative Hybrid 1 

No comments received 

9. Alternative Hybrid 2 

 Largest right‐of‐way. 

10. Please provide any additional comments. 

No comments received 

11. How did you hear about this meeting?   

Category  Response  Percentage 
Postcard in the mail  3  60% 
Newspaper  1  20% 
Poster  0  0% 
Friend/Neighbor  0  0% 
Other*  1  20% 

Total:  5  100% 
*Other category responses: 

 Government employee 

 

   



Arizona Department of Transportation  
Federal Highway Administration 
I‐40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange 
April 2012 
 

Interstate 40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange  
Agency and Public Information Meetings Summary – April 2012  

ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L    Federal Aid No. NH‐040‐A(212)B 
13 

 

3.2 Telephone Comments Received 
Date:     March 15, 2012 
Time:     11:15 a.m. 
Caller:     N/A  
Number:    N/A  
Location:    N/A 

 
The caller left a voicemail and did not indicate his name or telephone number.  He called to 
express his interest in favor of the project and would like the record to show a “yes” vote.   

Date:    April 12, 2012 
Time:     10:15 a.m. 
Caller:     Dave Gordon 
Number:     928.565.9480 
Location:     Golden Valley 

Mr. Gordon called to inform the study team of his observations regarding the heaviest 
traffic being on westbound I‐40 to northbound US 93 and southbound US 93 to 
eastbound I‐40.  He believes that these two connections are the most important.  Amy 
Rosar, KDA Creative, returned Mr. Gordon’s call on 4/12 leaving a message to thank him 
for his comments.  Mr. Gordon called a second time on April 19, 2012 to express further 
concerns regarding the speed limit on southbound US 93 approaching the I‐40 
interchange.  He would like for the speed limit to decrease to 55 MPH at the junction of 
SR 68 and further decrease to 45 MPH before entering Beale Street.   
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3.3 Email Comments Received 
 

Please see emailed comments (listed below) on the following pages. 
 

Commenter  Date Received  Response 
Richard Harrer  March 12, 2012  Responded via email on March 

28, 2012. 
Donna Hamera  March 12, 2012  Responded to in person by 

ADOT Senior Community 
Relations Officer Michele Beggs 
on March 16, 2012. 

Richard Lovelady  March 13, 2012  Responded via email on March 
28, 2012. 

Judithanne Westrope  March 23, 2012  Responded via email on March 
26, 2012. 

Judy Pulis (email and 
attachment) 

April 2, 2012  Responded via email on April 2, 
2012. 

Al Dicicco  April 2, 2012  Responded via email on April 3, 
2012. 

Marion Brillati  April 4, 2012  Responded to via phone call 
from ADOT Senior Community 
Relations Officer Michele Beggs 
on April 4, 2012. 

Lori Chambers (email, 
attachment, and bird photos) 

April 11, 2012  Responded via email on April 
23, 2012. 

Deborah Patt  April 21, 2012  Responded via email on April 
23, 2012. 

Wayne Smith  April 24, 2012  Responded via email on April 
24, 2012 

 
 

3.4 Mailed Letters Received 

Please see a copy of the mailed letter received from Mr. Ackerson on March 13, 2012 and Ms. 
Price on April 12, 2012 following the emailed comments.   
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Amy Rosar

From: Michele E. Beggs [MBeggs@azdot.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2012 3:19 PM
To: Amy Rosar
Subject: FW: I40-US93 Interchange

 
 
From: Michele E. Beggs  
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2012 2:51 PM 
To: 'richardharrer@frontier.com' 
Subject: FW: I40-US93 Interchange 
 
Mr. Harrer, 
Thank you for your interest in the study and your comments.  We encourage you to attend the public meeting if you 
have additional questions and comments regarding the study. The meeting will be held this Thursday, March 29 from 6 
p.m. to 8 p.m. We will have the study materials posted to the project website the week of April 1 
http://www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI/. 
Your comments from your email will be included in the study. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele E. Beggs 
Kingman District ADOT Senior Community Relations Officer 
928.681.6054 (O) 
928.566.5052 (M) 
 

From: Richard Harrer <richardharrer@frontier.com> 
Date: March 12, 2012 7:31:58 PM PDT 
To: Amy Rosar <amy@kdacreative.com> 
Subject: I40-US93 Interchange 

I think that the present interchange is livable for the present time.  It would be a huge waste of 
money to redo this interchange now. 

  

We DO need an interchange East of Kingman by the new hospital to serve the eastern parts of 
Kingman.   

  

Richard Harrer 

 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may 
contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact
the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
. 



1

Amy Rosar

From: canadamart@frontier.com
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 4:32 PM
To: Amy Rosar
Cc: Donna Hamera
Subject: I40 and US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange

Hello, 
 
I received a notice regarding the Public Information Meeting on March 29, 2012. 
 
I am the owner and operator of Canada Mart. Canada Mart is located at 210 W Andy Devine (RT  
I). I have been in this location since 1985. Canada Mart is a gasoline station, convenience store and gift shop. 
As well as local business I also depend on the tourist business that comes from US 93 coming from Las Vegas.  
 
I went to your website and looked at the proposed interchanges and I would like to voice my concern. 
 Although I do not fully understand how you are trying to bypass West Beale Street, I would like for you to take 
my business into consideration when deciding on the new interchange. I am struggling to survive as is and I do 
not want the new interchange to put me out of business. I have been here for 27 years and I would like to 
continue as long as possible. 
 
If there is any info that you can provide, I would appreciate it. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Donna Hamera 
Owner of Canada Mart 
210 W Andy Devine 
Kingman AZ 8640 
 
928-753-2400 
928-715-4334 (cell) 
canadamart@frontier.com 
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Amy Rosar

From: Michele E. Beggs [MBeggs@azdot.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2012 3:20 PM
To: Amy Rosar
Subject: FW: West Kingman Interchange

 
 
From: Michele E. Beggs  
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2012 2:53 PM 
To: 'rt66gv@yahoo.com' 
Subject: FW: West Kingman Interchange 
 
Mr. Jones, 
Thank you for your interest in the study and your comments.  We will have the study materials posted to the project 
website the week of April 1 http://www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI/. 
Your comments from your email will be included in the study. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele E. Beggs 
Kingman District ADOT Senior Community Relations Officer 
928.681.6054 (O) 
928.566.5052 (M) 
 

From: Bob Jones <rt66gv@yahoo.com> 
Date: March 13, 2012 11:54:27 PM PDT 
To: Amy Rosar <amy@kdacreative.com> 
Subject: West Kingman Interchange 
Reply-To: Bob Jones <rt66gv@yahoo.com> 

Amy: 
 
I'm disabled and will not be at the meeting. However, are 
taxpayer dollars burning a hole in someone's pocket? Ever heard 
the old adage "If it ain't broke, don't fix it"? Everyone seems to 
manage just fine the way things are and have been for years. We 
don't need our gas and property taxes increasing any more than 
they already have. Since at least part of these funds are state 
money, tell Gov. Brewer the poor would like Access health care 
back since there's a surplus. Especially since I cannot afford a 
Dr. or treatment for terminal kidney disease. Let's get our 
priorities straight, don't you think? 
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Sincerely, 
Richard Lovelady 

 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may 
contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact 
the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
. 



1

Amy Rosar

From: Michele E. Beggs [MBeggs@azdot.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2012 8:50 AM
To: j.westrope@hotmail.com
Subject: FW: Kingman Road Project

Mrs. Westrope, 
Thank you for your interest in the study and your comments.  We encourage you to attend the public meeting if you 
have additional questions and comments regarding the study. The meeting will be held this Thursday, March 29 from 6 
p.m. to 8 p.m. We will have the study materials posted to the project website the week of April 1 
http://www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI/. Your comments from your email will be included in the study. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele E. Beggs 
Kingman District ADOT Senior Community Relations Officer 
928.681.6054 (O) 
928.566.5052 (M) 
 
 
From: Amy Rosar [mailto:amy@kdacreative.com]  
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2012 10:51 AM 
To: Michele E. Beggs; Bill Pederson 
Subject: Fwd: Kingman Road Project 
 
 

Amy Rosar 
KDA Creative 
602.318.9332 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Judithanne Westrope <j.westrope@hotmail.com> 
Date: March 23, 2012 10:49:23 AM PDT 
To: "westkingmantistudy@azdot.gov" <westkingmantistudy@azdot.gov> 
Subject: Kingman Road Project 

To Whom it may concern,  
 
My husband and I lived in Kingman for several years and left. We have now moved back to 
make it our permanent home. We recently saw information about the proposed changes to the I-
40/93 road access. I looked at the information on your site about the proposed routes. 
 
Should any of the proposed routes be implemented, I see several problems. There are a couple 
that run directly through historic areas that most residents might considered under threat or 
endangered. These would be the routes that run through the Clack Canyon areas. Not only would 
they destroy many of the historic areas there, they would also change the look and feel of the 
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neighborhood. Instead of a rural canyon setting for private homes, it would make the area a trash 
pit with lots of noise.  
 
Removing the traffic from the Beale Street area where one enters the city to access I-40 from 
68/93 makes no sense. There are quite a few businesses here that would likely whither and be 
forced to close. One of these would be Chan's Chinese restaurant.  It has been a fixture in the 
area for decades and has struggled to remain open for the last few years. There are also lots of 
other places in that same area that would also be under duress if changes where made. 
 
As I am sure you know, the entire country (and rest of the world) has been a long period of 
economic darkness. We are just making baby steps to get out of it. Forcing traffic away from 
some of our businesses will take away jobs from people, which in turn will impact the jobs of 
others outside the area. With less money to spend, they impact the entire local economy.  The 
city will receive less tax revenue and for a city that is already struggling to meet its obligations, 
this could really mean disaster. 
 
I am sure that some big trucking companies would like to eliminate this little stretch of several 
blocks of a 35 mph speed limit so they can get to their destinations faster. The fact is that by 
changing this short stretch of road, you would impact this small town considerably. Please do not 
cave into pressure from outside influences about this project. I am not the only one here who 
does not want to see it happen. If you can make improvements to the area that can benefit the 
people who live here, we would appreciate it. Taking away jobs is not one of them. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Judithanne Westrope 
 

 
Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) 
named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you 
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
. 
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Amy Rosar

From: Amy Rosar
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2012 2:15 PM
To: Judith Pulis
Cc: Amy Rosar
Subject: RE: I-40/US 93

Ms. Pulis: 
  
Thank you for your comments on the study of the West Kingman traffic interchange. Your comments and suggestions will 
be considered as the study proceeds. 
 
Amy Rosar, on behalf of ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships 
602.368.9644 
 
From: Judith Pulis [mailto:birder2@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2012 11:52 AM 
To: Amy Rosar 
Subject: I-40/US 93 
 
Just another idea for the new alignment. From the standpoint of a taxpayer and long time driver, seems like the easiest 
and simplest way to handle the increased traffic, with the least cost and impact to the surrounding properties. 
  
Judy Pulis 
10475 N. Fawn Circle 
Kingman AZ 86401 



 

 

REALIGNMENT OF BEALE ST  & HWY 93 
 

KINGMAN AZ 
 

Anyone who has entered Kingman, southbound on Hwy 93, has found a  traffic bottleneck at the interchange 
to I-40. By far, the majority of the traffic is turning left (east) onto I-40. The right lane is more than adequate 
for traffic continuing south on BealeSt., as is the turn lane for traffic westbound on I-40.  
 
At this time, Hwy 93/Beale St is a four lane highway with a center turn lane. My suggestion is that the center 
turn lane be turned into a thru lane for traffic continuing south onto Beale St. The existing traffic signals 
would control that traffic as well as traffic heading west on I-40.  
 
The existing southbound lanes would sweep up and over I-40, to the east,  via a ramped overpass that would 
connect  at/near the site of the current on ramp.  Traffic northbound on Beale St., wishing to travel east on 
I-40, would use the existing ramp which would intersect with the new  ramp.  
 
I assume that  Hwy 93/Beale St., north of I-40,  would need to be widened to accommodate the overpass, 
but it appears that there is sufficient right of way along  that portion of the highway to do so.   
 
This same procedure could be used for  westbound traffic on I-40 that  is exiting to northbound Hwy 93. 
Split the existing ramp with northbound traffic flowing onto Hwy 93 and Beale St. traffic being controlled by 
the existing traffic signal. 
 
I believe this plan would have the least impact on residential properties, recreational properties and would not 
require that a new roadway be created  to accommodate the increased traffic flow realized by the new  Pat 
Tillman Bridge at Boulder Dam. It would result in a smoother flow of traffic, less delays accessing I-40 
eastbound, while keeping costs in alignment. This would result in saving  money at a time when the 
economy is lagging  and costs are increasing daily.  
 



1

Amy Rosar

From: Amy Rosar
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2012 8:55 AM
To: Al Dicicco
Cc: Amy Rosar
Subject: RE:  93 and I 40 Kingman/Golden Valley

Mr. DiCicco: 
  
Thank you for your comments regarding the study of the West Kingman traffic interchange at the junction of Interstate 
40 and US 93. Your comments and suggestions will be taken into consideration as the study proceeds. 
  
You also made a number of comments on issues not related to the study. Michele Beggs, Senior Community Relations 
Officer with ADOT's Kingman District, will be happy to discuss those issues with you. Please call Michele at 928‐681‐
6054. 
 
 
Amy Rosar, on behalf of ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships 
 
 
From: Al Dicicco [mailto:aldicicco2@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2012 11:55 AM 
To: Amy Rosar 
Subject: RE: 93 and I 40 Kingman/Golden Valley 
 
Hello Amy 
 
I live in Golden Valley Arizona near Aztec Road and Highway 68. I just finished reading the article and the Kingman daily 
Miner and I have a few suggestions based upon my own observations living here for seven years. 
 
In 2007, a developer was granted the go‐ahead to put in a small strip center and grocery store on Aztec Road about 5 
miles south of Highway 68. I thought it was a great idea. Unfortunately it never materialized. 
 
During those hearings at the County, supervisor Tom Sockwell stated that Aztec was eventually going to be four‐lane 55 
mph. That never happened yet. I think it should be considered as an alternate route going through Kingman, maybe 
even primarily for trucks. Not that I like trucks in my front yard, this just make sense to me. There are only about a dozen 
houses on Aztec Road between Highway 68 and Interstate 40. Many may be zoned commercial already. 
 
It seems to me like that would be more cost‐effective. Bacobi Road is yet another north‐south possibility that could 
connect traffic to Interstate 40. both routes would also eliminate the steep climb for trucks over coyote pass. 
 
In regards to Beale Street going towards Interstate 40, eminent domain make sense to me. The businesses is between 
coyote pass and Interstate 40 are old and probably not very valuable at this time. 
 
Another concern that I have is federal money. I do not like to see federal money spent on state highways as it usually 
comes along with strings attached. The federal government has displayed hostility and aggression towards the state of 
Arizona. I personally think it is best not to take their money if that is the case with this project. 
 
Another highway improvement that I believe is mandatory before addressing multimillion dollar interchanges, would be 
to change Highway 93 from Las Vegas to the Kingman area to 75 mph and eliminate all crossovers. 
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Real estate here as an all‐time low as I am sure you are aware. I personally think it would be a huge improvement to 
have some retail business on Aztec Road between Highway 93 and Interstate 40. We have about 5000 residents. The 
land is cheap out there. Someone could build a new truck stop and we certainly need a grocery store hardware store 
and auto parts especially now that gas is approaching five dollars a gallon. 
 
Lastly Highway 68 is very dangerous due to heavy traffic and signing way to many intersecting gravel roads etc. Highway 
68 needs some improvements such as better signs. Nighttime driving up Highway 68 is very dangerous for those 
unfamiliar with the area as well as residents. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Al DiCicco 
 
672 S. Arivaca Rd. 
 
Golden Valley, AZ 86413 
 
928‐565‐9635 
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Amy Rosar

From: Marion Brillati [mbrillati@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2012 5:21 PM
To: westkingmantistudy@azdot.gov
Subject: Comments

I attended the public information meeting on March 29.  First I would like to say that the meeting was conducted in an 
organized cordial manner.  I liked the display in front and the explanations offered by the engineers before the meeting 
began.   Although I did not understand much as I perused the maps, it gave me a frame of reference for the 
presentation. The presentation and presenter made a complex issue understandable.  I liked the procedure for submitting 
questions and found the answers well presented and comprehensible. 
  
The impetus for attending the meeting was my concern about the impact of the new interchange on the Cerbat Foothills 
Recreation Area.  I have ridden horseback through most of the area and find it spectacular.  When the project was first 
presented years ago, it looked like some of the alternatives would pass through the middle of the area.  I belong to the 
Backcountry Horsemen and as part of the organization's mission, several of us have assisted the BLM in packing 
quantities of drinking water along the new trails that were recently built by fellow volunteers, hikers and mountain 
bikers.  It was a cooperative effort to increase the trails available so that the community could partake of the natural 
beauty while being involved in beneficial physicial activity.  I was heartened to learn that the DOT Act of 1966 protects 
areas like CFRA.  I walked away from the meeting feeling reassured that my fears would not materialize.   
  
I personally prefer alternative D1 because I think it is the one with minimal impact on CFRA.  I spoke with one of the 
engineers after the presentation and he informed me that D1 would use around five acres on the edge of the area.   
  
Thank you for notifying me of the meeting; I hope to attend future meetings, if possible.  I am interested in follwing the 
progress of this project and thank the committee for all its hard work so far. 
  
Marion Brillati 
6970 Music Alley Lane 
Kingman, AZ 86409-8433 
(928) 692-8695 
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may 
contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact 
the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
. 
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Amy Rosar

From: Amy Rosar
Sent: Monday, April 23, 2012 10:53 AM
To: Lori Chambers
Subject: RE: I-40/US 93 West Kingman TI

Ms. Chambers: 
  
Thank you for your comments. They will be taken into consideration as the study proceeds. 
 
Amy Rosar, on behalf of ADOT Communications and Community Partnerships 
602.368.9644 
 
From: Lori Chambers [mailto:lorisellskingman@aol.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2012 2:37 PM 
To: westkingmantistudy@azdot.gov 
Subject: I-40/US 93 West Kingman TI 
 
Attached is the documentation of the wildlife photos taken by Judith Porter for the Red Ghost/Clack Canyon area.    
 
here are my comments on the proposed alternatives: 
 
C1:  least intrusive on people and environment.  Leaves access to businesses.  Closest to existing route.  Stays off of 
cliffs and away from cliffs.  Lease intrusive overall.   
 
D1:  Best of the "D" alternatives.  Stays out of the ridge and cliff areas.  Not too close to Atlantic Sprigs.  Better if it keeps 
entirely off of the cliffs. 
 
D2:  Less impact on residential than B1.  Prefer further away from cliffs and Atlantic Spring.  Better if keep of cliffs entirely.
 
D3:  NO.  Disrupts natural rock formations.  Once destroyed, cannot get back.  STAY OFF THE CLIFFS.  Also, this is 
closer to Atlantic springs and will therefore possible affect the water of the spring with pollution.   
 
J1:  No.  Stay off the cliffs.  Already a slow pass due to grade;  this would make it worse.   
 
J2:  No.  Stay off the cliffs.  Way too close to Atlantic Spring.  If you shifted this SOUTH of the cliff and further away from 
Atlantic Spring, it would be ok. 
 
J3:  No.  Stay off the cliffs and away from the Spring.  This is less than 1/4 mile from the Spring.  This will affect the water 
and wildlife with pollutants.  This is directly on the rock formations!  Cuts into Clacks Canyon, also.   
 
Alternative Hybrid 1:  Ok.  Best of the hybrid.  But gets a little close to the cliffs.  Far enough away from Atlantic Springs. 
Also, the residential on the south is undeveloped. 
 
Altnerative Hybrid 2:  NO.  Stay off the cliff!  Too close to Atlantic Spring.  Goes across historic road. 
 
Overall:  the area NORTH of the existing highway has several natural springs and cliff/rock formations.  The area supports 
a ot of wild life.  A few of these options get too close to the cliffs and spring.  Concerned with impact on wildlife with it 
being less than 1/4 mile away from the spring.   
 
C1 or D1 seem the best. 
 

Lori Chambers, Realtor 
"Buy or Sell, I'll Treat You Well" 
Remax Prestige Properties 
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2331 Hualapai Mtn Rd 
928-279-8202 
LoriSellsKingman@aol.com 
Kingman, AZ 86409 
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may 
contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact 
the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
. 
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Amy Rosar

From: Lori Chambers [lorisellskingman@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2012 11:36 AM
To: westkingmanTIstudy@azdot.gov
Subject: wildlife photos from Red Ghost Canyon 
Attachments: Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_059.jpg; 

Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_025.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_018.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_056.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_039.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_032.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_004.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_043.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_053.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_012.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_050.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_015.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_001.JPG; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_022.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_033.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_029.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_008.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_040.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_036.jpg; 
Clack_Canyon_Area_Wildlife_photos__J._Porter_047.jpg

Hello,  
 
Attached are wild life photos taken in the Red Ghost Canyon area from 2007.  Renowned photographer Judith Porter has 
documented her visits and 'birding' with photography;  mammals included are:  Common gray fox, bobcat, jackraitb ha. 
 Sent in a separate email will be her notes and documentation of where the animals were found.   

Lori Chambers, Realtor 
"Buy or Sell, I'll Treat You Well" 
Remax Prestige Properties 
2331 Hualapai Mtn Rd 
928-279-8202 
LoriSellsKingman@aol.com 
Kingman, AZ 86409 
 

 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may 
contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact 
the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
. 
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Amy Rosar

From: Michele E. Beggs [MBeggs@azdot.gov]
Sent: Saturday, April 21, 2012 12:55 PM
To: Amy Rosar
Subject: Fw: West Kingman traffic interchange

 
  
From: Deborah [mailto:waxhwdpatt@aol.com]  
Sent: Saturday, April 21, 2012 12:27 PM 
To: Michele E. Beggs  
Subject: West Kingman traffic interchange  
  
Hello Michele, 
  
I am interested in what alternatives are the most popular.  I just took some time to look at the 
map of the project area.  The only alternative I see that would be a win win win for everyone 
would be alternative D. shown in green for the reasons listed below. 
1. shorter, and therefore less expensive to build and maintain. 
2. provides the same alternatives by tourists at the entry point onto the highway for decisions 
on eating, museums, different destination points in town.  (going towards CA, this entry point 
will have another exit opportunity for downtown Beale street and historic downtown kingman). 
3. also gives drivers the opportunities to have a quick use of the gas facilities and get right 
back on the main highway without going out of their way.  The economic loss to the 1 mile or so 
of gas stations and small businesses if the entry point is moved further away will be staggering 
and immediate.  Contact Boulder City NV if you do not think this will affect the businesses on 
this stretch of road.  The small changes that happened in Boulder City NV and just a signage 
change affected businesses negatively by over 70%. 
  
What alternatives are the leading considerations at the present time and why?   
  
Thank you for answering my question and taking my comment. 
  
Deborah Patt 
new resident and business owner Kingman AZ. 

In health & Spirit, 
 
Deborah Patt, Sales Director with Juice Plus 
Cell:    (702) 335-7448 
Email:  waxhwdpatt@aol.com  
Click here and WATCH VIDEO:  www.deborahpattjuiceplus.com  
Read My Story: http://www.toyhteam.com/deborah.html   
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Amy Rosar

From: Amy Rosar
Sent: Friday, April 27, 2012 10:20 AM
To: barbwireman@npgcable.com
Subject: RE: comment

Thanks again Mr. Smith.  Your comments do make sense.  We will be sure these are included in 
the study's documentation in addition to your comments from Tuesday.   
 
Amy Rosar, on behalf of ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships 
602.368.9644 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: barbwireman@npgcable.com [mailto:barbwireman@npgcable.com]  
Sent: Friday, April 27, 2012 10:16 AM 
To: Amy Rosar 
Subject: Re: comment 
 
THANKS 
Amy, 
My true vision is to put both of the road ways (coming and going) behind the Travel Center 
Truckstop. With a Inlet / Exit into the Truck Travel Center. This is where most of the 
traffic problem comes from in my opinion. When the Heavy Trucks get to the top of the hill 
they are already going very slow this is where the loop out to the east shoud be and circle 
around over the I‐40 Freeway and follow the  foothills south of Travel Center and then head 
westerly to loop around and connect with Highway 93.The 93 connection would be another loop 
opposite side at end of town to connect back in with I‐40.  
Hope this makes sense to all of you.   
Thanks  
Wayne Smith 
   ‐‐‐‐ Amy Rosar <amy@kdacreative.com> wrote:  
> Mr. Smith ‐  
>  
> Thank you for your comments.  They are not too late and we will be sure to include them in 
the study's documentation.   
>  
> Amy Rosar, on behalf of ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships 
> 602.368.9644 
>  
> Sent from my iPhone 
>  
> On Apr 24, 2012, at 8:19 PM, "barbwireman@npgcable.com" <barbwireman@npgcable.com> wrote: 
>  
> > Amy / West Kingman Study Group, 
> > I was unable to make the March 29 meeting . I had been out of town on a company trip and 
just returned that night it was scheduled. I did want to make a  few comments in person so I 
will just do it in writing. Here it goes and hope its not to late to give you my opinion on a 
few good ideas to consider. 
> > It would be nice to add a 3rd lane on the approaching side coming into Kingman as part of 
the project. This is a very dangerous section of road. Since I  am a native toKingman and 
worked in Yucca for 28 years I have first hand knowledge and have witnessed accidents and 
many near misses on this hill. 
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> > First of all I think you should  throw out the C1 stacked Idea do to the high costs and 
an extreme amount of congestion it would create during the build process. The Hybrid 2 should 
be added back into the mix to be scutinized more.   
> > Since DOT already split up alot of the parcels during the I‐40 build way back when, don't 
you think it might be wise to go back and take a second look at running the new highway 
through some of the already damaged parcels that have no access then to scar up more ? You 
may be able to get  parcel owners along the Hybrid #2 route together and get a better deal 
since it  is worthless as it sits today and we  still are paying the taxes on pieces that are 
not even accessable.  
> > Its hard to please everybody but I am sure you will make a good decision in the end. 
> > Please reconcider the Hybred #2 route or something similar. 
> >  
> > Thanks 
> > Wayne Smith 
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I‐40/US 93 West Kingman System 
Traffic Interchange

Public Scoping Meeting
Wednesday,  September 14, 2011

ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L
Federal Aid No. NH‐040‐A(212)N

Public Information Meeting
Thursday, March 29, 2012



• Provide information on the study’s purpose 
and need

• Describe the study area features
• Review the study corridor evaluations
• Present conceptual alignment alternatives
• Receive feedback on candidate alignment 
alternatives for further consideration 

Purpose of the Meeting



• Mike Kondelis, ADOT Kingman District Engineer
• Adam McGuire, ADOT Project Manager
• Michele Beggs, ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships
• Ralph Ellis, ADOT Environmental Planning Group
• Karen King, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
• Rebecca Swiecki , FHWA Environmental Coordinator
• John Reid, Bureau of Land Management
• Darrell Truitt, Engineering Consultant
• Amy Rosar, Public Involvement Consultant
• Patricia McCabe, Environmental Consultant

Study Team



• Evaluate a high‐speed facility connection 
between I‐40 and US 93

• Relieve existing and future congestion
• Enhance regional traffic flow
• Promote local access
• Maintain a safe interchange

Purpose of the Study



• Lack of critical regional connection between I‐40 
and I‐15

• Traffic congestion and back ups onto westbound 
I‐40 and on southbound US 93

• Operational concerns in both directions on I‐40
• Additional considerations include continuing 
development within the area and increasing right‐
of‐way costs

• One of three “bottleneck” locations along US 93 
between Phoenix and Las Vegas

Need for the Study



Development Process



Study Area



The following study area features have been characterized: 
• Existing Roadway Network

– I‐40, US 93, Local Roads

• Land Ownership
– Public (BLM) Land, Private Land, State Trust Land

• Existing & Future Land Use
• Drainage Features

– Multiple washes and springs, FEMA floodplains

• Existing Utilities
– Numerous facilities were identified, primarily near the Beale Street TI

• Environmental Features
– Properties afforded protection (Section 4(f)), HazMat sites, cultural sites

Study Area Features



Section 4(f) of the 1966 Department of 
Transportation Act

The Department of Transportation Act (DOT 
Act) of 1966 includes Section 4(f), which 
states that the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) and other DOT 
agencies cannot approve the use of land from 
publicly owned parks, recreational areas, 
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, or public and 
private historical sites unless:
• There is no feasible and prudent 

alternative to the use of land. 
• The action includes all possible planning 

to minimize harm to the property 
resulting from use. 

Or, the FHWA makes a determination that the 
use of the property will have a “de minimis” 
(minimal) impact on the property afforded 
protection under 4(f).



Initial Corridors
• Ten conceptual corridors plus a 

“No Build” alternative were 
evaluated with respect to the 
study area features outlined on 
the previous slides



Recommended 
Corridors

• Corridors C, D, I, and J were 
recommended for further 
evaluation.

• A variety of conceptual 
alignments were developed 
within the recommended 
corridors

• The top nine candidate 
alignment alternatives were 
further refined and evaluated



Alignment 
Alternative C1

• Reduces existing residential and commercial 
impacts 

• Avoids known springs and existing Cerbat 
Foothills Recreation Area (CFRA) trailhead

• Minor CFRA/4(f) impacts
• Longest proposed alignment
• Most expensive alternative
• Requires realignment of existing Beale St 

Traffic Interchange (TI) ramps
• The alignment alternatives south of the 

existing TI require the major traffic 
movements to cross the existing interchange

• Lower design speeds on Phoenix-to-Vegas 
movements

• Larger overall number of impacted parcels



Alignment
Alternative D1

• Least expensive alignment
• Minimizes CFRA/4(f) impacts
• Avoids known springs
• Avoids previously identified cultural 

resources
• Removes majority of traffic from existing 

Beale St TI
• Follows approximate boundary of 

urbanized/undeveloped areas
• Some impacts to existing residential and 

commercial properties 
• Requires modifications to existing Beale 

St TI



Alignment Alternative D1: Existing TI 
Modifications



Alignment 
Alternative D2

• Generally follows section line alignment
• Reduces existing residential impacts 
• Avoids known springs
• Removes majority of traffic from existing 

Beale St TI
• Follows approximate boundary of 

urbanized/undeveloped areas
• Minor CFRA/4(f) impacts
• Requires modifications to existing Beale 

St TI
• Increased visual impacts



Alignment 
Alternative D3

• Places roadway behind hills - reduces 
residential and visual impacts 

• Avoids known springs
• Removes majority of traffic from existing 

Beale St TI
• Follows approximate boundary of 

urbanized/undeveloped areas
• Requires modifications to existing Beale 

St TI
• Minor CFRA/4(f) impacts



Alignment 
Alternative J1

• Shifts new system TI further from existing 
Beale St TI to avoid existing TI 
modifications

• Minimizes CFRA/4(f) impacts
• Follows D1 alignment
• Avoids previously identified cultural 

resources
• Avoids known springs
• Removes majority of traffic from existing 

Beale St TI
• Shortest proposed alignment
• Some impacts to existing residential and 

commercial properties 
• Lowest design speeds on LA-to-Las Vegas 

movements
• Most right-of-way of non-hybrid alignments



Alignment 
Alternative J2

• Shifts new system TI further from existing 
Beale St TI to avoid existing TI 
modifications

• Follows D3 alignment - reduces 
residential and visual impacts 

• Avoids known springs
• Removes majority of traffic from existing 

Beale St TI
• Minor CFRA/4(f) impacts
• Reduces right-of-way
• Multi-level bridges at I-40
• Lowest design speeds for Phoenix-to-Las 

Vegas movements
• Lower design speeds for LA-to-Las Vegas 

movements



Alignment 
Alternative J3

• Shifts new system TI further from existing 
Beale St TI to avoid existing TI 
modifications

• Follows D3 alignment - reduces 
residential and visual impacts 

• Avoids known springs
• Removes majority of traffic from existing 

Beale St TI
• Second most cost effective
• Minor CFRA/4(f) impacts
• Minor impacts to Clack Canyon
• Lower design speeds on LA-to-Vegas 

movements
• Least right-of-way



Alignment 
Alternative Hybrid 1

• Minimizes CFRA/4(f) impacts
• Avoids known springs
• Avoids previously identified cultural 

resources
• Removes majority of traffic from existing 

Beale St TI
• Follows approximate boundary of 

urbanized/undeveloped areas
• Split alignment eliminates need for existing 

TI modifications
• Some impacts to existing residential and 

commercial properties 
• Impacts a larger number of vacant parcels 

(92 parcels)



Alignment 
Alternative Hybrid 2

• Follows D3 alignment – reduces 
residential and visual impacts 

• Avoids known springs
• Removes majority of traffic from existing 

Beale St TI
• Split alignment eliminates need for 

existing TI modifications
• Minor CFRA/4(f) impacts
• Largest right-of-way requirements
• Impacts a larger number of vacant 

parcels (86 parcels)



Alignment Evaluation Matrix
Evaluation Criteria C1 D1 D2 D3 J1 J2 J3 Hybrid 1 Hybrid 2

Minimum design speed – Major traffic movements         
Minimum design speed – Minor traffic movements         
Estimate of steep grades         
Terrain along alignment         
Impacts to existing TI         
Length of travel (WB to NB)         
Length of travel (EB to NB)         
Construction cost         
Maintenance of traffic/Constructability         
Lane miles/Future maintenance         
Conflicts with known archaeological sites         
Section 4(f) Lands         
Wash Crossings         
Potential number of residential parcels impacted         
Potential number of business parcels impacted         
Potential number of other parcels         
Major utility conflicts         
Potential to inhibit T&E species habitat         
Potential to inhibit wildlife movement         
Visual Impact         
Private land right‐of‐way         
BLM land right‐of‐way         
Cumulative Score 34 47 40 47 39 37 44 38 40
Recommended for further study NO YES NO YES NO NO YES NO NO

Rating Symbol Score

Good  4
 2

Fair  2
 1

Poor  0
 0
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General Observations/ 
Recommendations

• All nine of the candidate alignments are reasonable alternatives
• The following candidate alignments are recommended for detailed study: 

Alignment Alternative D1
• Shortest, most cost effective 

alternative
• Minimize impacts to identified 

cultural resources and CFRA

Alignment Alternative D3
• Locates roadway behind hills 

& reduces impacts to existing 
residential properties

• Minor CFRA impacts

Alignment Alternative J3
• Eliminates need for existing 

TI modifications
• Requires least amount of new 

right-of-way
• Follows D3 alignment



Development Process



• Ask questions and provide input no later than April 
12, 2012

• Complete a comment form
– Leave it with a project team member today
– Send it back later:

Mail: ADOT  Fax: 602.368.9645
c/o KDA Creative  Email: WestKingmanTIStudy@azdot.gov 
4545 E. Shea Blvd., Ste 210 
Phoenix, AZ  85028

www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI

We Want Your Input!
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Amy Rosar

Subject: ADOT - I-40/US 93 West Kingman TI Agency Information Meeting
Location: Webinar/City of Kingman Council Chambers

Start: Thu 3/29/2012 2:00 PM
End: Thu 3/29/2012 4:00 PM

Recurrence: (none)

Meeting Status: Meeting organizer

Organizer: Amy Rosar
Required Attendees: amcguire@azdot.gov; vyang@azdot.gov; rellis@azdot.gov; ldoescher@azdot.gov; 

mkondelis@azdot.gov; klavertue@azdot.gov; rspurlock@azdot.gov; gwebb@azdot.gov; 
amartinez@azdot.gov; jalpert@azdot.gov; kpaetz@azdot.gov; jlitteer@azdot.gov; 
rturner@azdot.gov; bpederson@azdot.gov; mbeggs@azdot.gov; cfirman@azdot.gov; 
ihogue@azdot.gov; tbuhr@azgfd.gov; dpfleger@azgfd.gov; ngarcia@land.az.gov; 
gtaylor@land.az.gov; bryan.bowker@bia.gov; matt.crain@bia.gov; rsanchez@blm.gov; 
awilhelm@blm.gov; lbrazdys@azdot.gov; rpeck@blm.gov; jreid@blm.gov; crith2o2@rraz.net; 
chair1cit@yahoo.com; citculturecenter@yahoo.com; feedback@critonline.com; 
gregory.fisher@crit-nsn.gov; gjeppson@cityofkingman.gov; ghenry@cityofkingman.gov; 
rowen@cityofkingman.gov; rdevries@cityofkingman.gov; rdelong@azdps.gov; 
dunning.connell@epa.gov; meek.clifton@epa.gov; darrell.truitt@epsgroupinc.com; 
matt.truitt@epsgroupinc.com; paul.basha@epsgroupinc.com; alan.hansen@dot.gov; 
karen.king@dot.gov; rebecca.swiecki@dot.gov; johnalgots@fortmohave.com; 
waynenelson@fortmohave.com; danny_honanie@yahoo.com; lorjac@frontiernet.net; 
dawn.hubbs101@gmail.com; hualapaiplanning@citlink.net; Amy Rosar; Jared Sterlace; 
jtaylor@azkrmc.com; joshua@kingmantourism.org; pmccabe@lsdaz.com; 
sswarr@lsdaz.com; sheeryl@mvdsl.com; mbopchair@mvdls.com; 
Steven.Latoski@co.mohave.az.us; tim.walsh@co.mohave.az.us; 
michael.hendrix@co.mohave.az.us; bigmanb7@hotmail.com; 
shiosakadan@stanleygroup.com; sabersdave@stanleygroup.com; mgibelyou@uesaz.com; 
myarbrough@uesaz.com; jdeering@uesaz.com; kathleen.a.tucker@usace.army.mil; 
brenda_smith@fws.gov; brian_wooldridge@fws.gov; sharonm@wacog.com; tbrown@yan-
tribe.org

I-40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange 

ADOT Project No. 040 MO 049 H7993 0L 
Federal Aid Sequence No. NH-040-A(212)N 

All:  

Please mark your calendars to attend the agency information meeting for the I-40/US 93 West Kingman TI 
DCR and Environmental Studies on Thursday, March 29, 2012 between 2 p.m. and 4 p.m. at the City of 
Kingman Council Chambers.   

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in 
coordination with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), are conducting a study to develop a preferred 
alternative for the Interstate 40 (I-40) and US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange.   

A number of reasonable alternative alignments within the recommended corridors have been developed and will 
be presented at the meeting.  Comments received from this agency information meeting will be incorporated 
into the study to help determine which alignment alternatives will be carried forward for further detailed 
analysis.   
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If you are unable to attend in person, the meeting will also be conducted as a webinar by using the following log 
in information and phone number.   

Meeting Location: 

City of Kingman  
Council Chambers 
310 N. Fourth Street 
Kingman, AZ 86401 

Webinar: 

https://www3.gotomeeting.com/join/133116238 

Meeting ID: 133-116-238 

Toll free telephone number: 

1 (866) 476-8702  
PIN: 2172252 

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions you have regarding this meeting. 

Thank you. 

 

 
Amy Rosar 
KDA Creative 
4545 E. Shea Blvd., Ste 210 
Phoenix, AZ  85028 
602‐318‐9332 (cell) 
602‐368‐9644 (office) 
602‐368‐9645 (fax) 
 
 

 

  

 



 
«M» «First» «Last» 
«Title» 
«Agency» 
«A1» 
«City», «ST» «Zip» 

Re: I-40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange 
 Design Concept Report (DCR) and Environmental Studies 
 ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L 

Federal-Aid Sequence No. NH-040-A(212)N 
 

Dear «M» «Last»: 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), 
in coordination with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), are conducting a study to develop a 
preferred alternative for the Interstate 40 (I-40) and US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange. A 
number of reasonable alternative alignments within the recommended corridors have been developed 
and will be presented at the agency information meeting.     

The study team invites you to attend an agency information meeting and webinar.  Comments received 
from this agency meeting will be incorporated into the study to help determine which alignment 
alternatives will be carried forward for further detailed analysis. 

The agency information meeting and webinar has been scheduled between 2:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. on 
Thursday, March 29, 2012, in the City of Kingman Council Chambers located at 310 North Fourth 
Street, Kingman, AZ  86401.  A public meeting will be held between 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. the same date at 
the Lee Williams High School Auditorium located at 400 Grandview, Kingman AZ, 86401.   

An RSVP from you, or a representative of your agency, is requested by Wednesday, March 28, 2012.  
Upon receipt of your RSVP, the study team will provide you with details regarding the webinar login 
information.  RSVPs can be made by contacting Amy Rosar, KDA Creative, 4545 E. Shea Blvd., Ste 
210, Phoenix, AZ 85028, by phone to (602) 368-9644, by fax to (602) 368-9645, or by email to 
amy@kdacreative.com. 

 

 

 

 

     

     

 

Intermodal Transportation Division 
206 South Seventeenth Avenue     Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213 

 
Janice K. Brewer 

Governor 

John S. Halikowski 
Director 

 
 

 
 

March 13, 2012 

Jennifer Toth 
State Engineer 



«M» «First» «Last» 
Page Number 2 
ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L 
Federal-Aid Sequence No. NH-040-A(212)N 
March 13, 2012 
 
 
Thank you in advance for your participation and involvement in this study. 

Sincerely, 

 
Ralph Ellis 
ADOT Environmental Planner 
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About the Study

Meeting Purpose

Meeting Format

The Arizona Department of  
Transportation (ADOT) and the 
Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA), in coordination with the 
Bureau of  Land Management (BLM), 
are conducting a study to develop a 
preferred alternative for the Interstate 
40 (I-40) and US 93 West Kingman 
System Traffic Interchange.  

A number of  reasonable alternative 
alignments within the recommended 
corridors have been developed and will 
be presented at the meeting. The 
public comments received from this 
meeting will be incorporated into the 
study to help determine which 
alignment alternatives will be carried 
forward for further detailed analysis.

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

Thursday, March 29, 2012
6 p.m. to 8 p.m.

Lee Williams High School
Auditorium

400 Grandview
Kingman, AZ 86401

A brief  presentation will begin at 
6:15 p.m. to provide an overview of  the 
study and progress to date.  Project 
team representatives will be available to 
provide information, answer questions, 
and discuss the project.  

ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L  •  Federal Aid No. NH-040-A(212)N
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40
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Opportunities to Connect

I-40 and US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange

Persons with a disability may request a reasonable accommodation, 
such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Amy Rosar at the 
phone number or email listed above.  Requests should be made as early 
as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation. 

ADOT Outreach Team 
Attn: I-40 / US 93
4545 E. Shea Blvd., Ste. 210
Phoenix, AZ 85028

Provide your input at the Public Information 
Meeting on March 29, 2012.

View information on the project website
www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI

Submit comments to the project team. All 
comments should be received no later than 
April, 12, 2012.

ADOT Outreach Team
Attn: I-40 / US 93
4545 E. Shea Blvd., Ste. 210
Phoenix, AZ 85028
amy@kdacreative.com
602.368.9644
602.368.9645

by Mail:

by Email:
by Phone:
by Fax:



PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

Meeting Format

Contact InformationProject Background

Meeting Purpose

Thursday, March 29, 2012
6 p.m. to 8 p.m.
Lee Williams High School 
Auditorium
400 Grandview
Kingman, AZ 86401

Persons with a disability may request a 
reasonable accommodation, such as a sign 
language interpreter, by contacting Amy Rosar 
at the phone number or email listed above.  
Requests should be made as early as possible to 
allow time to arrange the accommodation. 

A brief  presentation will begin at 6:15 p.m. 
to provide an overview of  the study and 
progress to date.  Project team 
representatives will be available to provide 
information, answer questions, and discuss 
the project.

Project Website: 
www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI

The Arizona Department of  Transportation 
(ADOT) and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), in coordination 
with the Bureau of  Land Management 
(BLM), are conducting a study to develop a 
preferred alternative for the Interstate 40 
(I-40) and US 93 West Kingman System 
Traffic Interchange. 

A number of  reasonable alternative 
alignments within the recommended 
corridors have been developed and will be 
presented at the meeting. The public 
comments received from this meeting will be 
incorporated into the study to help determine 
which alignment alternatives will be carried 
forward for further detailed analysis.

For additional information or to submit 
comments, please contact Amy Rosar by 
email at amy@kdacreative.com, by 
phone at 602.368.9644, fax at 
602.368.9645 or by mail at 4545 E. Shea 
Blvd, Ste 210, Phoenix, AZ  85028.  All 
comments should be received no later 
than April 12, 2012.

Michael J. Kondelis, P.E.
ADOT Kingman 
District Engineer

Adam McGuire, P.E.
ADOT Project Manager

Jennifer Toth, P.E.
ADOT State Engineer

ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L        Federal Aid No. NH-040-A(212)N
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About the Study

Opportunities to Connect

Meeting Format

The Arizona Department of  Transportation 
(ADOT) and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), in coordination 
with the Bureau of  Land Management 
(BLM), are conducting a study to develop a 
preferred alternative for the Interstate 40 
(I-40) and US 93 West Kingman System 
Traffic Interchange.  

A number of  reasonable alternative 
alignments within the recommended 
corridors have been developed and will be 
presented at the meeting. The public 
comments received from this meeting will be 
incorporated into the study to help determine 
which alignment alternatives will be carried 
forward for further detailed analysis.

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

Thursday, March 29, 2012
6 p.m. to 8 p.m.

Lee Williams High School
Auditorium

400 Grandview
Kingman, AZ 86401

Please take 
a meeting 
reminder!  

Persons with a disability may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language 
interpreter, by contacting Amy Rosar at the phone number or email listed below.  Requests 
should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation. 

A brief  presentation will begin at 6:15 p.m. to provide an overview 
of  the study and progress to date.  Project team representatives 
will be available to provide information, answer questions, and 
discuss the project.  

ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L
Federal Aid No. NH-040-A(212)N

Provide your input at the Public Information 
Meeting on March 29, 2012.

View information on the project website
www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI

Submit comments to the project team. All 
comments should be received no later than 
April 12, 2012.

ADOT Outreach Team
Attn: I-40 / US 93
4545 E. Shea Blvd., Ste. 210
Phoenix, AZ 85028
amy@kdacreative.com

602.368.9644

602.368.9645

by Mail:

by Email:

by Phone:

by Fax:

Meeting Purpose

93

40

Kingman

N

Kingman City Limits

Study Boundary
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ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships Division  206 South 17th Avenue  Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

 
 

For Immediate Release: March 21, 2012 
Contact: ADOT Public Information Office 

news@azdot.gov  -or- 1.800.949.8057 
 

ADOT public meeting on I-40/U.S. 93 study scheduled March 29 
Study examines improvement alternatives   
 
KINGMAN - The Arizona Department of Transportation will host a public information meeting for the Interstate 40 
and U.S. 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange study from 6-8 p.m. on Thursday (March 29) in Kingman 
at the Lee Williams High School Auditorium, 400 Grandview Ave.  
 
The purpose of the study is to evaluate alternatives that will improve traffic flow between I-40 and U.S. 93, relieve 
congestion, and increase capacity while improving local access and safety. 
 
A brief presentation will begin at 6:15 p.m. followed by a question and answer session. Members of the study 
team will be available to provide information, answer questions, and discuss the project. 
 
ADOT and the Federal Highway Administration, in coordination with the Bureau of Land Management, completed 
a feasibility study in 2009 which identified potential corridors for further study. The project team started the Design 
Concept Report study phase in September 2011. The DCR, expected to be completed in 2013, will recommend a 
preferred alignment alternative and identify possible interim improvements to the existing Beale Street traffic 
interchange. 
 
A number of reasonable alternative alignments within the recommended corridors have been developed and will 
be presented at the meeting.   
 
There are several opportunities to participate: 

 Provide input at the public information meeting 
 Email comments to WestKingmanTIStudy@azdot.gov. Comments should be submitted to the project 

team no later than Thursday, April 12 
 Send comments by mail using the form that will be available at the public meeting and on the project 

website 
 View information, including the feasibility study, on the project website www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI 

 
For more information about this project, please visit www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTI or contact Michele Beggs, 
Senior Community Relations Officer, at 928.681.6054 or mbeggs@azdot.gov.  Local media should contact the 
ADOT Public Information Office at news@azdot.gov  or 1.800.949.8057. Visit www.facebook.com/azdot or 
www.azdot.gov for more information about ADOT. 
 
Please do not reply to this message - use the contact information above. 
      

# # # 
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Interstate 40/US 93 West Kingman System Traffic Interchange
Public Information Meeting - Thursday, March 29, 2012
6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
Lee Williams High School. 400 Grandview, Kingman, AZ

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate 
record of meeting attendees. Under state law, any identifying information provided will become part of 
the public record, and as such, must be released to any individual upon request.

SIGN IN

THANK YOU
for coming tonight!

NAME ADDRESS CITY ZIP EMAIL

Federal-Aid No. NH-040-A(212)N   ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L



Interstate 40/US 93 - West Kingman System Traffic Interchange
Public Information Meeting  - Comment Form Kingman - March 29, 2012

ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7993 01L  •  Federal-Aid Sequence No. NH-040-A(212)N

Project Website:
www.azdot.gov/WestKingmanTIStudy

Please provide input on the following alternatives.  Alternatives can be found on display boards located 
throughout the room or by visiting the project website (below) and viewing the March 2012 Meeting Materials.   

1.  Alternative C1 

2.  Alternative D1 

3.  Alternative D2 

10.  Please provide any additional comments 

11.  How did you hear about this meeting? Please check all that apply.

Postcard in the mail

Newspaper

Poster

Friend/Neighbor

Other:________________________

Thank you for your participation.
Please leave your comment form with us this evening, or send us your comments by Thursday, April 12, 2012.

ADOT Outreach Team
Attn: I-40/US 93 West Kingman TI 
4545 E. Shea Blvd., Ste. 210 
Phoenix, AZ 85028

Phone: 602.368.9644
Fax: 602.368.9645
E-mail: WestKingmanTIStudy@azdot.gov

Mail:



4.  Alternative D3

5.  Alternative J1

6.  Alternative J2

7.  Alternative J3

8.  Alternative Hybrid 1

9.  Alternative Hybrid 2

Name:

Contact Information (Optional*)

Address:

E-mail address:

* Completion of this form is completely voluntary and helps the project 
team keep an accurate record of the meeting and comments. Under state 
law, any identifying information provided will become part of the public 
record, and as such, must be released to any individual upon request.
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During Construction: Both Ramps are two lanes,
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Traffic at all times.
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I‐40/US 93 West Kingman System TI
Environmental Process:

• ADOT Completing Environmental Assessment

• Public Hearing to share results: 

Late Spring/Early Summer 2020, In Kingman

• Clearance Anticipated Summer 2020



I‐40/US 93 West Kingman System TI

• 30% Plans: February, 2020
• 60% Plans: Spring, 2021
• 95% Plans: Fall, 2021

• Right of Way Clearance: 
by Spring 2022

• Bid Ready: March 2023

• Advertise Construction
July, 2023

• Construction duration: 
Approximately 2 years

Design Schedule: Construction Schedule:
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Updated Interim Guidance on Mobile Source Air Toxic Analysis in
NEPA Documents

Appendix C - Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Provisions Covering
Incomplete or Unavailable Information (40 CFR 1502.22)

Sec. 1502.22 Incompete Or Unavailable Information

When an agency is evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant adverse effects on the human
environment in an environmental impact statement and there is incomplete or unavailable information,
the agency shall always make clear that such information is lacking.

· If the incomplete information relevant to reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts is
essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives and the overall costs of obtaining it are not
exorbitant, the agency shall include the information in the environmental impact statement.

· If the information relevant to reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts cannot be
obtained because the overall costs of obtaining it are exorbitant or the means to obtain it are
not known, the agency shall include within the environmental impact statement:
o a statement that such information is incomplete or unavailable;
o a statement of the relevance of the incomplete or unavailable information to evaluating

reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human environment;
o a summary of existing credible scientific evidence which is relevant to evaluating the

reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human environment; and
o the agency's evaluation of such impacts based upon theoretical approaches or research

methods generally accepted in the scientific community. For the purposes of this section,
"reasonably foreseeable" includes impacts that have catastrophic consequences, even if
their probability of occurrence is low, provided that the analysis of the impacts is supported
by credible scientific evidence, is not based on pure conjecture, and is within the rule of
reason.

· The amended regulation will be applicable to all environmental impact statements for which a
Notice to Intent (40 CFR 1508.22) is published in the Federal Register on or after May 27, 1986.
For environmental impact statements in progress, agencies may choose to comply with the
requirements of either the original or amended regulation.

Incomplete Or Unavailable Information For Project-Specific MSAT Health Impacts
Analysis

In FHWA’s view, information is incomplete or unavailable to credibly predict the project-specific health
impacts due to changes in mobile source air toxic (MSAT) emissions associated with a proposed set of
highway alternatives. The outcome of such an assessment, adverse or not, would be influenced more by
the uncertainty introduced into the process through assumption and speculation rather than any
genuine insight into the actual health impacts directly attributable to MSAT exposure associated with a
proposed action.



The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is responsible for protecting the public health and welfare
from any known or anticipated effect of an air pollutant. They are the lead authority for administering
the Clean Air Act and its amendments and have specific statutory obligations with respect to hazardous
air pollutants and MSAT. The EPA is in the continual process of assessing human health effects,
exposures, and risks posed by air pollutants. They maintain the Integrated Risk Information System
(IRIS), which is “a compilation of electronic reports on specific substances found in the environment and
their potential to cause human health effects” (EPA, https://www.epa.gov/iris). Each report contains
assessments of non-cancerous and cancerous effects for individual compounds and quantitative
estimates of risk levels from lifetime oral and inhalation exposures with uncertainty spanning perhaps
an order of magnitude.

Other organizations are also active in the research and analyses of the human health effects of MSAT,
including the Health Effects Institute (HEI). A number of HEI studies are summarized in Appendix D of
FHWA’s Updated Interim Guidance on Mobile Source Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents. Among the
adverse health effects linked to MSAT compounds at high exposures are: cancer in humans in
occupational settings; cancer in animals; and irritation to the respiratory tract, including the
exacerbation of asthma. Less obvious is the adverse human health effects of MSAT compounds at
current environmental concentrations (HEI Special Report 16,
https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-toxics-critical-review-literature-exposure-
and-health-effects) or in the future as vehicle emissions substantially decrease.

The methodologies for forecasting health impacts include emissions modeling; dispersion modeling;
exposure modeling; and then final determination of health impacts – each step in the process building
on the model predictions obtained in the previous step. All are encumbered by technical shortcomings
or uncertain science that prevents a more complete differentiation of the MSAT health impacts among a
set of project alternatives. These difficulties are magnified for lifetime (i.e., 70 year) assessments,
particularly because unsupportable assumptions would have to be made regarding changes in travel
patterns and vehicle technology (which affects emissions rates) over that time frame, since such
information is unavailable.

It is particularly difficult to reliably forecast 70-year lifetime MSAT concentrations and exposure near
roadways; to determine the portion of time that people are actually exposed at a specific location; and
to establish the extent attributable to a proposed action, especially given that some of the information
needed is unavailable.

There are considerable uncertainties associated with the existing estimates of toxicity of the various
MSAT, because of factors such as low-dose extrapolation and translation of occupational exposure data
to the general population, a concern expressed by HEI (Special Report 16,
https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-toxics-critical-review-literature-exposure-
and-health-effects). As a result, there is no national consensus on air dose-response values assumed to
protect the public health and welfare for MSAT compounds, and in particular for diesel PM. The EPA
states that with respect to diesel engine exhaust, “[t]he absence of adequate data to develop a
sufficiently confident dose-response relationship from the epidemiologic studies has prevented the
estimation of inhalation carcinogenic risk (EPA IRIS database, Diesel Engine Exhaust, Section II.C.
https://cfpub.epa.gov/ncea/iris/iris_documents/documents/subst/0642.htm#quainhal).”



There is also the lack of a national consensus on an acceptable level of risk. The current context is the
process used by the EPA as provided by the Clean Air Act to determine whether more stringent controls
are required in order to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health or to prevent an
adverse environmental effect for industrial sources subject to the maximum achievable control
technology standards, such as benzene emissions from refineries. The decision framework is a two-step
process. The first step requires EPA to determine an “acceptable” level of risk due to emissions from a
source, which is generally no greater than approximately 100 in a million. Additional factors are
considered in the second step, the goal of which is to maximize the number of people with risks less
than 1 in a million due to emissions from a source. The results of this statutory two-step process do not
guarantee that cancer risks from exposure to air toxics are less than 1 in a million; in some cases, the
residual risk determination could result in maximum individual cancer risks that are as high as
approximately 100 in a million. In a June 2008 decision, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit upheld EPA’s approach to addressing risk in its two step decision framework.
Information is incomplete or unavailable to establish that even the largest of highway projects would
result in levels of risk greater than deemed acceptable
(https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/284E23FFE079CD59852578000050C9DA/$file/07
-1053-1120274.pdf ).

Because of the limitations in the methodologies for forecasting health impacts described, any predicted
difference in health impacts between alternatives is likely to be much smaller than the uncertainties
associated with predicting the impacts. Consequently, the results of such assessments would not be
useful to decision makers, who would need to weigh this information against project benefits, such as
reducing traffic congestion, accident rates, and fatalities plus improved access for emergency response,
that are better suited for quantitative analysis.

Due to the limitations cited, a discussion such as the example provided in this Appendix (reflecting any
local and project-specific circumstances), should be included regarding incomplete or unavailable
information in accordance with Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations [40 CFR 1502.22(b)].
The FHWA Headquarters and Resource Center staff, Victoria Martinez (787) 771-2524, James Gavin
(202) 366-1473, and Michael Claggett (505) 820-2047, are available to provide guidance and technical
assistance and support.
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