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i INTERSTATE 10
,w INA ROAD TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE TO RUTHRAUFF ROAD TI

STUDY

HEARING SUMMARY

Overview

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in conjunction with the Federal Highway
Administration, held a public hearing for the Interstate 10: Ina Road Traffic Interchange
to Ruthrauff Road Tl study to provide information about the alternatives under study,
explain potential environmental impacts of the alternatives and receive public comment
on the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA). The Initial Design Concept Report (DCR)
was also made available for public review.

The public hearing was held on Thursday, June 21, 2012, from 5 to 7:30 p.m., with a
presentation at 5:15 p.m., at the Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center in
Tucson, AZ. Approximately 140 people signed in.

Public Display of Documents
The Draft EA was available for public review at the following locations:

* From June 1, 2012, to July 6, 2012

o ADOT, 1221 S. Second Ave., Tucson, AZ 85713

Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W. Wetmore Road, Tucson, AZ 85705
Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N. Shannon Road, Tucson, AZ 85741
Town of Marana Operations Center, 5100 W. Ina Road, Marana, AZ 85743
Wheeler Taft Abbett, Sr. Branch Library, 7800 N. Schisler Drive, Marana, AZ
85743

o Online at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr
e June 21, 2012

o At the public hearing

O O O O

Notification
Notification for the public hearing included:
* June 1, 2012
o Internal memo distributed to ADOT group managers
o Government official notification emailed
o Invitation postcard posted on project website
* June 4, 2012
o Newspaper advertisement published in the Arizona Daily Star (Circulation:
79,500)
o Notification emailed to property owner and stakeholder list (Distribution: 869)
o News release sent to local media
* June 5, 2012
o Postcard invitation mailed to residents, businesses and property owners
within a two-mile radius of the project area, as well as project stakeholders,
interested parties and agencies (Distribution: approximately 29,000)
* June 6, 2012
o Newspaper advertisement published in the Explorer (Circulation: 44,050)

Copies of the notification materials are included in Appendix A.
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Meeting Format, Materials and Presentation
At the public hearing, participants were provided a meeting agenda with instructions for
how the hearing would proceed, project fact sheet, comment form, question card,
speaker card and a Study Process Development handout. Participants were asked to:
e Signin
* Fill out and leave completed comment forms at the meeting or send them in by
July 6, 2012
* Write questions on question cards to be read and answered during the question
and response session at the end of the presentation
* Fill out speaker cards if they wanted to speak during the formal comment period

A display board and brochures were also available regarding Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act, and brochures were available from RTA MainStreet Business Assistance and
ADOT Right of Way. Participants were encouraged to view the displays, ask questions
and provide feedback.

Staffed information stations with aerial plan-view roll plot maps were provided on tables,
and additional displays mounted on boards were available to allow participants to ask
questions specific to the area of their concern. Other stations included the RTA
MainStreet Business Assistance Program and ADOT Right of Way. In addition, the
environmental station had two copies of the Draft EA available for viewing, and an
engineering station had two copies of the Initial DCR available for viewing.

A presentation began at 5:15 p.m., and a court reporter was present to transcribe the
hearing. The presentation included:

* A description of the project alternatives and major design features
The social, economic, environmental and other impacts of the project
The relocation assistance program and right-of-way acquisition process
Procedures for receiving both oral and written statements from the public
Notice that no studies or plans will be formalized until the complete public record
has been analyzed, including data gathered at the public hearing and comments
received in response to the Draft EA

* Notice that written input and comments may be submitted to ADOT by July 6,
2012

A question and response session followed the presentation, and an opportunity was
provided for a formal comment period; however, no attendees chose to speak during
the formal comment period.

After the presentation, attendees were encouraged to provide formal comments to the
court reporter and visit information stations to learn more about the project. The hearing
adjourned at 7:30 p.m.

In addition, all public meeting materials were posted to the project website
(www.azdot.gov/in2rr).

The court reporter transcription is available in Appendix B. The meeting materials are in
Appendix C. The PowerPoint presentation is in Appendix D.
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Comments and Questions from the Public

Input received during the question and response session appears in the hearing
transcript in Appendix B. Additionally, copies of the question cards are included in
Appendix E.

Written Comments from the Public
Approximately 23 comments and questions were received in the form of comment
forms, emails, phone calls and faxes between June 1, 2012, and Aug. 17, 2012.

Written comments are included in Appendix F, and responses appear in the comment
matrix in the Final EA.

Appendices

A: Notification

B: Court Reporter Transcription
C: Meeting Materials

D: PowerPoint Presentation

E: Question Cards

F: Written Comments
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INTERSTATE 10
INA ROAD TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE (T1) TO RUTHRAUFF ROAD TI STUDY

PUBLIC HEARING

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in conjunction with the Federal Highway Administration,
invites you to attend a public hearing to obtain public comment on the Draft Environmental Assessment
for the Interstate 10: Ina Road Traffic Interchange (TI) to Ruthrauff Road Tl study.

The purpose of this hearing is to provide information about the preferred alternative and its potential
environmental impacts and to receive public comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment. The
hearing will follow the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act.

The purpose of the project is to increase traffic capacity and circulation on Interstate 10 between
Ina Road and Ruthrauff Road. Potential improvements include freeway reconstruction and widening;
improvement of traffic interchanges and crossroads; grade separation of crossroads and railroad
crossings at Ina, Sunset and Ruthrauff roads; and reconstruction and widening of bridges over Orange
Grove Road, the Canada del Oro Wash and Rillito Creek.

The community is encouraged to ask questions and provide comments on the proposed improvements.
Team members will be available to answer questions and discuss individual and property-specific
concerns. Maps and displays will be available for viewing. Public comments can be submitted by
written comment form, or given verbally during the formal comment session or to a court reporter who
will be present at the hearing.

The Draft Environmental Assessment document is available for viewing online at
www.azdot.gov/ina2rr and a hard copy is available for review at the following
locations:

*  Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W. Wetmore Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

*  Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N. Shannon Road, Tucson, AZ 85741

*  Wheeler Taft Abbett, Sr. Branch Library, 7800 N. Schisler Drive, Tucson, AZ 85743
*  Town of Marana Operations Center, 5100 W. Ina Road, Tucson,AZ 85743

* ADQT, 1221 S. Second Ave., Tucson, AZ 85713

You also will have an opportunity to view both the Draft Environmental Assessment and the Initial
Design Concept Report at the public hearing.

Comments will be accepted at the meeting as well as by mail to ADOT Outreach Team, 2540 N. Tucson
Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716; by fax to 520-327-4687; or by email to ina2rr@azdot.gov. To be included in
the project record, comments must be submitted no later than Friday, July 6, 2012.

TODD EMERY
ADOT Tucson District Engineer

ASADUL KARIM
ADQT Project Manager

ADOT

ADOT Project No.: 010 PM 247 H7583 01L
Federal Aid No.: 010-D(211)N
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THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 2012
5 to 7:30 p.m., Presentation at 5:15 p.m.
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
1660 W. Ruthrauff Road, Tucson, AZ 85705
YOUR INPUT IS NEEDED!

El Camino

Americans with  Disabilities Act: Persons with a disability may request reasonable
accommodations by calling 520-327-6077. Requests should be made by Thursday, June 14,
2012. This notice is available in alternative formats. Please contact the ADOT Outreach Team at
520-327-6077 for a copy.

Este documento esta disponible en espaiol llamando al 520-327-6077.

THIS NEWSPAPER NOTICE AND OTHER PROJECT INFORMATION ARE
AVAILABLE AT: www.azdot.gov/ina2rr

JENNIFER TOTH
ADQT State Engineer

‘ U.S. Department of Transportation
' Federal Highway

JAMES LEMMON
ADOT Environmental Planner

Administration

Explorer - 06/06/12




INTERSTATE 10

INA ROAD TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE (TI) TO RUTHRAUFF ROAD TI

STUDY

PUBLIC HEARING

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in conjunction with the Federal k
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the proposed improvements. Team members will be available to answer 5 to 7:30 p.m., Presentation at 5:15 p.m.
questions and discuss individual and property-specific concerns. Maps and Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center

displays will be available for viewing. Public comments can be submitted by 1660 W. Ruthrauff Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

written comment form, or given verbally during the formal comment session
or to a court reporter who will be present at the hearing.

YOUR INPUT IS NEEDED!

You also will have an opportunity to view both the Draft Environmental Assessment

The Draft Environmental Assessment document is available for viewing o , i :
and the Initial Design Concept Report at the public hearing.

online at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr and a hard copy is available for review at

the following locations: Comments will be accepted at the meeting as well as by mail to ADOT Qutreach

*  Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W. Wetmore Road, Tucson, AZ Team, 2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716; by fax to 520-327-4687; or by
85705 email to ina2rr@azdot.gov. To be included in the project record, comments must be

* Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N. Shannon Road, Tucson, AZ 85741 submitted no later than Friday, July 6, 2012.

o WheelerTaft Abbett, St. Branch Library, 7800 N. Schisler Drive, Tucson, Americans with Disabilities Act: Persons with a disability may request reasonable
A7 85743 accommodations by calling 520-327-6077. Requests should be made by Thursday,

June 14, 2012. This notice is available in alternative formats. Please contact the
ADQT Outreach Team at 520-327-6077 for a copy.

*  Town of Marana Operations Center, 5100 W. Ina Road, Tucson, AZ
85743
e ADOT,1221°S. Second Ave., Tucson, AZ 85713 Este documento esta disponible en espaiol llamando al 520-327-6077.

THIS NEWSPAPER NOTICE AND OTHER PROJECT INFORMATION ARE AVAILABLE AT: www.azdot.gov/ina2rr

TODD EMERY ASADUL KARIM JENNIFER TOTH JAMES LEMMON
ADOT Tucson District Engineer ADQT Project Manager ADQT State Engineer ADQT Environmental Planner

ADOT Project No.: 010 PM 247 H7583 01L A DDT e‘ R
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Arizona Department of Transportation <adot@service.govdelivery.com>
Public Hearing for Interstate 10: Ina to Ruthrauff Roads Traffic Interchanges Study on June 21
June 4, 2012 3:20 PM

K E

Public Hearing for Interstate 10: Ina to Ruthrauff Roads Traffic Interchanges Study on June 21

TUCSON — The Arizona Department of Transportation, in conjunction with the Federal Highway Administration, invite the
community to attend a public hearing for the Interstate 10: Ina to Ruthrauff roads traffic interchanges study.

Date: Thursday, June 21
Time: 5 to 7:30 p.m. (Presentation begins at 5:15 p.m.)
Location: Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center

1660 W. Ruthrauff Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

The purpose of the hearing is to obtain public comment on the Draft Environmental Assessment for the project. Attendees
of the meeting will have an opportunity to view both the project’s Draft Environmental Assessment and the Initial Design
Concept Report, which evaluates proposed alternatives — including the consequences of not making any improvements
in the study area (no-build alternative).

The proposed improvements aim to increase capacity and enhance safety on |-10 between Ina and Ruthrauff roads for
motorists and truck traffic. Potential improvements include freeway reconstruction and widening; improvement of traffic
interchanges and crossroads; grade separation of crossroads and railroad crossings at Ina, Sunset and Ruthrauff roads;
and reconstruction and widening of bridges over Orange Grove Road, the Canada del Oro Wash and Rillito Creek.

Residents, organizations, businesses and affected motorists will have an opportunity to view the alternatives, discuss
individual and property-specific concerns with project team members, and share their thoughts and opinions at the public
hearing. Maps, displays and handouts of the proposed build alternative will also be available for viewing.

The Draft Environmental Assessment document is available for viewing online at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr and a hard copy
is available for review at the following locations:

Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W. Wetmore Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N. Shannon Road, Tucson, AZ 85741

Wheeler Taft Abbett, Sr. Branch Library, 7800 N. Schisler Drive, Tucson, AZ 85743
Town of Marana Operations Center, 5100 W. Ina Road, Tucson, AZ 85743

ADOT, 1221 S. Second Ave., Tucson, AZ 85713

Attendees also will have an opportunity to view both the Draft Environmental Assessment and the
Initial Design Concept Report at the public hearing.

Comments should be submitted by Friday, July 6, 2012.
For more information about the public hearing, please contact the ADOT Outreach Team at 520-327-6077. For more

information about the project, please visit the project website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr. Local media should contact the
ADOT Public Information Office at news@azdot.gov or 1-800-949-8057.
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INTERSTATE 10

INA ROAD TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE (TI) TO RUTHRAUFF ROAD TI STUDY

PUBLIC HEARING

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in conjunction with the Federal Highway
Administration, invites you to attend a public hearing to obtain public comment on the
Draft Environmental Assessment for the Interstate 10: Ina Road Traffic Interchange (T1) to
Ruthrauff Road Tl study.

THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 2012

5 to 7:30 p.m., Presentation at 5:15 p.m.
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
1660 W. Ruthrauff Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

YOUR INPUT IS NEEDED!

The purpose of this hearing is to provide information about the preferred alternative and its
potential environmental impacts and to receive public comments on the Draft Environmental
Assessment. The hearing will follow the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act.

The purpose of the project is to increase traffic capacity and circulation on Interstate
10 between Ina Road and Ruthrauff Road. Potential improvements include freeway
reconstruction and widening; improvement of traffic interchanges and crossroads; grade
separation of crossroads and railroad crossings at Ina, Sunset and Ruthrauff roads; and
reconstruction and widening of bridges over Orange Grove Road, the Cafiada del Oro Wash
and Rillito Creek.

The community is encouraged to ask questions and provide comments on the proposed
improvements. Team members will be available to answer questions and discuss individual
and property-specific concerns. Maps and displays will be available for viewing. Public

ADOT Project No.: 010 PM 247 H7583 01L  Federal Aid No.: 010-D(211)N

comments can be submitted by written comment form, or given verbally during the formal
comment session or to a court reporter who will be present at the hearing.

The Draft Environmental Assessment document is available for viewing online at
www.azdot.gov/ina2rr and a hard copy is available for review at the following locations:
¢ Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W. Wetmore Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

e Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N. Shannon Road, Tucson, AZ 85741

e Wheeler Taft Abbett, Sr. Branch Library, 7800 N. Schisler Drive, Tucson, AZ 85743

e Town of Marana Operations Center, 5100 W. Ina Road, Tucson,AZ 85743

e ADOQT, 1221 S. Second Ave., Tucson,AZ 85713

You also will have an opportunity to view both the Draft Environmental Assessment and the
Initial Design Concept Report at the public hearing.

Comments will be accepted at the meeting as well as by mail to ADOT Outreach Team,
2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716; by fax to 520-327-4687; or by email to
ina2rr@azdot.gov. To be included in the project record, comments must be submitted no
later than Friday, July 6, 2012.

Americans with Disabilities Act: Persons with a disability may request reasonable
accommodations by calling 520-327-6077. Requests should be made by Thursday,
June 14, 2012. This notice is available in alternative formats. Please contact the ADOT
Outreach Team at 520-327-6077 for a copy.

Este documento esta disponible en espaol llamando al 520-327-6077.

For project information, visit www.azdot.gov/ina2rr
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Appendix B:

Court Reporter Transcription
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M5. RITTER Wl cone, everyone.
Karen, can you hear ne in the back? Can you hear ne
pretty good, or am| talking too | oud? Everybody
can take a seat. W have a |ot of ground to cover
t oni ght .

Thank you for comng. There's a seat
right here and a few seats here, and there, if you'd
li ke to take a seat.

Vel |, wel cone everybody. Welcone to
tonight's public hearing for the Interstate 10
traffic interchange, Ina Road traffic interchange to
Rut hrauff Road traffic interchange. |'mLinda
Ritter. [|I'mthe senior community relations officer
for ADOT, and we greatly appreciate all of you
comng out here tonight. This is a wonderful
turnout, and it's great to see you all.

To start off, there's quite a few of us on
the project teamwho are here tonight. For tine's
sake, I'mnot going to read everybody's nanme or |ist
everyone, but | would |like to call to your attention
the individuals who will be doing the presentation
tonight and also wll probably be answering the
maj ority of your questions and addressing your
guesti ons.

So with that in mnd, Todd Enery wll be
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com ng around 5:30 today. He got stuck in Phoeni x
in a nmeeting. He's our Tucson district engineer,
and in his place presenting tonight we have M ck
Hont, who is the assistant Tucson district engineer,
who will be presenting. And Mck's right over here.

We al so have Tim W/Ison, who is our
manager of the predesign section. And also we
have -- they're all in the front, so |'msorry.

They have to stand up and turn around. W have Asad
Karim who is our predesign project manager. W
have Danny Granillo in our devel opnent area. Thank
you, Danny. That's Danny.

We have Jim Lemmon, who is our NEPA
pl anner. For those are not famliar with NEPA, it's
a very inportant conponent of this study. That's
the National Environnental Policy Act.

W al so have right-of-away agents, and |I'd
like to point out we have stations for certain areas
that | know you will find of interest. There's a
| ot of questions in these areas.

In the back, in right-of-way we have Pete
Mayne. Pete's up here. Sorry. But we do have
ri ght-of-way back there. So during our open house,
Pete will be back there.

W have Barbara Pursell fromright-of-way,
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and Karen Rask. Hi, Karen.

We al so have Fred Garcia, who is in the
back, and he's our environnmental specialist. |If you
have any questions regardi ng noi se i ssues, such as
t hose, there's Fred.

And al so working with nme from our
comruni cati on and community partnerships division,
we have Teresa Wel born, who is our statew de team
director, Teresa. And we have Paki R co, community
rel ations officer.

From HDR, project consultants who will be
presenting tonight, we have M chael Bertram our
associate vice president of HDR. There he is in the
back. And, also, we have Christine Donoghue, our
seni or environnental planner with HDR.

W would also like to introduce tonight
Meesa Gtani fromthe Federal H ghway Adm nistration,
a critical partner with us on this project and in
nost everythi ng ADOT does.

And we al so would like to point out that
from RTA Mai nStreet we have Britton Dornquast, who
has a station in the back as well. And we al so
have, representing business outreach fromElucity,
I'd like to introduce Beth Wdge. And, Beth, there

she i s.
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Additionally, we have representatives from
CGordl ey Goup tonight, who are helping us with
public involvenent. And we al so have
representatives fromURS, which is a technical
consultant for us on this study. And | would al so
like to introduce to you, 'cause this is a public
hearing, we have a court reporter, Nancy R chnond,
and she is going to be recording this entire public
hearing, your coments, our responses, everything;
she w Il docunent this public hearing.

Al of us on the study teamwould like to
wel cone you. All of us on the study team have
badges. So during our open house or at any tine, if
you have any questions, any of us with badges wl |l
be able to assist you.

So that our project team can better
under stand our audi ence tonight, I amwondering if
you woul d be good enough to raise your hand if you
have conme to our public neetings on this study in
t he past or have cone to any stakehol der neetings.

Pl ease rai se your hand. Thank you very nuch.

That's quite a few of you, and we greatly appreciate
your participation and your participation today.
It's been wonderful working with you.

Addi tionally, how many of you in our
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audi ence are business owners, if you could raise
your hands? Ww, quite a few Thank you. And how
many of you are residents who have cone to hear this
public hearing? Thank you so nuch. Quite a few.

Tonight I'd like to just give you a brief
outline of howthis wll go. First we're going to
have M ck Hont conme up and just briefly tell you how
| nportant this project is to the Tucson district and
gi ve you an idea of the process that we foll ow and
why we followit.

Then M chael Bertramwith HDR will provide
a detailed study overview of the alternatives that
we | ooked at, the preferred alternative, the
tinmeline. Christine Donoghue will then provide an
overvi ew of the study's environnental assessnents.

And this will be followed by a question
session, and | wll go into that in a mnute, and it
will then be followed by a comment period, which I
wWll gointoin just a second. And then we'll
finish the evening with an open house.

As you may have noticed when you cane in,
you were provided with a nunber of forns, and |'d
like to point out one formto you. It's white, and
it's a conmment form And if you could wite your

coments down tonight, even if you talk with a
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proj ect manager and you di scuss one of your concerns
or your comments, we would really lIike to have that
docunented as clearly and conci sely, because we'd
really like to understand it. And this will becone
an official part of docunentation of this public
hearing if you get this into us by Friday, July 6th.
And the way you get it into us, at the
bottomit tells you a nunber of ways. You can
e-mail. You can fax it. And we greatly | ook
forward to receiving your comments. You can al so
provide themto us tonight, if you would I|iKke.
Additionally, there's a yellow card, and
this yellow card is a question card. |[If you have
any question during our Power Point presentation or
after, while we're addressing questions, please fill

out this card, wite as clearly as you can because |

need to read it, and we'll read your questions. |If
there are simlar questions, we'll conpile the
guestions, and we'll try to get to every single

guestion that we can.

If you could, please, we would appreciate
it if your questions could remain general so that
everyone in the audi ence can benefit fromthe
guestion. But if you have sonething really

specific, if you could neet with us during the open
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house afterwards, we'll be pleased to neet with you
and go over any kind of specific concerns, questions
that you may have. So if you could keep these kind
of general, that would be great.

Additionally, and very inportantly, we
have a blue card, and this is a speaker card.
Toni ght, because this is a public hearing, we're
going to put this mcrophone right there. And

anybody who wants to cone up and speak into the

m crophone and have -- state a comnment, we are
wel cone you -- wel com ng you and encouragi ng you to
do so.

All's you have to do is just wite your

nanme and, again, us wth badges wll be collecting
these, and we will call themin the order that we
receive them You will have three mnutes to state

your comment, and we have Adriana over here who wl|
hold up a yell ow card when you have one mnute |left.
And then when your three mnutes are up, she wll
hold up a red card. And if you could pl ease

concl ude your conmment at that tinme, we greatly
appreciate it because, again, we have a | ot of
ground to cover, and we want to have everyone
participate in this process.

Wth that in mnd, | just want to
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reiterate that your input, your feedback, your
questions, your concerns are very, very inportant to
us regardi ng the study because it shapes the study's
outcones. And with that in mnd, | would like to

I nt roduce M ck Hont.

MR. HONT: Well, good evening,
everybody. As Linda nentioned, ny nane is Mck
Hont. |'mthe assistant district engi neer for ADOT
Tucson District, and I'm here representing Todd
Enmery, who will be here later this evening. [|I'm
going to echo what Linda just said. This is a very
| nportant project for the Tucson District.

Over the past several years you all have
seen consi derable investnent in I-10. You' ve seen
several mmjor projects. Two were just conpleted
north -- or I'msorry -- west of Picacho Peak, and
we have one ongoing now in Prince. This project
will further our efforts to increase traffic
capacity on this interstate.

I'd like to take a nonent and recogni ze

two | ocal governnment representatives. Both are from

Pima County. First, Ms. Priscilla Cornelio, the
Pima County DOT Director, and also M. Rick Ellis,
also with Pima County.

MS. RRTTER And ask if there's
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anybody el se.

MR. HONT: Are we m ssing anybody?

MR. LESKA: Scott Leska with the Town
of Marana.

MR. HONT: Thank you, Scott. So
maj or projects like this one that are funded in part
by federal nonies require us to follow the NEPA
process. And a very inportant step in that process
Is to reach out to the public and to the different
st akehol ders and solicit input. Here in a few
m nutes you wll be given a project overview by
M chael , and we encourage you to pl ease take notes
and to nake comments and ask questions. Thank you.

M5. RITTER Before M chael cones up,
| wanted to say sonething | just renenbered, and
that's that there's three ways that you can comment
tonight. Nunber one, you can conmment with the white
formthat | showed you, or you can comment with us
tonight. But you can, also, during our open house,
i f you don't want to speak and you don't want to
write anything down, our court reporter will take

your comments. Thank you very nuch. M chael ?

MR. BERTRAM |'m not a podi um guy.
My nane is Mke Bertram | work with HDR
Engi neering here in Tucson. 1've been honored to be
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t he project manager on behal f of ADOT predesign and
ot her groups on this particul ar project.

Before | nove into ny program-- can you
guys hear ne? Before | nove into ny presentation, |
would i ke to also take a mnute for a few thank
you's. In particular, all the discipline groups
within ADOT, it's a very large and conpl ex project,
and it involves nunmerous subsets of ADOT from
predesi gn, statew de project managenent,
envi ronnental planning group, CCP, and all the other
road interests, not to nention the Tucson District,
M. Ganillo and M. Enery and M. Hont and others,
the I ocal jurisdictions who were invaluable with the
deci si on- maki ng process on this project,
particularly Pinma County DOT wth R ck and
Priscilla, Scott and Keith Brann, the Town of
Mar ana, both the Andy's at TDOT, at the tine
M. Dinauer and now M. MGovern.

And | ast but not least, the RTA Jim
DeG ood and others and Britton in the back there
have been invaluable in this process as well. FHWA
nost certainly, without their support, it would be
particularly challenging froma fundi ng perspective.

The project began with Mary Frye and Tom
Deitering. They've subsequently noved up, Mary to

Colville & Associates, LLC (520) 884-9041
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D.C., and Meesa O ana has replaced her very
effectively, and we appreci ate her assistance. And
Aryan Lirange replaced Tom and he's a very skilled
person as well and has been great to work wth.

And | ast but not least, folks on the
design team fromny office, HDR JD Tayl or, that
fellowin the green shirt. He's been responsible
for the lion's share of the technical engineering
that you see on paper tonight. And if you have
really detail ed questions, | would encourage you to
go see JD.

Christine and Scott, those are the
environnental folks. They're primarily the authors
of the EA and woul d be happy to field your
guestions. Also, our teanmates at URS, Kittel son,
NCS, and Weat Scharf.

So as you can see, a lot of skilled
professionals with a | ot of experience are here this
eveni ng. W encourage you to seek themout to get
your questions answered if we're not able to do so
t hroughout our presentation, and we'll be here to
the wee hours if we need to, to ensure that happens.

This slide sunmarizes where we've been in
terms of the public involvenent process on this

project so far. And as you can see, the project is
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nearly three years in duration now. And throughout
ny twenty-five-year career, |'ve not seen the nmjor
continuity remain as it is on this project and al so
the continuity with the folks that | see in the
audi ence, as well, whether they be residents or
comerci al property owners as well.

So what | want -- the reason | bring that
to bear is we hope that throughout this process
we' ve been able to consistently inplenent the
f eedback that we receive fromyou in the
deci si on- maki ng and engi neeri ng and eval uati on
processes. And, hopefully, you see that cone to
fruition on what you see on paper tonight.

These -- the public hearing is essentially
the culmnation of this, but by no neans is this the
end, okay? Throughout the future steps of the
project, there are going to be continuing outreach
efforts with the public, and Christine will be able
to el aborate nore on those in the future slides.

Next slide? This is the process by which
we' ve been devel oping the project, and, again, as
Linda alluded to, it's NEPA conpliant in order to
make the projects associated with the scope
federally funding eligible.

So the first, if you ook at it in

Colville & Associates, LLC (520) 884-9041
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1 columms, is the scoping process, and per that

2 previous slide, that process began in 2009. And,

3 essentially, what we did is we reached out to the

4 agencies and the public to solicit your input

5 wthout any of what you see on the walls or boards

6 today. W evaluated existing conditions, tried to

7 predict the future traffic through the year 2040 for
8 this project, culmnating with essentially the

9 approval by FHWA of what the purpose and the need is
10 for this particular project.

11 Once established as the project's purpose
12 and need, then we began the alternatives and

13 environnental studies process in order to devel op

14 alternatives that are in response to that particul ar
15 pur pose and need, and after doing so, evaluated them
16 I n a screening process, whittling them down to those
17 that are nore appropriate for advancenent into the
18 next step, docunentation in the initial design

19 concept report and the draft environnental
20 assessnment, and culmnating with what we're here to
21 do this evening, which is to have the public
22 hearing, where you, as the public and the other
23 cooperating agencies, have an opportunity to go on
24 the record and share with us your thoughts, your
25 cares, and your concerns.
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Now, after this concludes, there's another
step, and that is the finalization of the design
concept report and the environnental assessnent. So
everyone who provides a comment card, speaks to the
court reporter, or reads your -- takes your three
mnutes to go on record with your sentinent, that
all gets entered into and is docunented in the final
Envi ronnmental Assessnent. And while that's going
on, if there is anything that we need to do on the
engi neering side to react to that, that's al so
refl ected back in the final design concept report,
culmnating then with a decision docunent by FHWA
generally in tw forns.

One, that there's not enough docunentation
or there are significant enough inpacts to warrant
the preparation of an environnental inpact
statenent; or, B, a finding of nonsignificant
| npacts, thereby being able -- ADOT being able to
continue forward then in the design process, which
is reflected on the next slide.

One of the things that cones out of the
final DCRis the inplenentation plan, thereby
setting forth the pattern and the tim ng associ at ed
with how the corridor inprovenents would be nade,

either it would and it's fed into ADOT's five-year

Colville & Associates, LLC (520) 884-9041
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construction program Once seeded, ADOT generally
follows the formof noving into final design. About
hal fway through that process, right-of-way

acqui sitions begin. And then at the concl usion of
that, the construction docunentation is advertised
for bids, and you see what you see down on Prince TI
right now, a lot of heavy lifting, bridges, walls,
dirt, the whole nine yards. And eighteen to
twenty-four nonths later, you have yourself a brand
new i nt er change.

So to give you sonme general background on
the study area, again, this is -- | get caught up
with what's north, south, east, west because the
whol e thing runs catty wanpus to the whol e work
zone. So we'll call Ina the west and Ruthrauff the
east this evening. So the project begins
approximately half a mle west of the |Ina Road
i nterchange with this limt interfacing with the
future inprovenent, the western |imt of the Prince
Tl inprovenents, about half of a mle east of the
Rut hrauff interchange. It includes Orange G ove
I nt erchange and the Sunset Road i nterchange.

As you can see fromthe col or coding
there, there is multi-jurisdictional cares and

concerns that have been brought to bear on the

Colville & Associates, LLC (520) 884-9041
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project. For the nost part, the northern half is
within the Town of Marana's jurisdiction. The area
in the white is unincorporated Pinma County, and the
blue is the City of Tucson. And please don't forget
that the Union Pacific Railroad runs right along the
eastern right-of-way |ine of ADOI, which al so neans
the Arizona Corporation Conm ssion has a stake in
this as well.

Next slide. So circling back to the
proj ect devel opnent process, again, what cul m nated
fromthe scoping is what the project purpose and
need was. And it can be nore or |less summarized in
t hese four bullets.

First, furthering along the planning
obj ectives from ADOT' s original 1993 general plan
and planning into it what we, as Pima County voters,
approved in 2006 in the formof the Regi onal
Transportation Authority's inprovenents. Back in
1993, that general plan set forth the neans in which
| -10 and the frontage roads would be i nproved. And
I n doing so, what we drive out there on, the
concrete frontage roads, that was a by-product of
t hat pl an.

And that plan also called for four |anes

in each direction for 1-10 but did not call for any
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grade-separated intersections wth the Union Pacific
Rai |l road at Sunset, at Ina, or at Ruthrauff. That's
where the RTA plans cone into play here because the
RTA plan involves funding to grade-separate the Ina
and the Ruthrauff Road interchanges.

And t hroughout the devel opnent of this
proj ect, ADOI and FHWA agreed that that should al so
be accommopdat ed at the Sunset Road i nterchange.

Secondly, the project alternatives need to
be devel oped that are conmmensurate with the future
year of 2040 froma traffic and operati onal
perspective. So what you see on paper tonight is
what the | ane requirenents are, what the
I ntersection configurations are, where signals and
turn lanes are required, et cetera. W all had to
do that in response to what this report told us.

Third, making sure whatever is devel oped
It's concurrent and consistent with existing roadway
desi gn standards. Life changes. Back in '93 the
standards were a little bit different than what they
are today. Sone are the sane; sone are different.
But whatever we're doi ng now needs to be consi stent
with the state of the union today.

And lastly, to elimnate those

vehicle-train conflicts at the crossroads, to assi st

Colville & Associates, LLC (520) 884-9041
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energency service providers and operations. | think
I f anyone sat out on Ruthrauff today trying to get
here with a train going by understands what |I'm

t al ki ng about .

So now that we understand, hopefully, the
pur pose and the need for the project, we noved into
t he devel opnent of alternatives, and they can be
categori zed in these fornms.

One, devel opnent of alternatives that
provide different nodes of transportation; nanely,
commuter rail, light rail, et cetera. And in and of
t hensel ves, they do provide sone additional
capacity. But if you circle back to the purpose and
need for the project, additional nobile alternatives
don't elimnate the railroad crossings. They don't
af fect operations in terns of how the freeway and
crossroads operate today. So nobile alternatives
were not carried forward further into the DCR

Then we assessed roadway network
| nprovenents; mainly, is there another alternative
corridor in which these i nprovenents could be
constructed? 1-10 was established back in 1960,
right, Danny? Wo |oves you, brother? But, anyway,
soit's a well established corridor. So are all the

crossroads that interface with I-10.
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And these local jurisdictions that we
blend in with have established their transportation
pl ans commensurate with those corridors being where
they are today. So we didn't feel that this
particular alternative should be advanced further in
desi gn and was not advanced.

Next, the design, how we woul d provide
t hat grade separation with the railroad and the
crossroad.

So there's three factors at work. You've
got the railroad, you've got the crossroad, and you
have the freeway. And how you conbine themto
grade-separate the UP fromthe crossroad coul d take
a nunber of different fornms. You can have the
crossroad remain as it is today and have the
rail road go over or under. You could have the
freeway go over the crossroads, like it is today,
but then the railroad would have to go over or under
in that configuration as well.

And, lastly, elevating the crossroad over
the top of the Union Pacific Railroad, bringing I-10
down to the sane grade as the railroad. And that's
essentially what we | anded on in advanced furthering
desi gn.

And, lastly, what do TlI's | ook |ike? For
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all the consulting commttee out there, |I'msure
you're wondering if we | ooked at SPU s and di vergi ng
di anonds and the like. But froma driver expectancy
standpoint, fromthe right-of-way utilization

st andpoi nt and whatnot, the tight dianond

I nt erchange, consistent with what you see in

downt own Tucson, up at Tw n Peaks i nterchange, and
what will be the future configuration of Prince in
the future was advanced further as the -- in the
desi gn process.

So in all, tw alternatives were advanced.
We docunented in the initial design concept report
and draft Environnental Assessnent, one, a no build
alternative and a build alternative, which has at
this point been identified as the preferred
alternative.

So a little background on the no action
alternative. [It's inportant to renenber that no
action has inpact as nuch as action, okay? And so
part of the process in the environnental assessnent
Is to anal yze what the conditions would be like in
2040 should no inprovenents be nade to 1-10, to the
crossroads, or to grade-separating the Union Pacific
Rai |l road. Essentially, those four factors that fed

i nto the purpose and the need, this action does
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not -- is not consistent with that purpose and need,
so it has not been identified as the preferred
alternative.

Slide, please. So the build alternative,
as | nmentioned earlier, has been identified as the
preferred alternative. So what does that nean? It
nmeans full reconstruction of 1-10, along with the
full reconstruction of each of the four interchanges
| ocated within the project corridor. It also
i nvol ves five travel lanes for the ultimte in each
direction on the freeway.

And then, as I'Il elaborate nore in the
future -- in the future slides, regarding
| npl enment ati on and whatnot, there is just an initial
construction phase that wll build four |anes in
each direction. But everything that we're doing or
the build alternative would provide for would
accommodat e expansion of the freeway for five | anes
in each direction. And it neets the project purpose
and the need.

So, again, at Ina and at Ruthrauff, what
you' d be looking at if you were to do a conparison
IS what you see up at Tw n Peaks, where you have a
downgrade next to the railroad with the crossroad

going over. There would be a structure over the
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Union Pacific Railroad. GCkay. There would be
two- | ane on-and-off ranps. The frontage roads woul d
be el evated to nmatch the crossroad profile. So
everything is essentially being inverted at |Ina and
at Rut hrauff.

Wth respect to Sunset, sane thing. It
woul d be inverted as well, but this project, keep in
mnd, is intended to docunent the inprovenents that
woul d be made within ADOT' s right-of-way only.
What's outside of there and what's hopeful |y goi ng
to be accommodated in the future by Pima County is
for those approaches to and fromthe west of the
freeway to cone in and nmatch with the ultimte plan
for Sunset.

So, again, we have two fol ks that are
i nvolved with the planning and the design and
subsequent construction of this particular
I nt er change.

Next slide? At Orange G ove the geonetry
woul d not be reversed because we already have a
grade separation with the Union Pacific Railroad
there. So, essentially, what you would see is I-10
being rebuilt, w dened and elevated a little bit to
accommopdat e nore vertical clearance at that

I nterchange. Also, dual right-turn | anes woul d be
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provi ded fromthe westbound frontage road to
east bound Orange Grove. For anybody who's sat at
that, you can understand the reason why.

And then, last but not |east,
reconstruction of the I-10 bridges over the Cafada
del Oo and the Rillito Creek. Wth respect to the
Rillito Creek, it's also going to increase the
statutory freeboard requirenent there, nmaking it
conpliant with that.

One of the big things that you encounter
and that this would have to be responsive to is
| ocal access changes in the vicinity of the TI's,
because when you reverse the geonetry, how you get
to and fromthe adjacent properties, those
rel ati onships change. 1'Il go into nore detail to
how that's being acconplished at Ruthrauff and I na.

But, again, anything to do with crossroads and | ocal

access streets and what not, concrete sidewal ks woul d

be provi ded.

And then, last but not |east, significant
drai nage i nprovenents woul d be nmade for anything to
do wth cross drainage or surface drai nage
associated with the roadways thensel ves.

So what does it look |ike? This

represents the ultimte configuration at the
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Rut hrauff interchange. |In this particular instance
you woul d be flying in a helicopter eastbound on
|-10. And as you can see, this is the west side of
the interchange. This would be the east side of the
I nterchange. You have 1-10 at the sane grade as the
railroad. You can see the train on the left.

You' ve got the eastbound and the westbound frontage
roads in an elevated condition, matching the
crossroad raised profile in the west side of the TI.
There it's Cam no del Cerro. East of there it's
Rut hr auf f .

A structure that provides twenty-three
feet, six inches of clearance over the railroad
tracks for Ruthrauff and then continues further east
where it touches down, again, if you were to drive
eastbound on |1-10 at Twin Peaks, it's not that
dissimlar, very close simlarities, and what you'l]l
be seeing at Prince Road in the very near future.

This particular perspective is in the
west bound direction. You can see the train off to
the east, in this case the westbound frontage road
becom ng el evated to match the crossroad profile of
Rut hrauff and the span that woul d provide the
cl earance over the railroad, elimnating that

at - grade crossi ng.
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Next slide. This is |ooking straight down
t he west bound frontage road, gives you a different
perspective. Again, one of the key considerations
here is at this interchange a new structure would be
provi ded to grade-separate Davis H ghway from
Rut hrauff Road, keeping that key north/south |ink at
that particular interchange.

Like | alluded to earlier, there are
changes to | ocal access at the nmmjor interchanges,
nanely, Ina and at Ruthrauff. And when we went
t hrough this process, we were trying to be very
sensitive to five main factors. One, what are the
traffic capacity and storage requirenents? Nanely,
were signals required? Wat are the turn | ane
requi renments? What are the volunes that are going
t hrough at the peak hour, and the structure of
circulation pattern that supports that.

Secondly, adhering to existing roadway
desi gn gui dance and access control. It can be a
juggling act when it conmes to access control; making
sure that whatever is proposed is consistent with
ener gency and commerci al vehicle access; nmaking sure
that, as | alluded to in nmy public volune slide,
that we're being responsive to the input and the

f eedback that we've been receiving throughout the
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| ast three years fromthe public and fromthe
cooperating agencies. And, |ast but not |east,
mnimze the inpacts on those that would be
potentially inpacted the nost.

So what does it ook |ike? This is at Ina
Road, and this is the east side of the interchange.
So starting on the |left side of the screen, 1-10
west is the left side. This is I-10. This is the
west bound frontage road. This would be the new
signalized intersection of the westbound frontage
road with Ruthrauff -- or excuse ne -- with Ina,
okay?

| na Road woul d be inproved. The profile
woul d be structured such that the new structure
woul d be provided over the Union Pacific Railroad.
A new structure would be provided for |Ina Road over
Cami no de Ceste, and a new signalized intersection
woul d be created at the projection of Camno de |a
Cruz and that little right-of-way strip on the east
side of Chuy's that leads into the TEP facility.

So if you were traveling westbound, either
on the freeway or the frontage road, and you want ed
to go north on Davis Avenue, you would take a right.
You' d be headi ng eastbound. You would cone to the

signal, and you would be able to take a left, circle
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around on this northern | oop, and cone to a
stop-controlled intersection here, and be able to
take a right to go north.

In order to go south, you would go
eastbound to the signal. You d have a dedi cated
right-turn lane. You' d be able to nmake a free
right. Excuse ne. |'mon the wong interchange.
Pardon ne. |'mat |na.

kay. |If you were trying to access Chuy's
or other parcels in this particular area, you woul d
take a free right. But you would also be able to
make that | oop connection and continue northbound to
Camino de Ceste. W tried to provide |oops on the
north and the south side of Ina Road, trying not to
| andl ock anyone. Ckay?

Now, this quadrant here in the northeast
corner, new roadways woul d be constructed that woul d
provi de access to the storage facility, both on the
north and on the south side. New ingress and egress
poi nts woul d be connected to the existing internal

circulati on network associated with that conmmerci al

devel opnent, and then, again, full connectivity from

t he | oops.
On the west side of the interchange, a

very simlar concept on the north side. A new
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I ntersection with Starr/ Congress woul d be creat ed.
We're not quite sure at this point if it would need
signal lights or not. That would have to go through
a traffic warrant process. But, nonetheless, we're
trying to build an internal |oop systemfor access
to these parcels on the north side of Ina and, on
the south side, the creation of a new road that
woul d feed into Pima County's wastewater facility.

Here's the interchange, Ruthrauff Road.
Very simlar concept. A loop systemwould be
created half on the north, half on the south. New
railroad structure with Ruthrauff, a new structure
grade- separating H ghway Davis wth Ruthrauff Road,
and a new signalized intersection wth the
proj ection of Maryval e Road.

If you' re traveling westbound on [-10 or
on the frontage road, if you wanted to go north,
again, you' d take a left at the light or conceivably
you could take a free right and | oop back around if
you enjoy free rights. |If you' re eastbound, it's
the sane type of scenario.

If you' re going westbound on Ruthrauff and
you want to go to the TI, just cone up to the
signalized intersection with the westbound frontage

road. |If you want to go north on Davis, presumably
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1 you' d take a free right, conme up to the

2 stop-controlled intersection; you'd be able to take
3 aright. If you wanted to go south on hi ghway, you
4 take a left at the light, circulate around the

5 stop-controlled intersection, and you'd be able to

6 take your left.

7 Next slide. West of the freeway, E

8 Cami no del Cerro, very simlar concept to what you

9 saw on the west side of Ina. |Internal circulation
10 | oop woul d be provided on the north side,

11 essentially follow ng where that existing drai nage
12 channel is today. And then on the south, a new

13 roadway that woul d connect with all of the ROW

14 facilities, the Regional QOperation Master Plan, |

15 think is what the acronym stands for. |It's where

16 all the solar fields are and where the plant is

17 bei ng i nproved and whatnot, all culmnating in a new
18 I ntersection here. 1'mnot sure what this is called
19 ri ght now.
20 Next slide. | need to retrace a little
21 bit back to Sunset, 'cause, again, it feeds into the
22 fact that we have Pinma County responsible for the
23 pl anni ng, designing, construction of the approaches
24 to the interchange and ADOT bei ng responsible for

25 what's within their right-of-way. And hopefully,
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froma timng perspective, it all cones together,
ti mng- and fundi ng-w se.

But just in case it doesn't -- next
slide -- we wanted to be transparent to what it
mght look like if ADOT is in a position where they
want to expand |-10 prior to those approaches being
constructed from Silverbell to the freeway and from

the freeway over to River Road.

If you'll flip to the next slide? The way
it would ook is, 1-10 would be constructed --
again, right nowit goes over Sunset. 1In this
condition it wll be brought down to the sane

el evation as the railroad to pronote that grade
separati on.

But because there would be no new
approaches to and fromthe east and west, the ranps
at this interchange woul d be renoved, and there
woul d be no cross capabilities east and west across
the freeway. |If you're famliar with the existing
al i gnnent of Sunset Road, you would still be able to
access that via the existing eastbound frontage
road, and on the other side, the westbound frontage
road remains as is.

And once Pinma County was ready to cone on

board and built the approaches, then the structures

Colville & Associates, LLC (520) 884-9041

Page: 33



Deposition of ADOT public hearing-1-10 InaRd Tl to Ruthrauff Rd Tl

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

over the UP and over the freeway and the el evated
condition of the frontage roads woul d presunably be
built at the sane tine.

Next slide? So one of the things that
we' ve been asked consistently throughout the
proj ect, especially by business owners who are
trying to make intelligent decisions about expansion
or relocation or et cetera, is where, what, and when
are these inprovenents going to be nmade? And
tonight we can finally share that with you.

So this graphic shows, this is Ina. This
Is Orange G ove, Sunset, and Ruthrauff. And froma
desi gn perspective, it's been divided into three
phases. There's the Ina Tl piece. Roughly a mle
of interstate would be associated with that project.
The mddle piece -- if | call it the belly section
to you tonight, | apologize; it's just old habit --
It woul d enconpass the inprovenents of the structure
at the CDO, reconstruction of the Orange Grove TI,
t he new structure over the Rillito Creek and
reconstruction of Sunset Road. And that is
conceived to be right now the design we want to be
constructed in one second, and then Ruthrauff Road
being the third.

In terns of howit's built and the order
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that it's being built, it's sort of inverted from
how it's been -- nonencl ature-w se has been
identified froma segnent standpoint. The first
phase woul d be construction of the Ruthrauff Road
I nterchange. And right now that is envisioned to
begin in the year 2015. Wat woul d be associ at ed
with that would be all the |ocal access inprovenents
that | described to you earlier: Ful
reconstruction of the interchange, inclusive of the
Union Pacific Railroad structure grade separation,
and 1-10 would be striped in the interimwth four
| anes in each direction. But the bridges and the
wal | s and the frontage roads would all be
constructed to be accommodating in the future of
that fifth lane in each direction.

Phase two is intended to be the Ina Road
I nt erchange, and constructi on woul d begin roughly a
year later, in the year 2016. As with Ruthrauff,
the | ocal access inprovenents would be built. The
Tl would be fully reconstructed, inclusive of the
grade separation with the UP. 1-10 would be built
to accommodate four |anes, and this will nmake sense
in a mnute, but it would only be striped initially
for three lanes. QOherw se, you' d be building a

bottl eneck into the striping system Nobody |ikes
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bot t | enecks.

Phase three woul d be the Orange Grove to
Sunset section. At this point it's been identified
for the begi nning of construction in 2018. It would
I ncl ude reconstruction at Orange G ove and Sunset,
hopefully in conjunction with our partners at Pina
County with respect to the approaches to and from
the east and west. |[|-10 would be constructed to
accommodate four | anes in each direction.

And at this point the entire corridor then
woul d be re-striped to four lanes all the way from
Ina down to Ruthrauff Road. And the structure over
t he washes woul d be built before in each direction.

The | ast phase then woul d be stapling on
that fifth lane in each direction. And at this
poi nt there haven't been any tinme constraints put
upon when that would occur. It's generally going to
be a by-product of operations and capacity. As the
system begins to becone utilized, presumably the
State would be nore notivated to add capacity.

Next slide. So is there anything that you
think I need to el aborate on nore? Probably too
much, huh? Ckay. Well, 1'd like to introduce
Chri stine Donoghue, our senior project planner on

the project, who is the primary author of the EA
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M5. DONOGHUE: Thanks, M ke. So,
first of all, why an EA? On a project of this scale
on an existing -- on an existing roadway alignnent,
an EA is usually appropriate. If we were talking
about a brand new alignnent through a devel oped area
or a natural area, we m ght be | ook at environnental
| npact statenent. So generally for a project of
this nature, we do start wth a environnent al
assessnent.

So what does our EA entail? W describe
the existing conditions. W describe the social,
econom ¢, and environnental consequences of the
alternatives evaluated. 1In this case we've
eval uated both a preferred alternative and a no
action alternative. And I'll discuss inpacts that
result to both of those, go over those tonight.

We [ ook at -- we focus on the issues that
are relevant to this corridor. W don't focus on
things that aren't here. W consider both the
context and intensity. So, for instance, in this
case we're | ooking at an existing, devel oped
corridor, is our context. And then we also identify
mtigation that reduces the inpacts that we've
I dentified.

Now, with respect to the EA and how far it
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goes into evaluating project effects, we |ook at the
whol e of the action. So M ke tal ked about
circulation inprovenents at |Ina Road, at Ruthrauff
Road. The environnental assessnent takes those into
account and eval uates the inpacts of those | ocal
condi tions, even though they're outside of the EA
ri ght - of - way.

Qur study area is nore constrained at
Sunset Road. W have a partner who is going to | ook
at those inpacts in conjunction with their project.

| want to nmake sure | don't m ss anything.
kay. So tonight we're holding our public hearing.
This is a really key conponent of the environnental
assessnent, and for the NEPA process, we want to get
your input tonight. That input, as M ke nentioned,
Is going to go into the final environnental
assessnent and wi |l be considered by ADOT and FHWA
i n going forward and naki ng a deci si on about the
proj ect.

FHWA has a coupl e options here when they
consider their input and they consider the
envi ronnent al assessnent. They | ook at, have we
done sufficient study? Do we need to do nore study?
Do the inpacts rise to the |evel that they m ght be

significant and we actually need to follow through
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with an environnental inpact statenent?

O they may determne that we -- that it's
appropriate to issue a finding of no significant
| npact, in which case ADOT woul d be able to proceed
with the preferred alternative.

| did want to backtrack just a nonent.
M ke introduced to you a -- kind of a newinterim
scenario for Sunset Road. That differs a little bit
fromwhat's currently described in the environnental
assessnent. That wll -- that docunent in the final
EA, we will update that discussion to reflect what
has been presented tonight.

kay. So getting into the specific
| npacts, |I'mgoing to give you an overvi ew of each
topic we've evaluated in the environnental
assessnent. So begi nning with right-of-way
acqui sition, ADOT anticipates approximately twenty
acres woul d be needed to accommodate all of the
| nprovenents that M ke has described. That roughly
breaks down to about fourteen acres of private |and
and six acres of public or nunicipal |and.

In terns of geography, that's ten acres at
I na, about nine acres at Ruthrauff Road, and then
two acres roughly divided between Sunset and O ange

Grove vicinity.
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So -- and one of the inpacts are
di spl acenent. So what this neans is that there are

sone property owners, sone residences, Ssome

busi nesses that would actually have to be rel ocated.

W woul d need their property inits entirety in
order to accommobdate the proposed alternative.

So that would involve two residences, one
vacant nuni ci pal property, and then thirteen
comercial properties, with six of those being
| ocated at I na Road and seven at Ruthrauff Road.

Now, ADOT does provide relocation
assi stance, and Pete Mayne, who is here tonight, is
t he best person to ask questions about that. And
he's avail able to take questions either on an
I ndi vi dual basis or during Q and A tonight.

And then property owners are conpensated
under that act, and we call it the Uniform Act
because it's a |ot easier to say than that. But
there is a process for acquisition and conpensation
of property owners.

Now, there's also, in addition to full
acquisition of properties, there's also parti al
acquisition. So for a given property owner or
parcel, only a portion of that property would be

needed to accommobdate the project. W have
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1 forty-two | ocations or property owners that will be
2 affected in that regard, nine mnunicipal property
3 owners, but the bulk here is really inpacts to
4 comerci al properties.
5 And the nature of the inpacts are, really,
6 the enphasis is on the frontage, things |ike signage
7 and | andscapi ng and fencing. Also, direct access,
8 currently a nunber of commercial properties enjoy
9 direct access to Ina or Ruthrauff. But because of
10 t he grade separation, because we have that crossroad
11  wll be sonewhat el evated, we can't take direct
12 access anynore. W have to provide alternative
13 nmeans of access. So that's another predom nant
14 | npact for comrercial properties.
15 And then we have three properties that
16 have specifically -- they have buildings that woul d
17 be i npact ed.
18 And we al so have one nunicipal well site.
19 This is not a water production well for municipal
20 consunption, but they have sone pi pe works there
21 that could be affected. Again, conpensation would
22 be under the Uniform Act, and that's both federal
23 | aw, and we al so have state conpensation acts as
24 wel | .
25 Now, under the no action alternative,
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there wouldn't be any inprovenents nade, so we

woul dn't need to do -- we wouldn't have these
acquisition inpacts. W wouldn't have these access
changes.

And in termof effects during
construction, each Tl would be closed for fifteen to
ei ghteen nonths, is what's anticipated, and that
woul d be on a sequential basis. So Ruthrauff would
be closed. Ina and Ruthrauff would not be closed at
the sanme tine. During those closures, we expect
| ncreased congestion, both on a |localized basis and
on the 1-10 main |ine.

ADOT does nmi ntain access to businesses
during construction. That is a comnmtnent that they
make. ADOT coordi nates with energency responders
and transit providers that they can plan ahead of
time. They know when construction is happening,
where it's happening, so they can still provide
energency service. They can still get the buses
where they need to go and people where they need to
be.

And then it's also worth nentioning that
this is an RTA project, and busi nesses woul d be
eligible for assistance under their MinStreet

busi ness program
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Now, under the no action alternative, we
woul dn't have these extensive inprovenents goi ng on.
Construction would be limted to routine mai ntenance
of both roads and rail road.

Okay. Now, post-construction effects,
what we're tal king about here is, once the project
I s done, how do things | ook? How are they
different? The big difference is change or loss in
access, direct access to the crossroads, which we've
already talked a little bit about.

Busi nesses closest to the Tl, they may be
| ooking at retaining walls instead of active
roadways, which they enjoy right now. So sone of
t hese busi nesses, they're going to be in the hole.
Their visibility will be affected, both what they
see and what drivers-by will see wll affect -- may
affect their business.

And then overall traffic capacity and
operation will be greatly inproved. W won't have
vehicle-railroad conflicts anynore at Ina and
Rut hrauff in the future. They would al so enj oy
connection at Sunset without a railroad conflict.
This may spur econoni c devel opnent. A better
circulating corridor may attract business to the

area. So there are -- and, you know, that econom c
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gromh conmes with positive and negative inpacts.

And then we al so have a park-and-ride
that's on Ruthrauff Road just north of Ruthrauff at
t he west bound frontage road, and that park-and-ride
woul d be elimnated when that traffic interchange is
constructed. |It's very low utilization there, and
there is another park-and-ride just down the street
at the church that would still be avail able for use.

Now, this is probably -- this subject is
probably where we have the biggest difference in
| npacts between the preferred alternative and the no
action. So under the no action we woul dn't have
t hese changes. W woul d keep our park-and-ride, but
we al so would not have inproved traffic circul ation.

We woul d have -- continue to have the
congestion we have today, and it would worsen over
time, nore cars on the road over tinme, continued
vehicle-railroad conflicts. And also keep in mnd,
the Union Pacific is planning -- they're already
I npl enmenting their double tracking. They're also
pl anning on greatly increasing their actual rail
traffic on those lines. So those conflicts wll
continue; those wait times wll continue to increase
or be nore frequent.

And then we woul d continue to have
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energency response delays related to those
railroads. And | will say that, in talking with the
energency responders, they really |love the Twin
Peaks i nterchange, and they do not have to wait for
trains there. That's a viable option for them

Congestion may be a deterrent to economc
vitality. So it's another potential inpact of not
maki ng the i nprovenents.

Cul tural resources, we have twelve
archeol ogi cal sites, nine of which are Nati onal
Regi ster eligible; three have undeterm ned
eligibility. And then because this is kind of --
this is very much a cultural rich area, we have the
Santa Cruz River. W have the Canada del Oro and
Rillito Rivers. These areas are known to be
occupi ed by past cultures, and so we recognize
there's probably nore than we're even aware of.

We al so have two historical sites. W
have the Southern Pacific Railroad. The alignnment
of that is considered historic. W avoid that
resource by building our road over the railroad. W
don't affect the alignnent at all.

And then we al so have old State Route 84.
We still have sonme remmants of that north of I|na

Road.
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Now, the bul k of the archeol ogi cal and
historic inpacts are mtigated through
| npl ementation of a programmati c agreenent that is
already in place with the State Historic
Preservation Ofice and other parties, and that
gui des how we address those inpacts. That tells us,
you know, we do sone testing, sone subsurface
testing to see what kind of resources we have and
gui des us in how nuch excavation and recovery and
creation of the resources that we find those on, and
how we handl e those things.

Section 4F of the U S. Departnent of
Transportation Act protects parks, wildlife refuges,
and certain historic resources. And we have a
nunber of resources within the corridor that are
protected by that act.

We have worked with Pima County to
eval uate recreation resources. |In particular, there
are two parks and a nunber of trails that we have
worked with themon. M ke Jacobs Sports Park is
| ocated just south of Ina Road on the eastbound
frontage road, and the ball fields are our primary
concern there.

And the preferred alternative would affect

the frontage there, simlar to how we're affecting
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comerci al properties: Parking, |andscaping, and

then there's sone facilities, there's sone storage
and a ramada and a tower that may al so be affected
during construction.

So based on working wth Parks, FHWM
determ ned that inpacts to that park would be de
m nimus. That neans basically very mnor. It
doesn't really affect the inportant recreation
resources associated with that facility.

Ted Wal ker Park is located just a little
further south on that frontage road, and we are
avoiding that resource. W're avoiding the Ronp
trail, which is kind of a newer trail that is
adj acent to the eastbound frontage road. W're also
avoiding the inpacts to that trail.

Now, our two wash trails, Cafiada del Oo
and Rillito trail, those actually go under 1-10
within the wash there. And so we expect we'll need
to do sone detouring within the wash during
construction. And at sone periods there would
actually need to be closures because it wouldn't be
particularly safe to have public under there during
denolition and certain key conponents of
construction. So there would be sone cl osures

t here.
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Sout hern Pacific Railroad, as | nentioned,
we're avoiding that, so that's considered, also, a
de m ni nus i npact.

Now, under the no action inpact we woul d
avoid any inpacts to these facilities.

kay. Traffic noise, so the really good
news here is we're elimnating horns at |Ina Road and
Rut hrauff Road fromthe trains that go by. There's
still a train horn just south of Orange G ove;
there's still a crossing there. But really good
news on that front.

So we have conducted a quantitative
anal ysis. W have | ooked at twenty-four |ocations,
which actually represent nultiple properties within
the corridor, to determ ne existing changes in
noi se, basically, nowand in the future. And we
have nine -- at nine | ocations, we would expect up
to a five decibel reduction. Fifteen |ocations we
woul d expect an increase of up to six decibels.

So we conducted -- for twelve of those
| ocations, we found it was appropriate to | ook at
noi se walls and apply ADOI's criteria to those
| ocations. And ADOT | ooks at, wll the wal
actually achieve a noise reduction? So that's the

first and nost inportant criteria. Then if it wll,
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is it feasible -- is it -- and does it neet ADOT' s
cost criteria? |Is it a reasonable expense for a
publ ic agency to provide?

And based on those evaluations, we did not
have any walls that nmet those criteria. So at this
juncture, no noise walls are recommended. Now, the
evaluation is based on the thirty percent design.
During final design, that noise analysis wll be
revisited and to confirm whether these findings are
still appropriate.

So right now we have, you know, an
el evation of a roadway based on the thirty percent
desi gn concept or fifteen percent design concept.

So we want to | ook again. Has the el evation
changed? Are those still the appropriate results?
So we will revisit that during final design.

Now, in the no action alternative, we
woul d still have those train horns at Ina and
Rut hrauff. W would have -- we would still have
I ncreased noi se inpacts, because congestion is going
to create an increase in noise over tine.

So in 2040, we woul d expect an increase of
two to four decibels under the no action
alternative. And at ten |ocations in particular we

found that the preferred alternative actually had
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1 | ower noi se than the no action alternative. And

2 that's al ong crossroads and frontage roads, where
3 t he congestion is -- you know, would get worse. It
4 would be inproving circulation to the sane extent.
5 So you do have a reduction in noise.

6 Vi sual resources, we kind of touched on
7 that. Those properties that are closest to the

8 traffic interchange would be facing front -- |I'm

9 sorry -- would be facing retaining walls. Their

10 views would be changed. They would be in a hole.
11 Their visibility would be reduced. At nore of a
12 di stance, as you step away fromthe traffic

13 I nt erchange, these elevated features are going to
14 beconme part of the background views, depending on
15 your orientation.

16 And then during final design, we also

17 eval uate whet her architectural treatnents can be
18 added, whet her | andscaping can be added, simlar to
19 what you' ve seen for the Twin Peaks traffic
20 | nt erchange, where you have sone artistic el enents.
21 That woul d be | ooked at during final design for the
22 preferred alternative as well.
23 Under the no action alternative, things
24 would stay the sane. W wouldn't have any changes
25 in visual. W also wouldn't be introducing
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architectural treatnents to those traffic
I nt er changes.

Water resources, we have a lot of wells
al ong the corridor, including sone of these
acquisition properties. And so ADOT would need to
ensure that they protect those wells during
construction. Those can be conduits for pollutants
to aquifers. So ADOT takes that responsibility very
seriously, and they nmake sure those wells are
protected. And then they would need to cap and
officially abandon those wells, consistent with
Arizona State | aw.

Project would al so conply with provisions
of the Safe Water Drinking Act, Clean Water Act, the
Arizona Pol lutant Di scharge Elimnation System
Under the no action alternative, Clean Water Acts --
the Cean Water Act would still apply to maintenance
activities, as well as the other water provisions.

And then ADOT continues to inplenent their
statewi de storm water nmanagenent plan. So that's
With respect to their regular activities, whatever
they' re doing, whether it be maintenance of their
yards or actual maintenance of roadways, they nake
sure they're protecting storm water.

And then I'll touch on the rest of these
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topics just briefly, but the rest of these topics
are al so addressed in the Environnental Assessnent,
and | woul d encourage you to review that docunent if
you want nore detail on any of these topics, because
"' mjust touching on themvery briefly.

On Title VI, environnental justice, these
are sensitive popul ations, elderly, mnority, below
poverty level. And what we |ook at is, what do
t hose percentages of population | ook |Iike conpared
to the county at large? W didn't really find
mar ked di fferences.

On air quality, we did conduct a
guantitative analysis, and there's not a big
di fference between the action and -- or the
preferred and the no action alternative. In both
cases carbon nonoxi de and nobile source air toxics
are well below air quality requirenents. However,
we do see -- in the long-term we do see that
congestion results in increased nobile source air
toxics in the no action alternative, six percent
versus three percent, so a slight increase in the no
action alternative, and that's directly related to
t hat congesti on.

Uilities, just |ike any roadway project,

you're going to have -- we like to put our utilities
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al ong roadways. So we're going to have sone form of
utility relocations. And we have described those in
t he Environnental Assessnent.

The big itemhere, though, is in the | ong
term Union Pacific. R ght now they're double
tracking. They actually have the ability to
i ncrease their railroad to triple track in the
future. So if we have at-grade roads there, that
may hinder their ability to expand. So by goi ng up
and over them it gives them kind of unhindered
ability to expand those rail ways.

Drai nage and flood plain, we -- sonme new
dr ai nage i nprovenents woul d be i npl enent ed.
Basical ly, our goal here is to capture the drainage
and convey it to the west side of the freeway,
towards the Santa Cruz River, where it would be
ultimately -- stormdrain water woul d be rel eased.

We specifically design that to ensure that
there's no stormwater inpacts. W don't have any
i ncrease in the level of water collecting on surface
roads, collecting on adjacent properties. Ckay.

And under the no action alternative there
woul dn't be any drai nage i nprovenents inplenented.

Veget ati on, threatened and endangered

species, I'll take these all at once. W don't have
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a lot out there. There's not a |ot of vegetation.
There's not a | ot of biological resources. W've
done surveys to see what we have. W didn't find,
really, anything. W did have nesting swallows to,
you know, nest on structures. So we keep an eye out
for that. W nake sure we have mitigation to
protect those species in the event they're nesting
during construction. W also have the potential for
the burrowing ow. They kind of cone in and out of
the area, so that's another species we woul d | ook
for.

Under the no action alternative, if we
have swal | ows and ow's, we woul dn't be bothering
them at all.

Hazardous materials, this is a very highly
i ndustrialized corridor. W do have a | ot of
hazardous materials concerns. So especially wth
respect to comercial properties, there would need
to be further investigations to determ ne whether or
not there, indeed, are any issues, clean-up, if
that's appropriate. So those kinds of activities
woul d take place if the preferred action was to nove
f orward.

Under the no action, there would be no

ground-di sturbing activities. There wouldn't be any

Colville & Associates, LLC (520) 884-9041

Page: 54



Deposition of ADOT public hearing-1-10 InaRd Tl to Ruthrauff Rd Tl

© 00 N o 0o~ w N PR

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0O N O O M W N L O

25

foll owon clean-up, at |east not as part of the
preferred action.

Mat eri al sources, ADOT is expecting to
need roughly over a mllion cubic yards in order to
build these new structures. And they have a
standard process for obtaining those surface from--
retaining -- I"'msorry -- obtaining those sources
from places that have al ready been through an
envi ronnent al cl earance process so we don't create
additional inpacts by bringing in materials.

Secondary i npacts, those are inpacts that
are foreseeabl e consequences of an action, but they
happen later in tine. Economc is -- economc
devel opnent is really the big one associated wth
this project.

So if the corridor is inproved, they
attract economc interest. That equals nore
devel opnent. That equal s nore physical construction
| npacts. |If there's historic resources that are
di sturbed, if there's cultural resources, there's,
you know, air quality inpacts. There's noise
| npacts associated with construction. So those are
the kinds of things we're predom nantly talking
about .

Curnrul ative inpacts, we |ooked at the
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| npacts of the project, past projects, present
projects, and planned projects. Past is what's out
there on the ground right now. Planned is those
things that are kind of happening at the sanme tine
as our project is happening, either during the

pl anni ng process or during construction of our
project. And then future is those other projects we
know about that are com ng on |ine.

And those are things |like Pima County's
noderni zation of their waste water treatnent plant,
Silverbell Road inprovenents, Marana's planned | na
Road i nprovenents. Those are things we know about.
So we add those in, and we discuss the preferred
alternative's contribution to those cunul ative
| npacts.

So notice of the public hearing went out
in early June. W sent out postcards. W published
ads in the newspaper, and so we -- an ad ran on June
4t h and anot her on June 6th, and postcards shoul d
have been in everybody's mail box by June 5th. So
the public -- the official public review period is
assuned to have started on June 6th,

And as Linda nentioned, we're encouragi ng
comrent through June 6th, which is the end of --

July 6, thank you, which is the end of the official
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revi ew peri od.

The notices indicated that the EAis
avai l abl e on the ADOT website. It's also available
at the locations |isted there, and we have a few
copies in the back if you'd like to | ook at one
tonight. So we do want you to get your comments in.
You're wel cone to coment tonight, as Linda has
tal ked about, and she'll be guiding us through that
process in just a nonent.

You're welcone to submt your coments in
writing through the 6th. Al of those comments,
they will go into the final EA. They will be
consi dered by ADOT and Federal H ghway
Adm ni stration. |If there's any changes in the EA --

li ke I nmentioned Sunset Road; that's one we're

al ready working on -- and any changes in the
alternatives, we will be docunenting that in that
final EA.

And then, based on that final EA the FHM
can make a deci sion about this docunent, and ADOT
wi || know how that they can then proceed.

So at this point 1'd like to invite Linda
to cone back, and she's going to guide us through
our hearing.

M5. RITTER  Thank you, Christine and
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1 Mke. So we're going to start our question session.
2 But before we do that, | wanted to | et everyone know
3 that this entire Power Point will be -- your

4 mat erials show up on our project website, and this
5 entire Power Point will be up tonorrow norning. So
6 i f you mssed anything or have any questions, you

7 know, we're always available. Qur nanes are out

8 there. You can always call us. W're always

9 avai | abl e to answer your questions as we nove

10 forward with the study and then into design.

11 And with that in mnd, 1'mgoing to grab
12 t hese questions fromMKke, and | think Mke's going
13 to answer quite a few of them

14 "Since Orange G ove Road is one of the
15 nost popul ar vehicle crossing points of the

16 rail road, why is it not possible, with nodern

17 advanced technol ogy, to construct the Ina and

18 Rut hrauff crossings simlar to Orange G ove; i.e.,
19 under the railroad?"

20 MR. BERTRAM In ny presentation, if
21 you recall, | discussed part of the alternative

22 devel opnent process, being how to configure the

23 rel ati onship between the crossroad, |-10, and the
24 railroad. And | would pronote -- froma detailed
25 perspective, | would encourage the person who asked
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that question tonight to cone see ne, and |I'll show
you in chapter three of the EA, the conprehensive
section of the EA that gives you point by point the
reasons why the preferred alternative has the
crossroads going over the railroad and over the
freeway and the freeway com ng down to the UP.

But, in short, there's a couple of nmain
reasons why. One, if the crossroad goes underneath
the railroad in its current elevation, you're
creating a sunp and another punp station and a
mai nt enance i ssue that the Town of Marana or Pinm
County woul d inherit, and those are considerations
that their maintenance departnents aren't
particularly fond of.

Secondly, if you're going to grade
separate the crossroads fromthe railroad, that
woul d engender a brand new railroad structure for
the railroad going over the crossroads. And in
doing so, it would al so produce the need for shoe
flies; in other words, railroad detours during
construction, neither of which are particularly
favorable in the eyes of the Union Pacific Railroad.

And then, lastly, froma profile
perspective, as you see on our displays,

particularly back there by JD for Ina and Rut hrauff,
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down bel ow there's a planned profile drawing. You
can see what the elevation will |look |Iike along the
center line of the crossroads. |[If you're going to
go under the railroad tracks, just take that profile
and invert it. You're not necessarily elimnating
any access issues. They're just in the ground
rather than in an el evated condition.

You still have chal | enges regarding
circulation, driveway and frontage access and
whatnot. So, all told, and as included in the
chapter three of the EA, that alternative was not
advanced further in the engineering effort.

M5. RITTER Thank you, Mke. "WII
the new side roads/loops to carry traffic once Ina
and Ruthrauff are el evated be built before closing
Ina and Ruthrauff at [|-2107?"

MR. BERTRAM Construction sequenci ng
I's generally an aspect of the final design process
that is |looked at in very close detail. But what |
can tell you traditionally is when the |arge
I nfrastructure projects are constructed, first order
of work is generally the construction of subsurface
utility relocations, cross drai nage and storm
dr ai nage, where possible, and al so anything that

could facilitate traffic control as part of the
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maj or crossroad shut down.

So if I were to wager a guess for you on
what it mght ook like, I would predict for you
that, yes, those | oops woul d be constructed as one
of the first order of works to help people get in
and around the interchange area while it was being
reconstructed.

But, again, as the project noves into the
next phases, assum ng that a bond is issued by FHWA,
there will be periodic tinmes when the state and
whonever is going to be their designer, will cone
back before the public and share with you how t hose
I nt erchanges and those crossroads are going to be
constructed and when those things wll occur
sequentially throughout the construction period.

M5. DONOGHUE: Can | answer ?

MR. BERTRAM Yes.

M5. DONOGHUE: So in the
soci oeconom ¢ section of the EA, we do identify as a
recomended nmitigation nmeasure that those | ocal
roads be inplenented before those Tl's are cl osed,
so.

MR. BERTRAM  Thank you.

M5. RITTER "Fromstart to finish,

how long will the Ruthrauff interchange take to
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construct ?"

MR. BERTRAM Again, that's a final
design detail that we're not able to pin down
specifically. But, again, | would imagine it woul d
t ake anywhere fromei ghteen to twenty-four nonths to
construct. Do you recall what the Prince duration
| S?

MR GRANILLO | think it was the
sane, twenty-four nonths.

MR. BERTRAM It woul d be sonmewhere
I n that nei ghborhood, | woul d inmagine.

M5. RRITTER "G ant Road and
Rut hrauff Roads carry residents into Tucson
Mountains. Wiy were Orange Grove and Prince chosen
as traffic facilitators?"

MR. BERTRAM | read that question,
and, frankly, | don't understand it. So if the
person that wote it could cone see ne afterwards,
hopefully we can get sone clarification, and I can
then answer it for you.

M5. RITTER "Wiile w dening the

frontage roads on Ruthrauff to Ina, will it disturb
the current vegetation inprovenent, and will it be
repl aced?"

MR. BERTRAM At this point in tine
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the frontage roads are not envisioned to be w dened.
They woul d remain essentially forty feet fromcurb
to curb, like they are today, the difference being
where they are | ocated and what their profile
el evation will ook |ike.

So, again, as you approach Ruthrauff or
I na or Sunset or whatnot, those frontage roads woul d
begin elevating to match that crossroad profile,
rather than remaining at grade, |ike they are today.
So fromthe vegetative inpact standpoint, the final
design teamw || determ ne what those features would
be, consistent with ADOT standards and net hodol ogy,
when that work is being perforned.

M5. RITTER  Coupl e questions
regardi ng Sunset. "WII| the Sunset Road bridge over
the Santa Cruz River be rebuilt?"

MR. BERTRAM | heard a "yes" in the
cromd. Can | speak for you, Rick?

MR ELLIS: | was going to say, give
it acrack if you feel confortable.

MR. BERTRAM Keep in mnd what we're
presenting to you as the preferred alternative is
bei ng done in a manner that will be accomrpdat abl e
of the approaches to and fromthe east and west of

the freeway at Sunset. Ckay? So in that respect

Colville & Associates, LLC (520) 884-9041

Page: 63



Deposition of ADOT public hearing-1-10 InaRd Tl to Ruthrauff Rd Tl

© 00 N o 0o~ w N PR

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0O N O O M W N L O

25

t hen, that west approach from Silverbell to I-10
woul d, as part of it, have the new structure over
the Santa Cruz River. And on the east side they
woul d have a new structure over Rillito Creek so
that they're part and parcel to one another.

M5. RITTER  And, M ke, another
Sunset question, kind of tied into this. "Is the
begi nni ng of construction tied to the conpletion of
the Sunset link fromSilverbell to R ver Road? And
what is the status of the Sunset project?"

MR, ELLIS: The timng of Sunset,
what we've worked with ADOT and the Federal H ghway,
we worked with themvery specifically to nake sure
that we could | eave the timng of Sunset w de open
and not back ourselves into a corner. W wanted to
have the flexibility to accelerate the project if
so, if an opportunity presents itself, if there's a
benefit, if there's conpelling reason to, or, as
M ke described in his presentation, if we want to
tieit and initiate it with the ADOT inprovenents.

At this point intinme, the only tinefrane
requi renments we have are that we nust neet very
brief conpliance. RTA period from 2011 -- from 2016
to 2021, we have to start construction sonewhere in

there. That's the only link we've got. That's the
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one we wanted to keep.

At this point in tinme, we're keeping our
options open, so | don't have a specific tinefrane.
W haven't tied anything down, other than we have to
neet that conpliance. So for right now, 1'll keep
It open.

M5. RRTTER Rick Ellis.

MR. BERTRAM He's the engineering
manager for ADOI. One follow up about the
Silverbell conponent. That's being planned by the
City of Tucson.

MR, ELLIS: The Gty of Tucson with
Marana and Pima County on pl anni ng.

MR. BERTRAM And it's ny
under standi ng that their planning docunent, their
own DCR, in the days ahead they will be adverti sing
a final design package for the first mle, the
southern mle fromGant to Goret. The pieces of it
north of there I"'mnot famliar with and woul d have
to be sonething that you get fromthe City of
Tucson.

M5. RRTTER "WII it be possible to
maxi m ze the wi dening of 1-10 and prevent the
over -devel opnent of Silverbell Road so that

Silverbell Road, which runs parallel to I-10 a few
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hundred yards to the west, retains it's scenic,
rural, and archeol ogi c character w thout a curbed
medi an that woul d cause inconveni ence to | ocal
resi dent s?"

MR. BERTRAM The regi onal
transportati on network has been nmaster-planned, if
you w ll, by PAG Pinma Association of Governnents,
and part of what we voted on in 2006 not only
I ncl udes the inprovenents that have been identified
tonight with respect to Ruthrauff, Sunset, and I na,
but also for the necessary inprovenents on
Silverbell because it's one of the critical
north/south links within our regional transportation
net wor k.

So contextually, all of that traffic and
how it's been derived and provided to us, as
engi neers, we've used to prepare what's necessary to
| nprove 1-10, the crossroads, and the frontage
roads, et cetera. So it's all been essentially
| ooked at from a macroscopi ¢ perspecti ve.

So, | guess, the short answer to your
guestion, even though I've nade it a |long one, is
they're all interrelated, and they affect one
anot her .

MS. RITTER  Thanks, Mke. "Do the
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new railroad overpasses on the crossroads provide
sufficient vertical clearances for the future and
adequate w dth, sufficient for high-speed rail

i ne?"

MR. BERTRAM This project proposes
to construct bridges that span the entire Union
Pacific Railroad, and their standards provide for
full clearance throughout the entire envel ope, not
just over the existing or proposed rail. So if the
requirenment is twenty-three feet, six inches at the
right-of-way line to right-of-way line, so, yes, it
woul d accommobdat e t hat .

Now, how the dichotony works between the
UP and any hi gh-speed rail and whatnot, that's not
sonething | can't necessarily speak to. But | can
assure you that vertical clearances are being
provi ded per Union Pacific Railroad standards.

M5. RRTTER "And will all the exits
i nvol ved be closed at the sane tine while all this
I s happeni ng?"

MR. BERTRAM No, that's not howit's
currently envisioned. And this is a lot different
t han what you saw you downt own between 2006 and
2009. Down there, the frontage roads were already

conplete. Therefore, we were able to divert travel
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down onto them in addition to nmaxim zing the
direction that wasn't currently being reconstructed
in the formof what we call the tube or the barrel.
Here it's a different critter. You're
reversing and not just rebuilding the freeway.
You're rebuil ding crossroads and the frontage roads.
So there are many nore noving parts here. So the
way that it's envisioned is to go, essentially, one
Tl at a time, wthout closing consecutive TlI's
because that woul d have presumably a detri nental
| npact on traffic operation and circulation in the
system

M5. RRTTER "Is Ruthrauff going to
be -- "If Ruthrauff is going to be under
construction from 2015 to 2017 and Ina is going to
be under construction from 2016 to 2018 and these
projects are expected to take approxi mately
twenty-four nonths, how can both intersections not
be cl osed at the sane tinme?"

MR. BERTRAM  Good question. GCets
back a little bit to the question regarding, would
the | oop systens for the access plan be one of the
first phases of construction. Again, and as
Christine said, that's part of the recommendations

t hat have been identified in the EA.
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So as an exanple, let's say we're in 2015,
and Ruthrauff goes to construction. First order of
wor k woul d be that those subsurface utilities,
drai nage, and the | ocal access roadway network.

Once that's conpleted, then Ruthrauff would be shut
down, okay, in order to rebuild the freeway, the
frontage roads, and the crossroads.

While that's going on, up at Ina you could
see occurring up there what just concluded at
Rut hrauff; mainly, the | oop systens being
constructed and the utilities been relocated, the
subsurface drai nage structure being installed.

But one of the critical aspects of the
| npl ementation plan is describing -- and it's al so,
| can't renmenber, three or four, we had -- for FHWA,
we had to describe for themthe fact that we woul d
not all ow consecutive closures of those crossroads.

So, again, while the TI's would, in all
| i kel i hood, given those two tinefranmes, 2015 and
2016, engender construction at both | ocations, the
crossroads would not be closed at the sane tine.
Hopeful |y, that nade sense.

M5. RRTTER "WII| you consider Ina
bef or e Rut hrauff?"

MR. BERTRAM That's not ny call. In
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support of the inplenentation plan that was
presented to you this evening, nanely, Ruthrauff
first, Ina second, and the mdsection third, and
then the fifth lane in each direction fourth, we
prepared a very detailed inplenentation traffic

| npact anal ysis to support how the system woul d work
according to all the different conbinations in which
the Ina to Ruthrauff section could be constructed.

And what we | anded on is the fact that
Rut hrauff provides the nost benefit first, with Ina
provi di ng nost benefit second. And that's how we
| anded on -- and this isn't just design guys saying
that's the way it needs to be. That was done very
cooperatively with the State, FHWA, Pinma County,
City of Tucson, and the Town of Marana.

So their nost talented and experienced
peopl e had an opportunity to help provide input and
f eedback into that process, the key consideration
being the fact that Ina has construction nonies in
the second quarter of the RTA. Notice that that
didn't nove; 2016 is in that. It will need to occur
in the first half of "16 in order to conply with the
RTA obl i gati ons.

The great thing is, especially having RTA

on board, they've been able to denonstrate the
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ability to nove noney forward into the second
guarter because Ruthrauff has noney in quarter

three, okay? So they're going to advance funding to
build Rut hrauff because it makes sense.

M5. RRTTER "WII| there be high mass
lighting along I-10 from Ruthrauff TI to Ina TI?"

MR. BERTRAM | believe that to be
t he case, yes.

M5. RITTER Now, | know we keep
getting questions, but |I've got a few for Pete.
Pete, if you want to step on up? Appreciate it.

"How wi | | conpensati on be handled; i.e.,
exi sting structures and fencing and right-of -way?
How wi | | that be handl ed?”

MR. MAYNE: We hire outside
apprai sers for the nost part that go out and
apprai se the property and structures and everything
on it to current market value. Now, that's not to
say that sone of the structures, if they're newer
structures, they do factor in depreciation of the
| nprovenents that are on the parcel. So the new
structures, that does cone into play.

If they're older structures and they're
near the end of their functional life, that is also

factored into the appraisal.
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MS. RITTER  Thanks, Pete. "Wat can

| expect, having a business on the west side of the
freeway at Ruthrauff Road and 1-10, in terns of
ri ght-of -way when the underpass cl oses?"

MR MAYNE: ['mnot entirely sure |
understand that. |If the person that wote this
could also get with ne after we finish the
guestion-and-answer session, and | will be happy to
di scuss that with you. The interchange will cl ose,
and we're going to keep busi nesses open, entrances
to busi nesses open during construction. That's
al ways been the pl an.

M5. RITTER "And when do you expect
rel ocation activities and right-of-way acquisition
activity to begin on the Ina Road section of the
proj ect ?"

MR. MAYNE: [|f everything kind of
goes the way it was di scussed here, the acquisition
for the right-of-way Tl would begin first, but
design of the Ina Road Tl would begin very shortly
after design of the Ruthrauff begins, as well as
acquisition for Ina Road woul d begin rather shortly
after the acquisition for the Ruthrauff TI begins.

So there wll be tinmes when we'll be

actually acquiring property at Ruthrauff Road Tl and
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at Ina Tl sinultaneously.

M5. RITTER And there's a question
here about "A nunber of displaced properties,
especially on east Ina. Wat comercial properties
wi || be replaced/ acquired?"

And this is sonething that | think Pete
would like to neet wwth you and have these questions
on an individual basis. He wll be avail able during
t he open house and pleased to neet with you then.

Those are the right-of-way questions |
have at this point in tinme. And | have a question |
can answer.

"Has there been any study regarding | oss
of revenue and gain of revenue for businesses before
and after construction on other |-10 projects?"

W don't really know of any study, but we
did work on the dowmntown project from?29th Street to
Prince Road, and we |earned a lot. And we have the
sanme team working on these projects and w ||
continue to work. So with that know edge, it's
going to be very hel pful to us to understand, you
know, how we can assi st you.

W also -- | just want to point out again
that we have Beth Wdge here, and we al so have RTA

Mai nStreet. RTA MainStreet, these are RTA projects
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comng up, and RTA MainStreet, who is here tonight
at a station, wll be working with us very cl osely.

Are there any other yellow? Yes? One
nore. "WII Ruthrauff between 1-10 and La Chol |l a be
w dened to six |lanes? Apparently, the right-of-way
Is already there.”

MR. BERTRAM I nprovenents of the
roadway section for Ruthrauff as part of this
project are in addition to, nore or |less, and at the
projection of Silverbell, and match existing
condi ti ons.

Beyond that, over to La Cholla, that's
Pima County's jurisdiction. The man said there's no
intention to do that at this tine.

M5. RITTER Al right. | think
we' re concl udi ng our question-and-response session,
and we're collecting the blue cards for coments.
We're going to take our mcrophone. I'mgoing to --
doesn't seemlike we have a whole |lot so far.
Comments fromthe audi ence?

If not, again, I'd |like to encourage you
to fill out the white comment form again, because
even if you do talk to a project team nenber -- |
know I' mrepeating nyself -- it's really inportant.

W may not renenber, and we really appreciate the
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docunentati on so that we can renenber.

And if you would Iike to give your
coments to the court reporter tonight, please do.
And we are now about to -- unless we have a bl ue
coment card, and | don't think we do, we're going
to have our open house period, where, again, you may
talk with the court reporter or visit with our
various project team nenbers. And they can address
your specific questions and concerns.

And, again, thank you so nuch. This is an
excel l ent turnout, and thank you for all the past
participation as well in the study. Thank you so

nmuch.

(Open house begins.)

PUBLI C COVWENT: (To the court reporter)
They should treat the existing residential
nei ghbor hoods the sane way they would if those
nei ghbor hoods were where the hi ghest paid project
officials live. Basically, treat the nei ghborhoods
the same way they would if that's the -- if those
nei ghbor hoods were the ones where the hi ghest paid
project officials actually |ived, where they

t hensel ves resi de.
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PUBLI C COVWENT: (To the court reporter)
Al ong the | oop road, which is |located east of the
hi ghway and north of Ina Road, there should be a
wal | along the north edge of the loop road as a
buffer between the road and the existing residential

nei ghbor hood.

(Recorded proceedi ngs concluded at 7:45 p.m)

* * * % * * %
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CERTI FI CATI ON

* * * * *

BE | T KNOMN that the foregoing proceedi ngs
were taken before ne, Nancy P. R chnond, Registered
Pr of essi onal Reporter and Notary Public for the
State of Arizona, and by virtue thereof authorized
to adm nister an oath; that the proceedi ngs were
taken down by ne in shorthand and thereafter
transcri bed under ny direction; that the foregoing
pages contain a full, true, and accurate transcri pt
of all proceedings had, all to the best of ny skill
and ability.

| FURTHER CERTIFY that | amnot related to
nor enployed by any of the parties hereto and have
no interest in the outcone thereof.

DATED at Tucson, Arizona, this 29th day of
June, 2012.

NANCY P. RI CHMOND, RPR
NOTARY PUBLI C, STATE OF ARI ZONA

My Conm ssion Expires: April 4, 2016
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

PUBLIC SIGN-IN SHEET

Please Print

Name Organization

Telephone

INTERSTATE 10: INA ROAD TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE (TI)
TO RUTHRAUFF ROAD TI STUDY

Address, City, ZIP Code

Public Hearing

Thursday, June 21, 2012, 5 to 7:30 p.m.
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center, 1660 W. Ruthrauff Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

Email

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 above will become part of the public record

and, as such, must be released to any individual upon request.

ADOT PROJECT NO. 10 PM 247 H7583 01L
FEDERAL AID NO. 010-D(211)N

(A

( 4

U.S. Department of Transporiation
Federal Highway
Administration




Public Hearing
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
Thursday, June 21, 2012, 5 to 7:30 p.m.

AGENDA AND PUBLIC HEARING INFORMATION

5t0 5:15 p.m.

Open house with information tables
Please visit the information tables to view displays. Project team members are available to
address concerns and answer questions.

5:15to 6 p.m.

Presentation
* Welcome
Linda Ritter, Senior Community Relations Officer, Arizona Department of Transportation
* Introductions
Todd Emery, P.E., Tucson District Engineer, ADOT
* Project overview
Michael Bertram, P.E., Project Manager, HDR Engineering
* Results of Environmental Assessment
Christine Donoghue, Senior Environmental Planner, HDR Engineering

6 t0 6:30 p.m.

Question and response session

In order to respond to as many questions as possible in the time available, please ask general
project questions by writing them on the yellow question cards provided and submitting them
back to the team members to be read aloud for a response. Please ask more detailed or
individual property questions at the information tables during the open house.

6:30to 7 p.m.

Formal comment period

Please submit a blue speaker card to a project team member. You will be called in the order you
submitted your request to speak. At that time, you will be able to approach the microphone and
make your formal comments within a three-minute time period. A yellow card will be displayed
when you have one minute remaining and a red card will be displayed when the three-minute
time period has expired. A court reporter will be documenting your comments. Please note that
this time will be for collecting comments only, and the project team will not be responding to
questions.

7t0 7:30 p.m.

Open house with information tables

Please visit the information tables to view displays. Project team members are available to
address concerns and answer questions. You are also welcome and encouraged to visit the court
reporter to make additional formal comments.

Comment forms: Please write comments, questions or requests on the comment forms provided. Public
comments are an important part of the study and are welcome at any time for review and consideration.
Comments returned by Friday, July 6, 2012, will be included in the documentation of this public hearing.
Please send comments to the ADOT Outreach Team at 2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716;
phone: 520-327-6077; fax: 520-327-4687; or email: ina2rr@azdot.gov.

Project information: Additional project information, copies of the displays and the PowerPoint
presentation used at tonight’s hearing may be found at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.

ADOT Project No. 010 PM 247 H7583 01L
Federal Aid No. 010-D(211)N



Notes:

ADOT Project No. 010 PM 247 H7583 01L
Federal Aid No. 010-D(211)N



FACT SHEET

Project overview

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in conjunction with the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), is evaluating improvements to Interstate 10 from the Ina Road Traffic Interchange (TI) to the
Ruthrauff Road TI. The project area is located within Pima County, the City of Tucson and the Town of
Marana. The project is being developed in the following two phases:

=  Phase One — preparation of an ADOT Design Concept Report (DCR), an Environmental Assessment (EA)
to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and a Project Implementation Plan to identify
the order of construction activities, timing and funding elements

=  Phase Two — preparation of plans for preliminary engineering

Phase One project milestones and anticipated study schedule

Completed In Progress

Public and agency scoping meetings — fall 2009 » June 21, 2012 — Public hearing
Government officials briefings

Property owner briefings — fall 2010 Upcoming

I;ub!ic inforn:altion m:aeting — March 2011 > Summer 2012
nvironmental reports o Final DCR/EA

:;,I-g?tl EDER/ImpIementanon Plan o FHWA Decision Document

VVVVVVY

Proposed improvements include

= Reconstruction of I-10 to provide five travel lanes in each direction, with auxiliary lanes between
interchanges. Initial construction would involve four travel lanes in each direction with auxiliary lanes.

= Improvements to traffic interchanges and crossroads, including grade separation between crossroads and
the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) at Ina, Sunset and Ruthrauff Roads.

= Replacement of I-10 bridges over Orange Grove Road, Cafada Del Oro Wash and Rillito Creek.

Project’s purpose and need

= Further transportation planning objectives identified in ADOT’'s 1993 General Plan and the Regional
Transportation Authority’s (RTA) 2006 voter-approved Regional Transportation Plan.

= Meet existing and future (2040) traffic demand and improve traffic operations.

= Eliminate vehicle-train conflicts at crossroads and improve emergency response times.

=  Meet current design standards.

Public involvement

An agency scoping meeting and a public scoping meeting were held in fall 2009 to introduce the project and
receive agency and public comment on the proposed improvements. Agency involvement is ongoing. Property
owner briefings were held in fall 2010. A public meeting was held in March 2011 to obtain public comments on
the proposed project alternatives.

The Draft EA is available for review, and a public hearing is planned for June 21, 2012 to provide information
about the preferred alternative, explain its potential environmental impacts and receive public comments on the
Draft EA. The public is encouraged to provide input via mail, email or comment form on the project website at
www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.

Project Website: www.azdot.gov/ina2rr
ADOT Project No. 010 PM 247 H7583 01L T
Federal Aid No. 010-D(211)N ADD

June 2012




Contact information
=  ADOT Outreach Team, 2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ, 85716, 520-327-6077 or ina2rr@azdot.gov

=  Michael Bertram, P.E., Project Manager, HDR Engineering, Inc., 520-584-3629 or
michael.bertram@hdrinc.com

Project map

Project Website: www.azdot.gov/ina2rr
ADOT Project No. 010 PM 247 H7583 01L
Federal Aid No. 010-D(211)N ADD '

June 2012



Public Hearing
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
Thursday, June 21, 2012, 5 to 7:30 p.m.

COMMENT FORM

Comments:
Contact Information (Optional)
Name: Address: City: State: ZIP:
Phone: Email:

How did you hear of this hearing?

Public comments are an important part of the project and are welcome at any time for review and
consideration. Comments returned by Friday, July 6, 2012, will be included in the summary of this
public hearing. Please send comments to the ADOT Outreach Team at 2540 N. Tucson Blvd.,
Tucson, AZ 85716; phone: 520-327-6077; fax: 520-327-4687; or email: ina2rr@azdot.gov.

www.azdot.gov/ina2rr

ADOT Project No. 010 PM 247 H7583 01L
Federal Aid No. 010-D(211)N



QUESTION CARD
Thursday, June 21, 2012 — Public Hearing

*  Please print clearly and use one card per question.
e  Return your card to a project team member before or during the presentation.

My question is regarding:
Engineering O Environmental O Right of Way O Public Outreach O Other O

QUESTION CARD
Thursday, June 21, 2012 — Public Hearing

*  Please print clearly and use one card per question.
*  Return your card to a project team member before or during the presentation.

My question is regarding:
Engineering O Environmental O Right of Way O Public Outreach O Other O




Thursday, June 21, 2012 — Public Hearing
Speaker Card

Please submit this card to a project team member prior to or during the formal
comment session. You will be called in the order you submitted your request to
speak. At that time, you will be able to approach the microphone and make your
formal comments within a three-minute time period. A yellow card will be displayed
when you have one minute remaining, and a red card will be displayed when the
three-minute time period has expired. A court reporter will be documenting your
comments. Please note that this time will be for collecting comments only, and the
project team will not be responding to questions.

Name: (Please print clearly)
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formal comments within a three-minute time period. A yellow card will be displayed
when you have one minute remaining, and a red card will be displayed when the
three-minute time period has expired. A court reporter will be documenting your
comments. Please note that this time will be for collecting comments only, and the
project team will not be responding to questions.

Name: (Please print clearly)

Thursday, June 21, 2012 — Public Hearing
Speaker Card

Please submit this card to a project team member prior to or during the formal
comment session. You will be called in the order you submitted your request to
speak. At that time, you will be able to approach the microphone and make your
formal comments within a three-minute time period. A yellow card will be displayed
when you have one minute remaining, and a red card will be displayed when the
three-minute time period has expired. A court reporter will be documenting your
comments. Please note that this time will be for collecting comments only, and the
project team will not be responding to questions.
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Open house: visit information tables
Presentation

o Welcome and introductions

o Study description and overview

o Alternatives considered and evaluated

o Results of Environmental Assessment

o How to provide input

Question and response session; formal comment
period

Open house: visit information tables




Linda Ritter

Senior Community Relations Officer,
ADOT

» Key project representatives

o Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
o Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)

Open house: visit information tables
Presentation

o Welcome and introductions

o Study description and overview

o Alternatives considered and evaluated

o Results of Environmental Assessment

o How to provide input

Question and response session; formal comment
period

Open house: visit information tables




* Question and response session Todd Emery, P.E.

o Submit questions using question cards Tucson District Engineer ADOT
]

* Formal comment period
+ Project importance
o Submit speaker cards to speak briefly

_ + Recognition of local government partners
- After the presentation
o Give oral comment to the court reporter

o Speak to project team members at information
stations




« Satisfy National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
requirements

Michael Bertram, P.E.
Consultant Project Manager, HDR

o Environmental documentation

o Decision-making tool

o Obtain public comments on the Draft Environmental
Assessment

» Hearing transcript
- Written comments and questions
* Project team available to answer questions
one-on-one




Milestones

v Public scoping meeting — Nov. 18, 2009

v Government officials briefings — summer 2010
v Property owner briefings — fall 2010

v Public meeting — March 10, 2011

* Public hearing — June 21, 2012

Public
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INITIAL FINAL
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Public Public
Meeting Hearing
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Report

FINAL
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Public Involvement

"12 Summer




ADOT Design and

Right of Way g oConstruction
Program Acquisition
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Public ing
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Further transportation planning objectives
o ADOT’s 1993 General Plan

o Regional Transportation Authority’s (RTA) 2006 voter-
approved Regional Transportation Plan

Meet existing and future (2040) traffic demand
and improve operations

Meet current design standards

Eliminate vehicle-train conflicts at crossroads and
improve emergency response times

» Modal alternatives: commuter rail, bus rapid transit
» Roadway network improvements
o Alternative corridors

o Designs for crossroad grade separation from I-10 and
railroad

o Traffic interchange configurations
« Advanced alternatives
o No Action Alternative

o Preferred Alternative




« Describes impacts of making none of the Proposed improvements

proposed improvements associated with the « Reconstruction of I1-10 and four traffic
build alternative interchanges

* Provides a baseline against which all other - 5 travel lanes (ultimate) in each direction with
alternatives are compared auxiliary lanes (4 lanes for interim)

+ Would not meet the project’s purpose and need - Would meet the project’s purpose and need




Proposed improvements (cont’d)

« Ina, Ruthrauff and Sunset roads: crossroads
over |-10, Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR)

« Sunset Road connection
o ADOT

o Pima County

Proposed improvements (cont’d)
« Orange Grove Road
o Reconstruct main line bridges over crossroad
o Dual right-turn lanes on westbound frontage road

» Reconstruction of I-10 main line bridges over
the Cafiada del Oro Wash and Rillito Creek




Proposed improvements (cont’d)

 Local access changes at Ina and
Ruthrauff roads

+ Sidewalks provided along reconstructed
crossroads

« Drainage improvements (culverts, storm drains)

Rendering of ultimate improvements to I-10 at Ruthrauff Road
interchange looking south toward Tucson

10



Rendering of ultimate improvements to I-10 at Ruthrauff Road
interchange looking north toward Marana

Rendering of ultimate improvements to I-10 westbound exit at
Ruthrauff Road looking north toward Marana

11



« Improvements at Ina and Ruthrauff roads change
access to these roads from local streets and
driveways

» Proposed design will improve circulation with
consideration to:

o Traffic capacity/storage

o Roadway design guidance

o Commercial and emergency vehicle access
o Public and agency input

o Minimizing direct and indirect impacts to properties

East of I-10 at Ina Road

12



West of I-10 at Ina Road

East of I-10 at Ruthrauff Road

13



West of I-10 at EIl Camino Del Cerro

« Existing condition is a tight diamond interchange
with Sunset Road under 1-10; Sunset Road is a dirt
road west of I-10 and does not extend east of I-10

+ In the ultimate configuration, in conjunction with
Pima County’s project, access to Sunset Road
would be provided east and west of I-10 at
reconstructed interchange

14



* Interim configuration, if ADOT proceeds ahead of
Pima County: main line reconstructed and TI/
crossroad closed until additional improvements can
be coordinated with Pima County’s Sunset Road
connection; right-in/out access to Sunset Road west
of I-10 provided from eastbound frontage road

[Reconstruct I-10 main line]

Right-in, right-out access to L
Sunset Road from frontage road,.

existing right-of-way-

X Road segment closed
Proposed road work
——— Union Pacific Railroad
Parcel boundary

— Close
Sunset Road TI
and underpass

15



+ Phase | — Ruthrauff Road Tl (2015-2017)

o Local access improvements

o Reconstruct Tl with UPRR grade separation

o 1-10 widening and striping to 4 lanes in each direction
» Phase Il — Ina Road Tl (2016-2018)

o Local access improvements

o Reconstruct Tl with UPRR grade separation

o |-10 widening to 4 lanes in each direction

o Striping for 3 lanes in each direction

16



» Phase Il — Orange Grove Road and Sunset
Road Tls (2018-2020)

o Reconstruct Orange Grove Road and Sunset
Road Tls

o |-10 widening and striping to 4 lanes in each
direction

o Restripe Phase Il segment for 4 lanes in each
direction

o Initial reconstruction of wash bridges

« Phase IV — Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road
widening (timing to be determined)

o I-10 widening and striping to 5 lanes in each
direction

o Widen wash bridges

17



Christine Donoghue

Consultant Senior
Environmental Planner, HDR

+ National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

 Prepare Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) to
determine whether the project has the potential to
create a significant environmental effect

o

o

Describes existing conditions

Describes the environmental consequences of
alternatives evaluated

Focuses on key issues of concern
Considers both context and intensity of effects

Identifies mitigation to reduce environmental effects

18



» Hold public hearing
« Consider public input

» Prepare Final Environmental Assessment
and Decision Document

o Significant impacts and need for additional study
(EIS)

o Finding of No Significant Impact

Land Use, Social and Economic Considerations
« Approximately 20 acres of new right of way required
« Ownership

o 14 acres private land
o 6 acres public land
+ Locations
o 10 acres — Ina Road vicinity
o 9 acres — Ruthrauff Road vicinity

o 2 acres — Orange Grove and Sunset roads vicinity

19



» Displacements

o 2 residences

o 1 vacant municipal property

o 13 commercial: 6 at Ina Road, 7 at Ruthrauff Road
+ Relocation assistance provided by ADOT

« Compensation under the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies
Act (Uniform Act)

Partial acquisition involves 42 locations/owners

9 municipal properties; the balance are commercial
Effects to properties:

o Frontage amenities: fencing, signs, landscaping

o Direct access to Ina and Ruthrauff roads

o 3 properties involve loss of one or more buildings

o 1 municipal well site

Compensation under Uniform Act

20



« Effects during construction:

o

o

o

TI closure for 15 to 18 months
Increased congestion
Access to businesses maintained

ADOT coordinates with emergency responders
and transit providers during construction

Businesses would be eligible for the RTA's
MainStreet business assistance program

+ Post-construction effects:
o Change or loss in access to crossroads

o Businesses closest to Tls may face retaining walls
and possible reduced visibility

o Overall traffic capacity and operations improved

21



» Post-construction effects (cont’d):

o Vehicle-railroad conflicts eliminated at Ina Road,
Sunset Road and Ruthrauff Road Tls

o May facilitate economic development

o Loss of park-and-ride lot at Ruthrauff
Road Tl

Cultural Resources
« 12 prehistoric archaeological sites

o 9 National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
eligible, 3 undetermined

o Potential for additional prehistoric sites

22



Cultural Resources (cont’d)

« Historic sites, NRHP eligible: Southern Pacific
Railroad and Old State Route 84

+ Adverse effect to archaeological resources and
State Route 84 mitigated through testing and data
recovery as outlined in the Programmatic
Agreement

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Act

» Mike Jacobs Sports Park: de minimis impacts to
features qualified for protection (ball fields)

» Ted Walker Park: avoiding

« Regional Optimization Master Plan (ROMP)
Trail: avoiding

23



Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Act (cont’d)
« Canada del Oro Wash Park/Trail and Rillito Creek
Park/Trail: detour within wash; temporary closure
during certain stages of construction

« Southern Pacific Railroad: de minimis impacts to
features qualified for protection (historic alignment)

Traffic Noise
« Train horns eliminated at Ina and Ruthrauff roads
« 24 |ocations evaluated (multiple properties)
o 9 would experience 1- to 5-dba reduction
o 15 would experience 0- to 6-dba increase

+ 12 locations evaluated for noise barriers; none met
ADOT’s noise abatement criteria

+ Data to be reviewed and updated during final
design, if needed

24



Visual Resources

» Properties adjacent to the crossroads and frontage
roads near the Tls would have full or partial views
of retaining walls instead of road

+ Retaining walls and other Tl features will be more
elevated and may be visible as background views
depending on orientation and proximity

« Architectural and landscape treatments would be
developed during final design

Water Resources

+ Wells likely to be encountered on acquisition
properties (protect or properly abandon)

 Project would comply with provisions of the:
o Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974
o Clean Water Act; Sections 401, 402 and 404

o Arizona Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

25



Title VI, environmental justice

Air quality

Utilities and railroads

Drainage and floodplain

Vegetation and invasive species
Threatened and endangered species
Hazardous materials

Materials sources

Cumulative and secondary impacts

www.azdot.gov/ina2rr

Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W. Wetmore
Road

Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N. Shannon Road

Wheeler Taft Abbett, Sr. Branch Library,
7800 N. Schisler Drive

Town of Marana Operations Center, 5100 W.
Ina Road

ADOT Tucson District Office, 1221 S. Second Ave.

26



Public input tonight and through July 6, 2012

Consideration of comments by ADOT and
FHWA, including all written comments
received during the review period and the
public hearing transcript

Preparation of a Final EA documenting
comments, changes to the EA and the
alternatives

FHWA decision document

« Comments provided by Friday, July 6, 2012,
will be included in the official public hearing
summary

o Speak to court reporter tonight
o Submit comment form tonight
o Mail comments

o Email comments

27



Thank you
for
participating!
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Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Comment Type Name

Marty Weber

Date

8/17/2012 Phone

Weber Group
LC

8/10/2012 Phone Sue Droubie

Pima County
Assessor’s
Office
Commercial
Property
Division
8/9/2012

E-mail Timothy

Fascetta

Enterprise
Leasing
Company of
Phoenix

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

Said his property will be impacted by the
project and would like to speak to someone
about advances property acquisition.

Requested information to access map of the
Ina Road Traffic Interchange and ongoing
information on project.

| attended the public meeting held on June
21st regarding the Ina Road / Interstate 10
Interchange Project. Enterprise Leasing
Company of Phoenix, LLC (DBA: Enterprise
Rent-A-Car) currently leases a building which
is in the proposed “right of way” for the
aforementioned project. It is our
understanding our entire building / site will be
taken for the project. Additionally, from the
meeting, it is my understanding the Ina Road
phase would commence in 2016 and the right
away acquisitions would occur at or just prior
to the commence of said phase. | would
greatly appreciate it if you would let me know
the following: 1. Has a final timetable been
adopted? If so, when will it be made public
information (I know comments were due by 7/6
and then a final FHWA Decision Document
was to be drafted). 2. Is the proposed 2016
date still a good guidance date for us to utilize?
3. When will the actual right away acquisitions
commence? We are attempting plan our long-
term real estate strategy for the Tucson area
and the above information is crucial to us

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

Was provided with Pete Mayne’s contact
information.

Map is available on the project website.
Additional information can be found in the
environmental assessment.

Thank you for your comments on this project.
Your comments or questions if they are
received by August 17, 2012 will be considered
by ADOT and FHWA, and documented and
responded to in the Final Environmental
Assessment, as part of the federal
requirements under the National
Environmental Policy Act. If you have not yet
read the Draft EA, we encourage you to do so
to develop a better understanding of the
project and subjects that may be of interest to
you. The Draft EA is available online on the
study website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.
Information regarding the proposed
construction sequencing and scheduling
begins on page 28 of the Draft EA. Please feel
free to contact me if you have any further
questions or concerns. Your feedback is
appreciated.



Public Involvement Summary
Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name

8/6/2012 E-mail Patricia Alaniz
Circle K

8/2/2012 Comment Form Steve Hopkins
Cool Breeze Air
Solutions LLC

8/2/2012 Phone Steven Nuckolls

Shannon Court

RV Park

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription
formulating an accurate strategy.

Below are some changes to ADOT's proposed
plan outlined in Todd Emery's letter of May 14,
2012. It appears that we can make this work if
the following changes are made: Shift the drive
on Ina Road west 25' to bring it as close to our
store as possible. Add a drive as shown on the
attached exhibit. The drive will align with
Camino De La Cruz. Circle K and ADOT will
exchange properties as shown on the attached
exhibit. The Circle K property is north of the
store and the ADOT parcel will be the land
remaining after the taking of Donut Wheel, the
parts store and auto repair shop. ADOT to
demolish the existing buildings. Donut Wheel,
the parts store and the auto repair being a total
taking and the buildings demolished

| own property at 5141 N. Casa Grande Hwy.
Tucson AZ 85743. | have over 40 plus vehicles
per day coming in and out of my property to
conduct business. The proposed one-lane,
one-way, at-grade roadway will greatly impact
my business. Once the roadway is complete
will the frontage still be one way and if so
where would you access from to get to our
business. My other concern is in regards to
there not being fire protection within 1000 feet.
| believe it would be a benefit to all the
business in this block to have a hydrant
installed. This would be a great opportunity to
have this done during construction.

When will construction start at Ruthrauff Road?
When will it be completed?

Will there be noise abatement?

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

Thank you for your comments on this project.
Your comments or questions if they are
received by August 17, 2012 will be considered
by ADOT and FHWA, and documented and
responded to in the Final Environmental
Assessment, as part of the federal
requirements under the National
Environmental Policy Act. If you have not yet
read the Draft EA, we encourage you to do so
to develop a better understanding of the
project and subjects that may be of interest to
you. The Draft EA is available online on the
study website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.
Information regarding the proposed
construction sequencing and scheduling
begins on page 28 of the Draft EA.



Public Involvement Summary 9/13/2012

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name Comment Transcription Response Transcription

How will flood drainage be assessed? Will it
meet all standards?

He is located near Gilbert Pump and is
wondering how his property will be impacted.
Will ADOT be acquiring any of his property?

Pima County informed him a few years ago
that new mobile homes on his lot will need to
be put on pillars (flood requirements). He said
pillars are very expensive and he has not had
any new clients because of that requirement.
Since then, the UPRR has made
improvements to the area. He's wondering if
the improvements made by the RR and ADOT
will help lift that requirement.

He is very excited about the project. He thinks
it will make things safer and more efficient, as
well as ease traffic.

7/31/2012 Phone Michael Requested information for the evening meeting Meeting was scheduled for 10am. After no
Hennessey concerning Sunset Road. Contact information RSVPs were received, meeting was canceled.
Burris Hennesst for project team requested. Project team contact information given.

& Co

7/31/2012 E-mail Michael My questions concern the Sunset Road traffic
Hennessey intersection. | understand you are thinking
Burris Hennesst about some changes to this intersection. Why?
& Co | can follow your logic that you should wait until

Pima County is ready to proceed with the
bridges and connectors to build your project.
What confuses me is why you will take out
existing ramps and the underpass AT THIS
TIME. Maybe | misunderstood your recent
meeting notice. It seemed to me that your plan
as part of the Ina to Ruthrauff Rd. I-10 project

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study 3



Public Involvement Summary 9/13/2012

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name Comment Transcription Response Transcription

would include the closures. But | do not
understand the engineering need to do
anything at this time. Clearly, Rughtrauff and
Ina may need to be addressed. Why Sunset?
There are many businesses now operating on
both sides of the main line accessible right
in/right out. These businesses use the east
bound off ramp at Sunset and the underpass at
Sunset. For example, a person traveling west
bound on I-10 whose destination was Big Tex
Trailer sales might get off at the Sunset exit, go
under the freeway and then continue on the
eastbound frontage road to the business.
Similarily, a customer of those businesses on
the west bound frontage road who wished to
travel eastbound on 110 would use the
underpass and ramps at Sunset. As you know
the pumps at Orange Grove have been a
problem already this year Why force more
traffic up to that intersection. Why is it
necessary to change anything at Sunset AT
THIS TIME?

7/31/2012 E-mail Michael At the public meeting we spoke briefly about
Hennessey some thoughts | had concering my real estate
Burris Hennesst at this intersection. You suggested that | write
& Co you a letter with some of my thoughts. Please
find it attached.
Thank you for your willingness to listen.
Please know that my co-owner Tim Burris who
was with us at the meeting is also available for
your comments or questions.

ATTACHMENT:

Thank you for your time at the Public Meeting.
We are very interested in ADOT’S design and
schedule for the I-10/El Camino del Cerro
project. The real estate we own or lease is

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study 4



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

located at the exact NW corner of the existing
frontage road and EI Camino del Cerro.

Our parcels are: 10120040D
Ownership in Grant Road Industrial LLC
(currently Jack in Box). 10120038C
Ownership in Parcel 38 LLC (currently Big Tex
Trailer Sales).

10120039A Exclusive Easement from the
State of Arizona (currently Big Tex). Pete, |
believe the two businesses we are involved
with will not survive your project, either during
or after completion of said project.

In the past we have worked with ADOT well
and recognize that you have both obligations
and restrictions governing what actions you
can take. On the previous ADOT project in this
area (widening/building the frontage roads
north of EI Camino del Cerro) we worked with
ADOT to reach win/win solutions for your
engineering designs and our Big Tex tenant.
Another time, on another ADOT project (the
[19/110 interchange) we worked with the local
businesses and all the residences on 34th
Street to get a workable access deal struck. |
think if you check with those involved at that
time that they would agree that our expertise
helped time-wise and cost-wise with the
completion of the projects.

On this new project the access to Jack in the
Box and Big Tex seems really complicated.
One way of understanding our concern was
the comment that “This design takes the
convenience out of convenience store”. The
current design also has some features that
might add unnecessary expense to the project.
| am referring to running a road up the
drainage way. It looks both expensive,
ecologically challenging, and disastrous from a

Response Transcription

9/13/2012



Public Involvement Summary 9/13/2012

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name Comment Transcription Response Transcription

business standpoint. Also, this improvement
would have to be completed before any ramp
work started possibly delaying the other
construction. In addition, while the slope of the
driveway into the Jack in the Box from the
completed raised El Camino del Cerro may be
legal show me a semi that will take that turn for
a burger! And the drivers of the larger trailers
being sold and serviced by Big Tex might
decide to find a more convenient business
access-wise.

As a win/win solution | would like to suggest
that you make our properties a total take. |
believe that solution will result in fewer
arguments from both businesses since they
would immediately begin the process of
relocation and we might have the funds to find
new homes for them. Also, having more right-
of-way at the corner would certainly give you
the ability to use slope rather than retaining
wall on the raised frontage roads which helps
with reduced costs and reduced time. Finally,
getting all of us working together rather than
against each other should be a value to ADOT
in reducing delays and potential legal actions.
Again, thank you for your time at the meeting.
My co-owner and | look forward to working with
you in the future.

7/31/2012 Phone Mike Schiffler ~ He said he reread his invitation and is fine with Sent link to information about the public
the fact that the team did not have the meeting hearing.
Granite Kitchen 1o discuss the Sunset Road T, especially since
and Bath he did not RSVP, and he is not in a hurry to get
a response from the team, but appreciated that
the team will get back with him and address his
questions and concerns.

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study 6



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name
7/30/2012 E-mail Dave Friel
7/27/2012 Phone Danny Dobbs

DMCAY
Properties, LLC

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

9/13/2012

Comment Transcription Response Transcription

To plan into the future for his business, he
would like the team to address the following:

1. What is the timetable for the Sunset Tl
and how sure are we at this point regarding
this timeline?

2. His business, which is retail, can only be
accessed northbound on the frontage road.
Explain how access to his business would
work during construction should the County not
have other roads in place when the Sunset Tl
is constructed.

3. Explain in general how the County is
ultimately planning to put in roadways
connecting to the Sunset Tl and how access
would possibly be enhanced to his property by
this roadway construction. Would there be
some kind of southbound access?

| own a property at 5136 N Casa Grande Hwy Comment noted.
Suite 111 Tucson, AZ 85743. | have over 125

vehicles per day coming in and out to conduct

business. The proposed on lane, one way at

grade roadway will greatly impact my business.

My other concern is in regard to there not

being fire protection within 1000 feet. | believe

it would be a great opportunity to have this

done during construction.

Voice mail left with an updated email address. The business outreach team for this project

Question regarding ingress and egress to has discussed your question about property

property. ingress and egress with the Arizona
Department of Transportation’s technical team.
The team is aware that you have two
entrances along your northern property line
onto Ina Road. As part of the project’s
proposed plan, the western-most driveway
would be eliminated. The possibility exists to
provide an alternative entrance into your site



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name

7/17/2012 USPS

Southwest Gas

Corporation

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Kelly Fleenor

Comment Transcription

The request for comments for I-10 from Ina
Road to Ruthrauff Road has been reviewed by
Southwest Gas Corporation (SWG). SWG has
distribution pipe, transmission pipe, high
pressure steel pipe, distribution and high
pressure valves and regulator stations within
the project limits. SWG anticipates extensive
relocation efforts near the Ina Road Traffic
Interchange. The planning, design and
permitting process will take several years and
will require coordination efforts with the Town
of Marana’s Ina Raod: Sllverbell Road to Star
Commerce Place project. It includes obtaining
easements on private property, Union Pacific
Railroad crossings and possibly Unisource
Energy Corporation property crossing. Due to
seasonal demand, the relocation of
transmission and high pressure pipe, valves
and regulator stations is limited to April through
September. Lead times for high pressure steel

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

from the southern loop road located along your
western property line. Should this alternative
entrance be feasible, the final location and
details would be a component of this project’s
final design effort and would be coordinated
with you and the Town of Marana for
compliance with current site plans, policies,
and standards.

To view your property, please open the
attachment to this email or go to www.azdot.
gov/ina2rr and click on "Meeting Presentation
and Graphics Library" (under "Public Meeting"
and "June 21, 2012"), then click on
"Presentation." Scroll to page12 of 27 of the
PowerPoint titled “Local Access Improvements
(cont'd)/East of I-10 at Ina Road."

Comment noted.



Public Involvement Summary
Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name

7/9/2012 Comment Form Bill Leto
Denny’s
Restaurant

716/2012 E-mail James Raney

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

pipe, fittings, valves and regulator station
components are in the order of 4 to 6 months.
All information is provided for reference use
only. Potholing and Blue Stake are suggested
for best accuracy when locating SWG facilities.
Please be aware that SWG requires a
minimum one-foot separation from distribution
facilities and any proposed structures and two-
foot separation from high pressure facilities.
SWG requests to be included on the
distribution of future submittals and final plans
in order to verify further if SWG facilities will be
in conflict with proposed improvements.

Attatched are my comments. The solution
appears to be to just buy me out because
either way | will be out of business.

ATTACHMENT

Nothing has changed from the first meeting to
this! The freeway construction will put me out
of business. My sales will drop at least 30%
and | will not be able to pay my bills. Acquiring
the property behind me might give me some
cash to help during the construction to pay bills
and survive, but if that back parcel is not taken
and some type of easement is not created | will
go under. My recommendation is you buy my
business and sell it for a profit once
construction is done.

I have lived off EI Camino Del Cerro west of
Silverbell Road since 2005. During the multi-
year reconstruction of I-10 between Prince and
I-19, the Ruthrauff/El Camino Del Cerro
interchange was the first entrance for
eastbound 1-10 traffic on the west end of the

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

Thank you for your comments. The information
will be documented and forwarded to the
ADOT study team.

If you have not yet had a chance to read the
Draft EA, we encourage you to do so, to
develop a better understanding of the project
and issues that may be of interest to you. The
Draft EA is available online on the study
website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any
further questions or concerns. Your feedback
is appreciated.

Thank you for your comment in support of Mr.
Hadland’s letter. Mr. Hadland’s letter and your
comment will be documented and forwarded to
the ADOT study team.

If you have not yet had a chance to read the

construction zone. The considerable additional Draft EA, we encourage you to do so, to



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

traffic volume, along with the numerous train
crossing delays, was a daily burden on those
of us who lived directly west of the
interchange. The only option to avoid the
congestion and long waits at the traffic
interchange was to drive on an often busy two
lane road which is so filled with curves and
sight-robbing elevation changes, that it is
almost a continuous no passing zone for the
approximately eight miles from Ina Road to
Grant Road. Yet, this is the only option you
intend to leave to myself and my neighbors
during the 18+ months you intend to have
Ruthrauff and El Camino Del Cerro Roads
blocked while you rebuild the traffic
interchange at I-10.

This is not (as | was informed at the public
meeting) an insignificant minor inconvenience.
It is @ mostly unnecessary hazardous, mind-
numbing, stress-inducing, life-shortening
burden on the people who live directly west of
traffic interchange you are rebuilding.

There is no argument the interchange needs to
be rebuilt. It is inadequate for the volume on
traffic which uses it today, and will be more so
in the future. Further, as was mentioned at the
public meeting, and has been reported in the
press, Union Pacific intends to double the train
traffic crossing Ruthrauff at I-10 causing even
more congestion and safety issues. However,
the current Phasing and Implementation
schedule presented on June 21, is unsuitable
to the needs of the people who use ElI Camino
Del Cerro to access I-10 and Ruthrauff to drive
east into Tucson.

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

develop a better understanding of the project
and issues that may be of interest to you. The
Draft EA is available online on the study
website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any

further questions or concerns. Your feedback
is appreciated.

10



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

The work at Orange Grove and Sunset should
be completed before the interchanges are
closed at either Ruthrauff/El Camino Del Cerro
or Ina.

If Pima County would complete the planned
connection between Silverbell and River Road,
those of us who live between I-10 and the
Tucson Mountains for several miles north or
south of El Camino Del Cerro, would have a
safe and practical option to use during the long
closure of the Ruthrauff/El Camino Del Cerro
interchange.

Completion of the Orange Grove interchange
would increase the ability of that interchange to
handle the traffic diverted by the closure of the
Ina Road interchange. In fact, if the work
scheduled in your Phase lll is done first, there
is little reason your Phase | and Phase |
projects could not be done at the same time,
immediately afterwards.

Geography has limited the options of people
west of I-10 to travel to other parts of Tucson
or access to I-10. The services needed to
maintain our homes and provide for our
families, and the emergency services which
may be required, already have few options for
access to this area. The mountains block any
access from the west, and the Santa Cruz
River limits the number of crossings to and
from Tucson to the east. And, north and south
is an unsafe drive on a road which is
scheduled for rebuilding. The work on
Silverbell between Grant Road and ElI Camino
Del Cerro is scheduled to be done sometime
during your scheduled Phaze I. That will

Response Transcription

9/13/2012
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Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name

7/6/2012 E-mail

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Paul Sanchez

Comment Transcription

create even more hardship for those forced to
drive through yet another construction zone.

The work of rebuilding I-10 is necessary, and
in the end, will work to the great advantage of
myself and my neighbors. However, by
changing your schedule as suggested above,
the work will can still be completed in a timely
manner, but the NOT insignificant
inconvenience and danger to the people west
of the project area will be lessened
considerably.

Thank you for the opportunity for public
comment.

| was notified of the Public Hearing by mail.

Dear Sirs,

| second Mr. Julian Hadland’s comments (see
attachment) which were faxed to your office
yesterday. Thank you for giving these
comments careful consideration.

ATTACHMENT

Why are ADOT and HDR aggressively
pursuing the alternative that is MOST COSTLY
to the taxpaper, and which will result in an
EYESORE?

Mick Hont's asserted reasons (June 21, 2012)
for NOT constructing a short tunnel under the
Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) were
insubstantial:

1) The HIGH cost of pump maintenance during
[occasional?] flooding;

2) UPRR detours would be necessary.

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

Thank you for your comment in support of Mr.
Hadland’s letter. Mr. Hadland’s letter and your
comment will be documented and forwarded to
the ADOT study team.

If you have not yet had a chance to read the
Draft EA, we encourage you to do so, to
develop a better understanding of the project
and issues that may be of interest to you. The
Draft EA is available online on the study
website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any

further questions or concerns. Your feedback
is appreciated.

12



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

Could ADOT please inform us of the annual
cost to maintain pumps at Orange Grove Rd/I
-10 intersection, since the year 20007

Could ADOT please also inform us of the
projected cost of constructing a short tunnel
under UPRR, compared with the cost of
constructing the proposed bridges over UPRR
and [-107?

Surely advanced modern engineering
techniques enable the construction of a short
tunnel under UPRR without causing major
disruption to the UPRR trains?

CONCLUSION: Surely it is more COST-
EFFICIENT to construct a short tunnel under
UPRR at each intersection, than to erect
twisting “flyover” roads, thirty feet above
UPRR.

Mick Hont’s assertion (June 21, 2012)
regarding Silverbell Rd was inaccurate:

“Silverbell Rd is a vital North-South link”.

It is RARE that a vehicle travels from Cortaro
Farms Rd in Marana to Congress Rd in
Tucson via Silverbell Rd.

Almost all vehicles travel along 1-10 for such a
trip.

Over 90% of the vehicles that use Silverbell
Rd, are owned by residents, their licensees
and invitees, of the Silverbell Rd corridor:

Response Transcription

9/13/2012
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Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name
7/5/2012 Comment Form Julian Hadland

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

Why should these residents, may of whom are
elderly, be subjected to the
INCONVENIENCES and DANGERS of
maneuvering around a CURBED, vegetated
median?

A CURBED, vegetated median will also
increase maintenance costs,... costs which
Mick Hont said (June 21, 2012) he wanted to
minimize.

Surely it is more COST-EFFIECIENT to
improve Silverbell Rd with a CENTRAL
TURNING LANE, and NOT a curbed,
vegetated median.

Please ensure that these two comments, and
the two questions (submitted at the public
hearing on June 21, 2012) on the last page,
are recorded accurately.

ATTACHMENTS

Comments:

Why are ADOT and HDR aggressively
pursuing the alternative that is MOST COSTLY
to the taxpaper, and which will result in an
EYESORE?

Mick Hont’s asserted reasons (June 21, 2012)
for NOT constructing a short tunnel under the
Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) were
insubstantial:

1) The HIGH cost of pump maintenance during
[occasional?] flooding;

2) UPRR detours would be necessary.

Could ADOT please inform us of the annual
cost to maintain pumps at Orange Grove Rd/I

Response Transcription

Comment noted.

9/13/2012
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Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription
-10 intersection, since the year 20007

Could ADOT please also inform us of the
projected cost of constructing a short tunnel
under UPRR, compared with the cost of
constructing the proposed bridges over UPRR
and [-107?

Surely advanced modern engineering
techniques enable the construction of a short
tunnel under UPRR without causing major
disruption to the UPRR trains?

CONCLUSION: Surely it is more COST-
EFFICIENT to construct a short tunnel under
UPRR at each intersection, than to erect
twisting “flyover” roads, thirty feet above
UPRR.

Comments:
Mick Hont’s assertion (June 21, 2012)
regarding Silverbell Rd was inaccurate:

“Silverbell Rd is a vital North-South link”.

It is RARE that a vehicle travels from Cortaro
Farms Rd in Marana to Congress Rd in
Tucson via Silverbell Rd.

Almost all vehicles travel along I-10 for such a
trip.

Over 90% of the vehicles that use Silverbell
Rd, are owned by residents, their licensees
and invitees, of the Silverbell Rd corridor:

Why should these residents, may of whom are
elderly, be subjected to the

Response Transcription

9/13/2012
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Public Involvement Summary 9/13/2012

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name Comment Transcription Response Transcription

INCONVENIENCES and DANGERS of
maneuvering around a CURBED, vegetated
median?

A CURBED, vegetated median will also
increase maintenance costs,... costs which
Mick Hont said (June 21, 2012) he wanted to
minimize.

Surely it is more COST-EFFIECIENT to
improve Silverbell Rd with a CENTRAL
TURNING LANE, and NOT a curbed,
vegetated median.

QUESTION CARD

Question 1: June 21, 2012

My question is regarding: Other Fewer
Complications

Since Orange Grove Road is one of the most
popular vehicle crossing points of the railroad,
why is it not possible, with modern advanced

technology, to construct the Ina and Ruthrauff
crossings similar to Orange Grove

Question 8: June 21, 2012
My question regarding: Environmental

Will it be possible to maximize the widening of |
-10, and prevent the overdevelopment of
Silverbell Rd, which runs parallel to I-10, a few
hundred yards to the west, retains its scenic,
rural, and archeological character,... without a
curbed median that would cause
inconvenience to local residents?

71312012 Phone Judy Green Her and her colleagues were unable to attend Thank you for your call about the Interstate 10:
the June 21st public hearing. Requested Ina Road Traffic Interchange (TI) to Ruthrauff

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study 16



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name

Pepper Viner
Management, I

LLC

6/29/2012 Phone

DMCAY

Properties, LLC

6/29/2012 Phone

6/28/2012 Jennifer

O’Brien

E-mail

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Danny Dobbs

Phil Abromowitz

Comment Transcription
hearing minutes.

Requested written email confirming information
given in 6/29/12 phone conversation.

Requested to be added to project mailing list.
Visited project website but couldn’t view the
maps in the PowerPoint presentation and was
unable to print them. Was interested in the four
aerial photos showing the changes at Ina and
Ruthruaff Tls.

Is an attorney but does not represent any
properties in the area. He has received some
inquiries however, and wanted to have
something clear to refer to in case he receives
additional inquiries.

I am not a politician but I'd like my voice to be
heard on the Prince/Ruthruff/ Widening
Project. | have an interest in this particular
advancement and | am concerned that the
widening between Prince and Ruthruff would
be better solved by constructing an underpass

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

Road Tl Study. As we discussed, the public
hearing summary is not available at this time;
however, | will be happy to send it to you as
soon as it is made available for public viewing.

In the meantime, you are encouraged to visit
the project website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.
The project fact sheet, hearing presentation,
and Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) are
all available via this site. Please let me know if
you have any questions.

Told the team was working on getting
individual images of those maps and that
should be clearer than viewing the PPT. Was
offered to have the maps mailed to his home
within the next two weeks.

Added to project mailing list.

Tl maps were mailed on 7/3/12 to his home
address.

Thank you for your comments. The information
will be documented and forwarded to the
ADOT study team. Comments received by July
6, 2012, will be included in the Final
Environmental Assessment (EA) and
considered by ADOT and FHWA in the

17



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name

6/26/2012 Phone

DMCAY

Properties, LLC

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Danny Dobbs

Comment Transcription

under the railroad tracks rather than an
overpass. | prefer to live in Tucson because |
hate the Interstate "loop-de loops" that
California's Interstate system has developed. |
also decided to settle down in Tucson, rather
than Phoenix, because | despise the cement. |
believe the correct answer to this widening
project is to develop an underpass under the
railroad, which would be more cost efficient
and portray the less intrusive city
characteristics of bigger cities. Similar
underpasses such as at Congress Rd,
Speedway Blvd, Grant, Orange Grove, and
22nd St. are my idea of what I'd like the city of
Tucson to see implemented in this "Area
Project"

Unable to make it to the hearing. Said he
visited the project website and viewed the
hearing documents. He noticed a map that did
not include an entrance/driveway on the west
side of his property. He said he currently has
two entrances off of Ina Road (east and west),
but he will be losing an entrance because of
the project. He previously attended a Property
Owner Briefing where he was told by a project
engineer that they would make him an
entrance off of the west side of his property.

9/13/2012

Response Transcription
decision-making process.

If you have not yet had a chance to read the
Draft EA, we encourage you to do so, to
develop a better understanding of the project
and issues that may be of interest to you. The
Draft EA is available online on the study
website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr and at the
locations listed below until Friday, July 6, 2012.

Draft EA Locations

» Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W.
Wetmore Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

* Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N. Shannon
Road, Tucson, AZ 85741

» Wheeler Taft Abbett, Sr. Branch Library,
7800 N. Schisler Drive, Tucson, AZ 85743
» Town of Marana Operations Center, 5100 W.
Ina Road, Tucson, AZ 85743

*« ADOT, 1221 S. Second Ave., Tucson, AZ
85713

Please feel free to contact me if you have any
further questions or concerns. Your feedback
is appreciated.

Was told comments are welcome at any time,
but comments for the official hearing record
would need to be submitted by July 6. His
concerns would be forwarded to the project
team.

18



Public Involvement Summary
Meeting/

9/13/2012

Date Comment Type Name Comment Transcription Response Transcription
Said he spoke to Elucity about this and was
told he would need to submit his comments by
the 6th, but he wants to get clarification on
whether a driveway will be built before he
submits his comments. Would like someone to
call him.
6/24/2012 E-mail Cheryl Glover  Surely it is more cost efficient to construct an ~ Thank you for your comments. The information
underpass under the railroad at Ina/l-10 and  will be documented and forwarded to the
Ruthrauff/I-10 ? ADOT study team.
If you have not yet had a chance to read the
Similar "underpass" intersections work well at  Draft EA, we encourage you to do so, to
Congress Road, Speedway Blvd, Grant Rd, develop a better understanding of the project
Orange Grove Rd, and 22nd Street. and issues that may be of interest to you. The
Draft EA is available online on the study
If a tunnel of 20 - 30 miles can be constructed website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr.
under the English Channel/ La Mache, an
underpass of a few hundred feet can be Please feel free to contact me if you have any
constructed at Ina and Ruthrauff. further questions or concerns. Your feedback
is appreciated.
The proposed cost would be less than a
'spaghetti junction' intersection.
Since flooding is only occasional, pump
maintenance in the underpass will NOT be a
great expense.
6/21/2012 Comment Form Bonny Bass You are doing a great job. Traffic continues to Comment noted.
move and this long overdue work w/ be
Flowing Wells  appreciated for years to come. We are so
Neighborhood  happy that Sunset will be completed and will
Association and really help disburse traffic off heavily used
Community Orange Grove and Ruthrauff roads. Once
Coalition again thank you for your hard work.
6/21/2012 Comment Form Brad Shattuck  Signage within the project area that directs the Comment noted.

public to Saguaro National Park is
1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study 19
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Date

6/21/2012

6/21/2012

6/21/2012

6/21/2012

Meeting/

Comment Type Name

Comment Form

Comment Form

Comment Form

Comment Form

Saghuaro
National Park

Charles T.
Black

Delores Tellez

Dianna
Swansey

Gary Brostek

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

contradictory. Near the 1-10 and Avra Valley
Rd, one sign says 23 miles to Saguaro West
and one says 16 miles, and they are within a
half mile of one another. Please change the
signs so they accurately depict the distance
consistently. Photos can be provided. Please
include the National Park as this ADOT project
and others like it continue. Saguaro NP
receives over 700,000 annual visits,
constituting a significant economic driver for
the City of Tucson. Signage on the Interstate
plays a critical role in helping direct the public
to the park, and we ask your help in retaining
and improving directional signs to the park as
part of this and other ADOT projects. Info
Please keep the NPS as a cooperating federal
agency.

Very Good - Good Answers to all Questions Comment noted.

1. What impact is there going to be on the Bike Comment noted.

paths at Orange Grove and down the west side
of I-10.

2. What is going to happen the historical pecan
trees just north of Sunset on West side of I-10
3. Will there be better communication between
City, County agencies of construction of the
proposed detours

| suggest planting a thick area of cactus along Comment noted.

all surfaces prone to grafitti including walls and
sign posts.

Thank you for fewer train horns in our area
once the overpass is completed.

Project should include lots & lots of noise Comment noted.

mitigation: walls, trees, shrubs, earthen
mounds or ridges, more trees, more shrubs.

Response Transcription

9/13/2012
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Public Involvement Summary 9/13/2012

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name Comment Transcription Response Transcription
Block noise from pre-existing residential
occupancies.
ADOT executives should first reside in nearby
pre-existing residential neighborhoods before
concluding that noise mitigation is not required.
Point of construction lighting & illumination
AWAY from residential neighborhoods during
construction phase.
6/21/2012 Comment Form Remo DiCenso | suggest that plenty of room be allowed fora  Comment noted.
MD rapid train from Tucson to Phoenix which dould
decrease traffic to some extent.
6/18/2012 USPS Gregor This is in response to your request for
Blackburn comments regarding the Notice of Public
u.s. Hearing on the Interstate 10 Ina Road Traffic
Department of  Interchange (Tl) to Ruthrauff Road TI Study
Homeland project — Draft Environmental Assessment.
Security- FEMA
Region IX Please review the current effective countywide

Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for the
County of Pima (Community Number 040073)
and City of Pima (Community Number
040076), Maps revised June 16, 2011. Please
note that the City of Tucson, Pima County,
Arizona is a participant in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP). The minimum,
basic NFIP floodplain management building
requirements are described in Vol. 44 Code of
Federal Regulations (44 CFR), Sections 59
through 65.

A summary of these NFIP floodplain

management building requirements are as
follows:

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study 21



Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

* All buildings constructed within a riverine
floodplain, (i.e., Flood Zones A, AO, AH, AE,
and A1 through A30 as delineated on the
FIRM), must be elevated so that the lowest
floor is at or above the Base Flood Elevation
level in accordance with the effective Flood
Insurance Rate Map.

« If the area of construction is located within a
Regulatory Floodway as delineated on the
FIRM, any development must not increase
base flood elevation levels. The term
development means any man-made change to
improved or unimproved real estate, including
but not limited to buildings, other structures,
mining, dredging, filling, grading, paving,
excavation or drilling operations, and storage
of equipment or materials. A hydrologic and
hydraulic analysis must be performed prior to
the start of development, and must
demonstrate that the development would not
cause any rise in base flood levels. No rise is
permitted within regulatory floodways.

» Upon completion of any development that
changes existing Special Flood Hazard Areas,
the NFIP directs all participating communities
to submit the appropriate hydrologic and
hydraulic data to FEMA for a FIRM revision. In
accordance with 44 CFR, Section 65.3, as
soon as practicable, but not later than six
months after such data becomes available, a
community shall notify FEMA of the changes
by submitting technical data for a flood map
revision. To obtain copies of FEMA’s Flood
Map Revision Application Packages, please
refer to the FEMA website at http://www.fema.
gov/business/nfip/forms.shtm.

Response Transcription

9/13/2012
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Public Involvement Summary
Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name

06/08/2012 Phone Steve
Schweska

6/7/2012 E-mail Bill Leto

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

Please Note:

Many NFIP participating communities have
adopted floodplain management building
requirements which are more restrictive than
the minimum federal standards described in 44
CFR. Please contact the local community’s
floodplain manager for more information on
local floodplain management building
requirements. The Tucson floodplain manager
can be reached by calling Jim Vogelsberg,
Floodplain Administrator, FDSD, at (520) 837
-492. The Pima County floodplain manager
can be reached by calling Eric Shepp,
Floodplain Manager, at (520) 243-1800.

If you have any questions or concerns, please
do not hesitate to call Patricia Rippe of the
Mitigation staff at (510) 627-7235.

-- Lives near Ruthrauff Road and La Cholla
(residential multi-use area)

-- Supports the project and thinks it's needed
because of the double-tracking

-- Was approached to be bought out by Circle
K (however, they've recently broken off talks -
he thinks because of this project)

-- Wanted to know how far out the
improvements to Ruthrauff Road would be

-- Said he didn't know if he'd attend the hearing
-- Wanted to know if we'd have a map of the
proposed improvements at the hearing

-- Wanted to know what was in the Draft EA
and if there was a map

Can you tell me where | can see what

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

--Maps of the project area would be available
at the public hearing.

-- Shown where to open the Draft EA online
and guided through the details, including
instructions on where to find maps of the
Ruthrauff TI.

-- Improvements to the Tl are funded over the
next 5 years

-- The project timeline hasn't been determined
and will be assessed at/following the hearing
-- The next step is to have the hearing; the
timeline will be determined following the
hearing

-- More information will be posted to the project
website after the hearing.

Thank you for your comments. The information
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Public Involvement Summary
Meeting/

Date Comment Type Name
Denny’s
Restaurant

6/5/2012 Phone William
Sterader

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription
everything will look like?

Requested transportation to the June 21 public
hearing.

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

will be documented and forwarded to the
ADOT study team.

We also encourage you to read the Draft
Environmental Assessment (EA), to develop a
better understanding of the project and issues
that may be of interest to you, and attend the
upcoming public hearing to have your
questions answered and provide comments.
The Draft EA is available online on the study
website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr and at the
locations listed below. The public hearing will
be held on Thursday, June 21, 2012, from 5 to
7:30 p.m. at the Ellie Towne Flowing Wells
Community Center at 1660 W. Ruthrauff Road,
Tucson, AZ 85705.

Draft EA Locations

* Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W.
Wetmore Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

* Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N. Shannon
Road, Tucson, AZ 85741

» Wheeler Taft Abbett, Sr. Branch Library,
7800 N. Schisler Drive, Tucson, AZ 85743
» Town of Marana Operations Center, 5100 W.
Ina Road, Tucson, AZ 85743

« ADOT, 1221 S. Second Ave., Tucson, AZ
85713

Please feel free to contact me if you have any
further questions or concerns. Your feedback
is appreciated.

Voice mail left to inform constituent that ADOT
does not provide transportation to meetings as
part of ADA requirements. Was asked to return
the call to discuss other possible options.
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Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name
06/04/2012 E-mail Dyna Michel
06/04/2012 Phone Kristen

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

Does the document below really say that the
residences north of Ina will not be affected by
construction or traffic noise and do not qualify
for noise abatement?

9/13/2012

Response Transcription

Thank you for your comments. The information
will be documented and forwarded to the
ADOT study team.

We also encourage you to read the Draft
Environmental Assessment (EA), to develop a
better understanding of the project and issues
that may be of interest to you, and attend the
upcoming public hearing to have your
questions answered and provide comments.
The Draft EA is available online on the study
website at www.azdot.gov/ina2rr and at the
locations listed below. The public hearing will
be held on Thursday, June 21, 2012, from 5 to
7:30 p.m. at the Ellie Towne Flowing Wells
Community Center at 1660 W. Ruthrauff Road,
Tucson, AZ 85705.

Draft EA Locations

. Flowing Wells Branch Library, 1730 W.
Wetmore Road, Tucson, AZ 85705

. Nanini Branch Library, 7300 N.
Shannon Road, Tucson, AZ 85741

. Wheeler Taft Abbett, Sr. Branch
Library, 7800 N. Schisler Drive, Tucson, AZ
85743

. Town of Marana Operations Center,
5100 W. Ina Road, Tucson, AZ 85743

. ADOT, 1221 S. Second Ave., Tucson,
AZ 85713

Please feel free to contact me if you have any
further questions or concerns. Your feedback
is appreciated.

Is an agency scoping meeting being planned in There is no separate agency meeting.
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Public Involvement Summary

Meeting/
Date Comment Type Name
Terpening
Arizona Game
and Fish
Department
6/4/2012 Phone Luisa Renteria

1-10 (Ina Road to Ruthrauff Road) Study

Comment Transcription

conjunction with the 1-10: Ina to Ruthrauff
public hearing?

She acknowledged that sometimes such
meetings were announced at the last minute,
and they often provide better information for
her purposes than the general public hearing.
She was just checking.

Does not speak English and lives near the
Interstate 10 and Ruthrauff Road traffic
interchange. She had received a copy of the
invitation postcard to the June 21 public
hearing on the 1-10: Ina Road to Ruthrauff
Road Tl Study. She wanted to know if she was
going to have to move due to the proximity of
her home to the intersection.

9/13/2012

Response Transcription
Agencies are equally welcome at the hearing.

Was told the invitation was a notice about a
hearing to review the Draft EA and gather input
into the design alternatives being considered
on the project. Was told it was very unlikely
she would have to move at this point. It was
suggested she attend the hearing to learn
more about the alternatives and preferred
alternative that would be presented there, if
only to express her opinion and provide
feedback. She said she would be certain to
attend.
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