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Meeting Notes 
 

Subject: North-South Corridor Study Cooperating and Participating Agency Meeting 

Date and time: November 28, 2018  9:30am 

Location: Pinal County Courthouse, 135 N. Pinal Street, Florence, AZ 850132 or via Webex meeting 

Project: North–South Corridor Study 
I-10 to US 60, Pinal County, Arizona 
Federal Aid No. STP-999-A(365)X, ADOT Project No. 999 PN 000 H7454 

Attendees: See sign in sheet (attached) 

Attachments: Agenda; PPT; NSCS Alternatives Map (dated 10/21/2017);  

 

Corrections or updates to this document should be submitted to Michael LaBianca (Michael.LaBianca@hdrinc.com). 

The meeting commenced at approximately 10:00am.  
 
Carlos Lopez, ADOT, welcomed everyone & began self-introductions.  He provided a quick meeting overview, 
and gave a status report on the project. 

Michael LaBianca, HDR, provided background on the North South Corridor Study and quickly reviewed the 
agenda for the meeting. Webex was used to share the PowerPoint presentation with participants calling in to 
the meeting. The following summarizes the major points of discussion.  

Project update. Michael gave an update on the project team activities since last meeting with this group on 
December 14, 2017. He presented the study map and provided a summary of the project status to date. He 
explained that no corridors have changed since the December 2017 meeting. He went on to describe the 
outreach process conducted in late 2017 to solicit input on the new western alternative. 
 
The draft EIS (Environmental Impact Statement) is currently in review with FHWA and ADOT. A Webex meeting 
was held November 26, 2018 with the cooperating agencies to discuss the Administrative Draft document, 
which these agencies will be reviewing as part of their role as a cooperating agency.  

After a review of the Tier 1 EIS evaluation criteria by Michael and Cathy LaFata, HDR, questions were answered. 
The following summarizes the major points of discussion. 
 
Michelle Green, Arizona State Land Department, asked if the criteria evaluated were new. Michael explained 
that the criteria evaluated were developed and reviewed with the cooperating and participating agencies in 
2017; however, at that time some of the evaluation criteria results were not yet available. 
 
Gilbert Lopez, City of Coolidge, asked if information would be updated based on development plans that are in 
place. Michael stated that the information evaluated is based on the adopted plans of the affected jurisdictions. 
The ADOT statewide travel demand model was used to determine traffic projections; the model is based on 
adopted population and employment projections. 
 
Andy Smith, Pinal Regional Transportation Authority, asked about impacts on criteria associated with the traffic 
interchange being reconstructed at SR87 and Interstate 10. Michael explained that level of detail would be 
evaluated at the Tier 2 phase, the Tier 1 DEIS is working at a 1500-foot corridor level. He went on to state the 
study team recognizes the challenges of the changing interchange for an access control facility, however the Draft
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study is not at an engineering level at this time. If the western corridor alternative is selected, then a Tier 2 DEIS 
would address that specific challenge. 
 
Andy Smith asked about coordinated efforts between the North South Corridor Study and State Route 24 (SR24) 
in evaluating travel time to Maricopa County. 
 
Brent Billingsley, Town of Florence, asked how the North-South freeway may affect congestion in Florence – 
when the Town won’t even have an interchange (note: while interchange locations would be determined at the 
Tier 2 phase, using the Pinal County Regionally Significant Routes for Safety and Mobility the Tier 1 DEIS 
identifies potential interchange locations at SR 287 and Hunt Highway in proximity to the Florence downtown 
area). Michael explained that modeling the North-South corridor results in substantial regional traffic impacts 
(compared to the no-build) and that Florence would experience congestion relief as some travelers choose to 
use the North South option instead of traveling through Florence.  
 
Michelle Green asked if there is mapping showing the features that are being avoided? Cathy answered that in 
the development of the project alternatives potential 4f properties were avoided. While cultural resources 
won’t be mapped in the document, parks and trails in the study area would be.  
 
Michelle stated that we have illegal trails all over state trust land, how do you determine what’s legal? Michael 
noted that the trails considered in the document are those that have been planned and adopted by the 
respective jurisdictions.  
 
Janeen Rohovit from Salt River Project asked if our investigation included amendments Pinal County’s 
Comprehensive Plan that incorporated the Superstition Vista Plan. Michael replied that the Superstition Vista 
Plan is a consideration in the document.  
 
Michelle Green (ASLD) commented that the analysis assumes area east of canal is not going to be developed, 
but development of this area is the plan for that area, so biological resources will be impacted anyway.  Michael 
replied that the biological analysis considers the existing environment, however, the land use analysis 
considered plans for the area, including the Superstition Vistas.  
 
With regard to the evaluation, Cathy noted that it is not an additive exercise, the criteria aren’t weighted and 
there is no adding of the criteria to determine a recommended corridor. The DEIS narrative presents the 
information and justification for a preferred corridor through the narrative.  
 
Schedule and Next Steps 
Michael noted that the tentative schedule for the DEIS release to the public and stakeholders is summer 2019. 
Carlos asked Michael to provide could talk about the steps with FHWA and Cooperating agencies and what 
happens from now until June 2019. Michael explained that the cooperating agencies would have approximately 
one month to review and comment on the draft document. Following that, the team will be meeting with these 
entities to resolve comments. The next draft would undergo two legal reviews, after which the document would 
be released and a hearing to solicit input would be scheduled. In the case of North-South, three hearings were 
discussed – in the north (San Tan area); in the center (Florence/Coolidge area), and in the south (Eloy area). 
 
Andy Smith asked if there would be an increase number of public meetings due to interest in the San Tan Valley 
area. Michael noted that there would be a meeting in the San Tan area, which is similar to the approach taken 
with the release of the Alternatives Selection Report (where three meetings were held, including one in San Tan 
Valley. 
 Draft
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Stephanie McDonald with National Parks Service asked about the programmatic agreement and Section 106 
consultations, who would we be in touch with to be included as consulting party?  Katie Rodriguez from ADOT 
answered that the NPS is a consulting party under section 106, and that Stephanie may reach out to either Jill 
Heilman, ADOT, or Rebecca Yedlin with FHWA.  
 
Gilbert Lopez presented information to the group on the Nicola Motors (Tesla) project for a hybrid electric diesel 
truck plant at the southern end of the study area.  Gilbert noted that the plant had considered the Town of 
Buckeye, but the infrastructure couldn’t be put in place soon enough. The billion-dollar investment has regional 
impacts, and one feature that encouraged the choice of location was the North-South freeway. 
 
Carlos summarized the meeting and said the meeting notes and presentation will be sent out. He thanked 
everyone for attending. The meeting was adjourned approximately 11am. 

 

These notes should be considered a reasonably accurate record of the statements made and the discussions that 
took place at the above-referenced meeting. Any required changes or revisions should be forwarded to the 
undersigned for consideration within 5 business days of receipt. Michael LaBianca, HDR Project Manager 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Draft
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North–South Corridor Study Meeting Agenda 
11/14/2018 

Subject: North-South Corridor Study Cooperating and Participating Agency Meeting 

Date and time: November 28, 2018  9:30am 

Location: Pinal County Courthouse: 135 N Pinal Street, Florence, AZ  85132 or via webinar 

Project: North–South Corridor Study 
I-10 to US 60, Pinal County, Arizona 
Federal Aid No. STP-999-A(365)X, ADOT Project No. 999 PN 000 H7454 

See Webex information in calendar invite 

 
1. Introductions/Sign-In sheet/Overview   

 
2. Project update  

a. Project team activities  
b. Public comment period on alternatives  

3. Tier 1 EIS Evaluation criteria. Discussion of findings 
 

4. Project Schedule 

a. Administrative Draft review 
b. Public review and hearings 

5. Recap and next steps 
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North–South Corridor Study

Federal Aid No. STP-999-A(365)X
ADOT Project No. 999 PN 000 H7454

November 28, 2018
Cooperating and Participating Agency Meeting

HDR Engineering, Inc.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
AECOM
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North–South Corridor Study

ADOT Civil Rights Language

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA) and other nondiscrimination laws and authorities, ADOT does not 
discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, age, or disability. 
Persons that require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability 
should contact Laura Douglas at 602.712.7683 or LDouglas@azdot.gov.   Requests 
should be made as early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to 
address the accommodation.

De acuerdo con el Título VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964, la Ley de 
Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA por sus siglas en inglés) y otras normas y 
leyes antidiscriminatorias, el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADOT) no 
discrimina por motivos de raza, color, origen nacional, sexo, edad o discapacidad. 
Las personas que requieran asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma 
o discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto con la Laura Douglas a  602.712.7683 o 
LDouglas@azdot.gov.  Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo más antes posible para 
asegurar que el Estado tenga la oportunidad de hacer los arreglos necesarios.

Draft
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Agenda

• Introductions/Sign-In sheet/Overview  
• Project update 

– Project team activities 
– Public comment period on alternatives 

• Tier 1 EIS Evaluation criteria 
Discussion of findings 

• Project Schedule
– Administrative Draft review
– Public review and hearings

• Recap and next steps

Draft
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Project Update

• Tier 1 EIS Process Outcome – identify a 
preferred Corridor Alternative for the North-
South Corridor Study (NSCS), including:
– Defined corridor between US 60 and I-10 for 

proposed transportation facility
– Extension of SR 24 to the North-South corridor
– Identification of smaller, individual projects for 

future implementation

Federal Register October 3, 2016

Draft
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Project Update

• 1,500-foot corridor alternatives 
– reviewed by Cooperating and Participating 

agencies August 2017
– Public comment review period (complete)

November 14 – December 14, 2017

Draft
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Approach to developing Tier 1 EIS 
Corridor Alternatives
Prepare corridor alternatives

Meet with Tribes for input

Meet with jurisdictional stakeholders for input

Present range of alternatives to Cooperating and 
Participating agencies for comment

Evaluation of alternatives - workshop with 
Cooperating and Participating agencies to provide 
input

Draft
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Tier 1 EIS Corridor Alternatives

• Alternatives for 
consideration in the 
Tier I Draft EIS
(refer to handout)

Draft
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Local Jurisdictions’ Plans

• Based on the adopted general plan (for cities and 
towns) or comprehensive plan (for Pinal County)
– A strong preference  ~  largely consistent with the plan; 
– a mild preference  ~  somewhat consistent with the plan; 
– no reference where the plan is silent; 
– mild opposition  ~  somewhat inconsistent with the plan; 

and 
– strong opposition  ~  largely inconsistent with the plan. 
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• Arizona Army National 
Guard 

• Arizona Game and Fish 
Department

• Arizona State Land 
Department

• Bureau of Land 
Management 

• Bureau of Reclamation
• City of Apache Junction
• City of Coolidge
• City of Eloy

• City of Mesa
• Flood Control District of 

Maricopa County
• Phoenix-Mesa Gateway 

Airport Authority
• Pinal County
• Salt River Project
• Town of Queen Creek
• U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers
• U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency

Cooperating and Participating 
Agency Comment Summary

Draft
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Outreach participants 

Participation method Participation numbers
ADOT e-mail 25
Online mapping tool 
comments 203

Online comment form 74
Telephone comments 0
Written comments 3

Total participation 305

Draft
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Schedule and Next Steps

• Administrative Draft Tier 1 DEIS for Lead 
Agency review (in process)

• Cooperating agency review of Administrative 
Draft Tier 1 EIS  -- December 2018

• Public review of the Draft Tier 1 DEIS 
– June 2019 (tentative)

• Public hearings on the Draft Tier 1 DEIS 
• – June 2019 (tentative)

Draft
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Questions

Draft




