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APPENDIX A

SOCIOECONOMICS/TITLE IV ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE






Appendix A

Socioeconomics Census Tracts — Within the Study Area

Census Tract Characterization, Western Portion (Alternatives 1, 2, and 3)

Demographic Characteristic Census Tract 610.06 Census Tract 611 Maricopa County
Total Population 8,067 3,851 3,072,149
Gender:

Male 52.2% 56% 50%
Female 47.8% 44% 50%
Race and ethnicity:

White alone 80.2% 72.5% 77.4%

Black or African-American 2.2% 14.2% 3.7%

alone

American Indian/Alaska Native 1% 0.6% 1.8%

alone

Asian alone 1.9% 2.8% 2.2%

Some Other Race alone’ 11.7% 5% 12%

Two or More Races alone 3.1% 4.8% 2.9%

Hispanic or Latino 25.6% 13.2% 24.8%
Age 60 years and over 10.6% 0.2% 15.1%
Disabled Individuals? 19.6% 6.8% 17.1%
Individuals below poverty level® 8.2% 7.1% 10.4%
Total40f individuals below poverty 11.1% 5.2% 11.7%
level
Median Household Income $46,210 $35,288 $45,358

SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census 2000
NOTES: ! Includes Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander.

2 Among civilian non-institutionalized persons 16 years of age and over in 1999.
® Among civilian non-institutionalized persons 16 years of age and over in 1999. Percentages may not total

100 due to rounding.

* Includes grand total of individuals with an income in 1999 below poverty level.
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Census Tract Characterization, Central Portion (Alternatives 1 and 2)

Census Census Census Census Census
Demographic Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Maricopa
Characteristic 717 718.02 719.09 927.07 927.08 County
Total Population 3,769 3,570 3,824 6,339 447 3,072,149
Gender:
Male 41% 42% 46% 47.6% 49.7% 50%
Female 59% 58% 54% 52.4% 50.3% 50%
Race and ethnicity:
White alone 97.7% 98% 81.3% 85.9% 79.2% 77.4%
Black or African- 0.7% 0.4% 4.2% 3.1% 1.1% 3.7%
American alone
American 0.1% 0.2% 0.9% 0.4% 0.7% 1.8%
Indian/Alaska Native
alone
Asian alone 0.3% 0.4% 1.9% 1.4% 1.8% 2.2%
Some Other Race 0.4% 0.2% 8.6% 6.8% 0.5% 12%
alone*
Two or More Races 0.7% 0.6% 2.9% 2.2% 1.8% 2.9%
alone
Hispanic or Latino 1.6% 1.2% 17.4% 14% 15.0% 24.8%
Age 60 years and over 86.7% 87.6% 23.9% 19.6% 11.2% 15.1%
Disabled Individuals® 35.6% 36.1% 18.5% 22.4% 9.5% 17.1%
Individuals below 10.4% 5.9% 5.9% 8.7% 7.2% 10.4%
poverty level®
Total of individuals 5.9% 5.9% 7% 11.7% 10.1% 11.7%
below poverty level*
Median Household $28,531 $27.750 $37,893 $47,048 $63,250 $45,358
Income
SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census 2000
NOTES: ! Includes Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander.
2 Among civilian non-institutionalized persons 16 years of age and over in 1999.
® Among civilian non-institutionalized persons 16 years of age and over in 1999. Percentages may not total
100 due to rounding.
* Includes grand total of individuals with an income in 1999 below poverty level.
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Census Tract Characterization, Central Portion (Alternative 3)

Census Tract
Demographic Characteristic 927.06 Maricopa County

Total Population 6,335 3,072,149
Gender:

Male 49.5% 50%

Female 50.5% 50%
Race and ethnicity:

White alone 75% 77.4%

Black or African-American alone 5.3% 3.7%

American Indian/Alaska Native alone 1% 1.8%

Asian alone 2.1% 2.2%

Some Other Race alone* 12.8% 12%

Two or More Races alone 3.8% 2.9%
Hispanic or Latino 25.2% 24.8%
Age 60 years and over 5.8% 15.1%
Disabled Individuals® 12.1% 17.1%
Individuals below poverty level® 2.1% 10.4%
Total of individuals below poverty level* 2.4% 11.7%
Median Household Income $60,840 $45,358

SOURCE:  U.S. Bureau of the Census 2000
NOTES: ! Includes Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander.
2 Among civilian non-institutionalized persons 16 years of age and over in 1999.
® Among civilian non-institutionalized persons 16 years of age and over in 1999. Percentages may not total 100
due to rounding.

* Includes grand total of individuals with an income in 1999 below poverty level.
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Census Tract Characterization, Eastern Portion (Alternatives 1, 2, and 3)

Census Census Census Census Census Census Census Census
Demographic Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Maricopa
Characteristic 719.04 719.06 719.11 923.04 923.05 923.07 923.10 925 County
Total Population 7,275 5,204 2,526 7,399 4,185 5517 3,084 4,258 3,072,149
Gender:
Male 48.7% 49% 50% 48.6% 50% 48.6% 50.0% 49.4% 50%
Female 51.2% 51% 50% 51.4% 50% 51.4% 50.0% 50.6% 50%
Race and ethnicity:
White alone 74.2% 72.7% 81.7% 72.8% 84.3% 81.6% 58.3% 74% 77.4%
Black or African- 3.4% 3.3% 3% 5.3% 3.1% 4.1% 8.0% 2.2% 3.7%
American alone
American Indian/Alaska 1.2% 0.7% 1.2% 2.7% 1.2% 1.8% 2.8% 2.2% 1.8%
Native alone
Asian alone 1.2% 2.7% 2.3% 2.6% 2.1% 3% 1.5% 2.9% 2.2%
Some Other Race alone? 16.7% 16.1% 8.9% 12.5% 6.5% 5.8% 0.5% 16.2% 12%
Two or More Races 2.9% 4.4% 2.8% 4.1% 2.7% 3.6% 3.2% 2.5% 2.9%
alone
Hispanic or Latino 28.6% 30.4% 23.5% 22.2% 15.7% 16.8% 25.8% 52% 24.8%
Age 60 years and over 8.8% 10% 5.6% 18.5% 11.5% 14.6% 6.0% 19.8% 15.1%
Disabled Individuals® 19.0% 22.2% 15.4% 24.9% 16.1% 17.6% 23.8% 20.4% 17.1%
Indivsiduals below poverty 7.5% 6.1% 5.1% 13.2% 7.9% 9.9% 11.5% 14.7% 10.4%
level
Total of individuals below 8.5% 5.8% 5.8% 13.3% 9.1% 8.8% 19.2% 22.2% 11.7%
poverty level*
Median Household Income | $46,943 $44,292 $55,469 $28,711 $48,600 $43,760 $27,237 $29,375 $45,358
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Census Tract Characterization, Eastern Portion (Alternatives 1, 2, and 3) cont.

Census Census Census Census Census Census Census Census Census Census
Demographic Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract Maricopa
Characteristic 926 927.04 927.05 927.09 927.10 927.11 927.12 927.14 928 929 County
Total Population 3,608 120 2,471 3,947 4,389 2,132 3,616 5,195 11,269 3,464 3,072,149
Gender:
Male 53.4% 57.5% 53.6% 49.7% 50.9% 51.5% 50.0% 50.0% 51.7% 53.3% 50%
Female 46.6% 42.5% 46.4% 50.3% 49.1% 48.5% 50.0% 50.0% 48.3% 46.7% 50%
Race and ethnicity:
White alone 68.8% 75.8% 37.0 67.0% 64.7% 51.0% 49.0% 43.1% 44.8% 60.2% 77.4%
Black or African- 3.7% 0% 5.6% 3.1% 5.9% 4.6% 9.0% 9.7% 6.3% 4.5% 3.7%
American alone
American Indian/ 1.7% 2.5% 2.1% 0.5% 1.7% 1.4% 1.4% 1.1% 2.5% 1.7% 1.8%
Alaska Native alone
Asian alone 0.8% 0% 1.9% 2.2% 1.6% 1.2% 2.5% 1.5% 0.4% 0.6% 2.2%
SomelOther Race 21.6% 14.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.3% 0.3% 41.4% 27.9% 12%
alone
Two or More Races 3.4% 7.5% 2.0% 1.1% 1.8% 2.5% 3.3% 2.1% 4.5% 5% 2.9%
alone
Hispanic or Latino 50.7% 82.5% 51.0% 26.1% 24.1% 39.3% 34.4% 42.3% 64.4% 76.7% 24.8%
Age 60 years and over 10% 16.7% 3.5% 4.5% 5.4% 8.6% 4.4% 4.9% 7.2% 11.8% 15.1%
Disabled Individuals® 18.6% 57.1% 28.1% 15.8% 12.8% 16.8% 10.4% 22.2% 19.9% 22.5% 17.1%
Individuals below 28.4% 42.9% 15.7% 1.8% 2.9% 12.1% 7.3% 11.3% 20.0% 27.3% 10.4%
poverty level®
Total of individuals 32.0% 39.7% 32.7% 2.1% 3.5% 26.2% 13.2% 16.0% 31.7% 34.3% 11.7%
below poverty level*
Median Household $27,299 $50,078 $32,083 $57,581 $59,258 $37,390 $51,981 $33,036 $27,708 $25,946 $45,358
Income
SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census 2000
NOTES: ! Includes Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander.
2 Among civilian non-institutionalized persons 16 years of age and over in 1999.
®  Among civilian non-institutionalized persons 16 years of age and over in 1999. Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.
* Includes grand total of individuals with an income in 1999 below poverty level.
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Appendix B

Noise Technical Report and
Additional Information — Within the Study Area

Table B-1
Peak Traffic Hour Noise Levels at Representative Land Use Category B Noise-Sensitive Locations (Receivers)
No. of Peak Hour Noise Levels Lqgp - (dBA)
Dwelling Alternatives 1 and 2 (2030)
FHWA Units
Receiver | Reference | Activity Receiver (Structures) | Existing Alternative 3 | No Build
ID Figure | Category | Description Location Represented |  (2006) Option 1 Option 2 (2030) (2030)
Western Portion— Sarival Avenue to Dysart Road
R1 Figure B-1a B Farmhouse SW corner of 1 45 64 65 n/a 49
Panel 1 Bullard Ave. and
Butler Dr.
R2 B Farmhouse NE corner of 143 1 45 70 71 n/a 49
Ave. and Butler
Dr.
R3 Figure B-1b B Single Family 1 64 Removed Removed n/a 66
Panel 2 Home NE corner of
R4 B Single Family Northern Ave. and 1 63 Removed Removed n/a 65
Home 1347 Ave.
R5 B Single Family 1 62 Removed Removed n/a 65
Home
Central Portion — Dysart Road to 91° Avenue
R6 Figure B-1c B Single Family 5 54 63 64 n/a 61
Panel 3 Home
R7 B Single Family [N of Northern Ave. 3 60 69 70 n/a 61
Home and E of 111" Ave.
R8 B Single Family 3 62 72 72 n/a 63
Home
R9 B Ramada 1 64 76 77 n/a 67
R10 B Single Family [N of Northern Ave. 4 56 68 68 n/a 59
Home between 111" Ave.
R11 B Single Family | and 110™ Ave. 4 56 68 69 nla 59
Home
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No. of Peak Hour Noise Levels Lqg - (dBA)
Dwelling Alternatives 1 and 2 (2030)
FHWA Units
Receiver | Reference | Activity Receiver (Structures) | Existing Alternative 3 | No Build
ID Figure | Category Description Location Represented |  (2006) Option 1 Option 2 (2030) (2030)
R12 Figure B-1c B Single Family [\ of Northern Ave. 4 55 67 68 n/a 58
Panel 3 __Home _ |perween 110" Ave.
R13 B Single Family and 109" Ave. 4 56 67 69 n/a 59
Home
R14 B Single Family 3 58 70 72 n/a 61
Home
R15 B Single Family 4 56 68 69 n/a 59
Home N of Northern Ave.
R16 B Single Family E of 109" Ave. 1 58 69 70 n/a 60
Home
R17 B Single Family 1 60 Removed Removed n/a 63
Home
R18 B Single Family 1 60 70 70 n/a 63
Home
R19 B Sing:'e Family N of Northern 6 63 73 73 n/a 66
__T10Me_ between 111" and
R20 B Single Family 110™ Ave. 6 63 72 74 n/a 66
Home
R21 B Single Family 5 62 71 73 n/a 65
Home
R22 B Single Family [N of Northern Ave. 1 60 69 71 n/a 62
Home between 110" Ave.
and 109" Ave.
R23 B Single Family 1 62 70 72 n/a 64
Home N of Northern Ave.
R24 B Condominium E of 109" Ave. 2 62 70 72 n/a 64
R25 B Condominium 2 62 70 72 n/a 65
R26  |Figure B-1d B Townhouse 2 63 70 69 n/a 63
Panel 4 N of Northern Ave.
R27 B Townhouse _ |between 107" Ave. 2 61 69 70 n/a 62
R28 B Single Family and 106" Ave. 1 63 70 71 n/a 64
Home
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No. of Peak Hour Noise Levels Lqg - (dBA)
Dwelling Alternatives 1 and 2 (2030)
FHWA Units
Receiver | Reference | Activity Receiver (Structures) | Existing Alternative 3 | No Build
ID Figure | Category Description Location Represented |  (2006) Option 1 Option 2 (2030) (2030)
R29  |Figure B-1d B Single Family 5 63 71 72 n/a 64
Panel 4 Home
R30 B Single Family 5 63 72 72 n/a 64
Home
R31 B Single Family [\ of Northern Ave. 4 62 69 70 n/a 63
__Home _ Ipeween 106™ Ave.
R32 B Single Family and 103" Ave. 4 62 67 69 n/a 64
Home
R33 B Single Family 5 63 65 67 n/a 64
Home
R34 B Single Family 3 64 66 67 n/a 66
Home
R35 Figure B-1e B Single Family [S of Northern Ave. 1 64 Removed Removed n/a 66
Panel 5 Home between Loop 101
R36 B Single Family and Peoria 1 64 Removed Removed n/a 67
Home Crossing
R81 |Figure B-1f B Mobile Home SW corner of 6 632 n/a n/a 6473 65
Panel 9 Glendale Ave. and
R82 B Mobile Home 127" Ave. 6 63° n/a n/a 64° 65
R83 B Church SW corner of El 1 60 n/a n/a n/a 61
Mirage Rd. and
Glendale Ave.
R37  |Figure B-1g B Apartment NW corner of 7 60 66 67 n/a 63
Panel 6 Nothern Ave. and
R38 B Apartment 89" Ave. 6 60 67 68 nla 63
R39 B Ramada 1 61 68 70 n/a 64
R40 B Single Family [N of Northern Ave. 14 56 64 65 n/a 58
Home between 89" Ave.
R41 B Single Family | and 87" Ave. 2 61 70 71 nla 64
Home
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No. of Peak Hour Noise Levels Lqg - (dBA)
Dwelling Alternatives 1 and 2 (2030)
FHWA Units
Receiver | Reference | Activity Receiver (Structures) | Existing Alternative 3 | No Build
ID Figure | Category | Description Location Represented |  (2006) Option 1 Option 2 (2030) (2030)
R42  |Figure B-1g B Single Family 1 56 64 66 n/a 58
Panel 6 Home

R43 B Single Family  [g of Northern Ave. 2 58 68 70 n/a 61
Home between 89" Ave.

R44 B Single Family and 871 Ave. 5 58 69 70 n/a 61
Home

R45 B Single Family 4 58 68 69 n/a 60
Home

R46 B Home/Business SE corner of 1 63 73 74 n/a 65

R47 B Home/Business | Nothern Ave. and 1 63 73 74 n/a 66

87" Ave.

R48 B Sing;eol;aemily SW corner of 1 59 67 68 n/a 62

R49 B Single Family | O e 2 1 62 70 70 a 64
Home )

R50 B Single Family [N of Northern Ave. 2 58 66 67 n/a 61
Home E of 85" Ave.

R51 B Single Family 1 60 68 68 n/a 63
Home

R52 B Single Family Sbgt]:/v':grr]tggm :\Yee. 2 60 67 68 n/a 63
Home rd '

R53 B Single Family | 83" Ave. 1 61 69 69 na 65
Home

R54  |Figure B-1h B Home/Business |N of Northern Ave. 1 60 Removed Removed n/a 64

Panel 7 between 83 Ave.
and 81% Ave.

R55 B Single Family [S of Northern Ave. 2 62 70 70 n/a 66
Home between 83 Ave.

R56 B Home/Business | and 81% Ave. 1 62 70 71 n/a 66
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No. of Peak Hour Noise Levels Lqg - (dBA)
Dwelling Alternatives 1 and 2 (2030)
FHWA Units
Receiver | Reference | Activity Receiver (Structures) | Existing Alternative 3 | No Build
ID Figure | Category | Description Location Represented |  (2006) Option 1 Option 2 (2030) (2030)
R57  |Figure B-1h B Single Family 1 61 70 70 n/a 65
Panel 7 Home
R58 B Church 1 62 70 71 n/a 66
R59 B Mobile Home 1 61 70 71 n/a 65
R60 B Mobile Home |S of Northern Ave. 1 68 Removed Removed nla 72
R61 B Single Family | between 81 Ave. 1 62 73 73 n/a 66
Home and 79" Ave.
R62 B Single Family 1 63 Removed Removed n/a 67
Home
R63 B Home/Business 1 63 72 73 n/a 67
R64 B Home/Business 1 63 72 73 n/a 67
R65 B Single Family 1 63 73 73 n/a 67
Home
R66 B Single Family | S of Northern Ave 2 63 Removed Removed n/a 67
Home E of 79" Ave.
R67 B Single Family | N of Northern W 2 62 Removed Removed n/a 67
Home of 77" Ave.
R68 B Single Family 1 60 70 70 n/a 64
Home
R69 B Sing:'e Family S of Northern W of 1 62 Removed Removed n/a 66
ome 77" Ave.
R70 B Home/Business 1 62 72 72 n/a 66
R71 Figure B-1i B Single Family 1 64 Removed Removed n/a 68
Panel 8 Home
R72 B Single Family 2 63 Removed Removed n/a 67
- Home - NW corner of
R73 B Single Family Northern Ave. and 1 62 68 69 n/a 66
Home 751 Ave
R74 B Single Family 2 64 69 70 n/a 69
Home
R75 B Single Family 1 70 Removed Removed n/a 75
Home
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No. of Peak Hour Noise Levels Lqg - (dBA)
Dwelling Alternatives 1 and 2 (2030)
FHWA Units
Receiver | Reference | Activity Receiver (Structures) | Existing Alternative 3 | No Build
ID Figure | Category Description Location Represented |  (2006) Option 1 Option 2 (2030) (2030)
R76 Figure B-1i B Single Family 2 66 Removed Removed n/a 70
Panel 8 Home
R77 B Single Family SW corner of 2 73 Removed Removed n/a 75
Home Northern Ave. W
R78 B Mobile Home and 75" Ave. 1 66 70 70 n/a 69
R79 B Single Family 1 69 72 72 n/a 71
Home
R80 B School S of Northern E of 1 57 66 66 n/a 61
71" Ave
NOTES: Bolded values indicate exceedance of the ADOT NAC.

Underlined values indicate substantial (15 dBA) noise increase.

! One hour equivalent sound level (dBA).

2 Assumes similar traffic volumes as Northern Avenue in the central portion of the study area.

% Estimated future noise levels based on relative proximity of other receivers to alternatives 1 and 2 in the central portion of the study area.
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WESTERN PORTION - NOISE MEASUREMENT LOCATION - ALTERNATIVES 1, 2,
AND 3

Measurement location M3, shown in Figure B-1b, Panel 1, in the Western Segment of the study
area, is located on County land near a farm house at the intersection of Bullard Avenue and
Butler Drive, both dirt roads in this location. The meter was set up at the east edge of Bullard
Avenue about 22 feet north of the approximate Butler Drive centerline. Measurements were
taken at this location just before the noon hour. The average ambient noise level measured at this
monitoring location was 45 dBA without jet landings at the nearby Luke Air Force Base and
typical of the open desert and 67 dBA during jet landings. Although not near an existing major
source of vehicle traffic, this location was chosen because it lies adjacent to the Preferred
Alternative alignment at its western end and it is representative of other noise-sensitive land uses
in the Western Segment.

CENTRAL PORTION - NOISE MEASUREMENT LOCATION - ALTERNATIVES 1
AND 2

Measurement location M2, shown in Figure B-1d, Panel 3, is on the northeast corner of 109™
Avenue and Northern Avenue. The noise meter was set up approximately 108 feet north of the
Northern Avenue westbound edge of pavement. Three measurements were taken at this location
after the morning rush hour. The average ambient noise level measured at this measurement
location was 56 A-weighted decibals (dBA) with free flowing traffic traveling at approximately
45 miles per hour.

Model calculations of existing peak traffic hour noise levels on Northern Avenue range between
54 dBA at R6, representing five single family homes at the northeast corner of Northern Avenue
and 111™ Avenue, and 64 dBA at several other receivers including R35, representing one single
family home on the south side of Northern Avenue west of SR 101L. In general, higher noise
levels are predicted to occur at locations that experience higher traffic volumes during the peak
hour and that are not protected from traffic noise by an existing privacy wall or noise barrier.
Receiver locations are shown in Figures B-1d, B-1e, and B-1f.

Estimates of existing peak traffic hour noise levels on Glendale Avenue range between 60 to

63 dBA at R81 — R83. These receivers represent 12 mobile homes located at the southwest
corner of Glendale Avenue and 127" Avenue and a church located at the southwest corner of
Glendale Avenue and El Mirage Road. Receiver locations are shown in Figure B-1j, Panel 9 for
the central portion of Alternative 3. The estimation of future levels at R81 and R82 is based on
their relative proximity to the central portion of Alternative 3 in comparison to the proximity of
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similar receivers to central portion of alternatives 1 and 2. The comparison was necessary
because the central portion of Alternative 3 has not been designed to the same level as the central
portion of alternatives 1 and 2 at this point in the study.

EASTERN PORTION - NOISE MEASUREMENT LOCATION - ALTERNATIVES 1, 2,
AND 3

Measurement location M1, shown in Figure B-1h, Panel 7, is located at the northwest corner of
79™ Avenue and Northern Avenue. The noise meter was set up approximately 58 feet north of
the existing Northern Avenue westbound edge of pavement. Three measurements were taken at
this location during the morning rush hour. The average ambient noise level measured was

68 dBA with free flowing traffic traveling at approximately 45 mph, which is typical of roadside
measurements for a facility at that operating speed.

Model calculations of existing peak traffic hour noise levels range between 56 dBA at R40,
representing 14 single family homes located between 89" Avenue and 87" Avenue set back
north of Northern Avenue approximately 250 feet in a residential subdivision, and 73 dBA at
several other receivers including R77, representing two single family homes on the southwest
corner of Northern Avenue and 75" Avenue. In general, higher noise levels are predicted to
occur at locations that experience higher traffic volumes during the peak hour and that are not
protected from traffic noise by an existing privacy wall or noise barrier. Receiver locations are
shown in Figures B-1g, B-1h, and B-1i, Panels 6, 7, and 8 for alternatives 1, 2, and 3; and B-1j,
Panel 9 for Alternative 3.
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Appendix C
Cultural Resources Coordination

In January 2007, FHWA and ADOT initiated consultations pursuant to Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation (Table C-1). Subsequently, the list of consulting parties was
expanded, and additional consultations were conducted in developing the programmatic
agreement. The final programmatic agreement was distributed for signatures in December 2008
and, to date, FHWA, ADOT, and the State Historic Preservation Office have signed the
agreement. Consultations regarding National Register eligibility of recorded archaeological and
historical resources and project effects are ongoing in accordance with the programmatic
agreement. Copies of agency and tribal consultation responses and the final programmatic
agreement are included in this appendix.

Table C-1
Summary of Federal Highway Administration and Arizona Department of Transportation
Section 106 Consultations

Draft Programmatic Final Programmatic
Initial Letter? Agreement Agreement?
1 | State Historic Preservation Office 25 January 2007° 30 May 2007° 16 December 2008"
2 | Maricopa County Department of Transportation | 25 January 2007° 30 May 2007" 16 December 2008
3 | Flood Control District of Maricopa County 25 January 2007 30 May 2007" 16 December 2008
4 | City of Glendale 25 January 2007° | 30 May 2007’ 16 December 2008
5 | City of Peoria 25 January 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
6 | Ak-Chin Indian Community 25 January 2007 30 May 2007' 16 December 2008
7 | Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation 25 January 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
8 | Gila River Indian Community 25 January 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
9 | Hopi Tribe 25 January 2007° 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
10 | Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 25 January 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
11 | San Carlos Apache Tribe 25 January 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
12 | Tohono O’odham Nation 25 January 2007° 30 May 2007" 16 December 2008
13 | Yavapai-Apache Nation 25 January 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
14 | Luke Air Force Base 16 April 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
15 | City of El Mirage 18 April 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
16 | U.S. Army Corps of Engineers May 2007 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
17 | Arizona State Museum 30 May 2007° 30 May 2007 16 December 2008
18 | Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 19 June 2007°
19 | Bureau of Reclamation 16 December 2008 16 December 2008
20 | Salt River Project 16 December 2008 16 December 2008

SOURCE: Arizona Department of Transportation files

NOTES: ® The initial letter provided information about the project and a copy of a records and literature review, and
recommended that a programmatic agreement be prepared pursuant to Section 106.

Responded and concurred with the adequacy of the records and literature review and the plan to prepare a
programmatic agreement.

Responded and concurred with the adequacy of the records and literature review and draft programmatic agreement.
Responded on 8 August 2007, indicating that the Council would not participate in the programmatic agreement.
Provided comments on draft programmatic agreement

Concurred with draft programmatic agreement.

The final programmatic agreement, signed by the Federal Highway Administration and Arizona Department of
Transportation, was forwarded to the consulting parties for signature.

Signed the programmatic agreement.

b
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Draft Environmental Assessment
Northern Parkway

c-1 July 2009
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Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L
Initial Section 106 Consultation

ARIZONA DEPT, O
INTERMODAL TRANspog pyrer HOV

Dr. David Jacobs, Compliance Specialist ENVIRONMENTAL & ENg/fNTCr}iugr‘? oRoON
State Historic Preservation Office | TGROUP
Arizona State Parks FEB 06 2007

1300 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Dear Dr. Jacobs:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for 12.5 miles from
State Route (SR) 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. This project occurs on
lands under the jurisdiction of the City of Glendale, the City of Peoria, the Town of El Mirage, and
unincorporated Maricopa County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is considered an
undertaking subject to Section 106 review. Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT,
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), City of Glendale, City of Peoria, Maricopa County
Department of Transportation (MCDOT), Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC), Hopi
Tribe, Gila River Indian Community, Ak-Chin Indian Community, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, Tohono O’odham Nation, Yavapai-Apache Nation, San Carlos Apache Tribe, and Fort

McDowell Yavapai Nation.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a “super street” type of roadway with
grade-separated intersections at major cross streets to eliminate traffic signals on the parkway and
provide a higher-speed, higher-capacity, east-west route in the central portion of the west valley where
no freeways are planned. Traffic signals would be installed on the planned parkway at minor or
collector streets at approximately 1-mile intervals. Free-flow traffic connections are planned at

freeways.

In conjunction with the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), five alternate routes (the Northern Alignment, Alternatives A, B,
and C, and the Southern Alignment) within the selecfed corridor are being evaluated. Four of these
alternatives were developed to consider options for avoiding conflicts with the ongoing operations of
Luke Air Force Base. The fifth alternative (Southern Alignment) would curve south to Glendale
Avenue to avoid residential areas along Northern Avenue between 103" Avenue and 112" Avenue.
Because a final design will not be completed until an alternative has been selected, the area of potential
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effects (APE), for impacts which could potentially affect historic properties, is presently defined as
including the parcels of property adjacent to the proposed alternative routes.

URS Ceorporation (URS) recently completed a records and literature review to support the initial stage
of evaluating the five alternative routes from a cultural resource perspective. The survey results are
reported in “Cultural Resource Records and Literature Review for the Proposed Northern Parkway”
(Erickson and Rogge 2006). The report is enclosed for your review and comment. The records and
literature review summarizes the archaeological and historic resources that have been recorded within
the APE for each of the proposed alignments; however, the extent of potential adverse effects does not
differ substantially among the alternatives being considered. Previously recorded cultural resources

located during the literature review are listed in the following table:

Site Name/Number Site Description Location/Vicinity Cultural
. Affiliation
US Highway 60/89 Part of the Historic Northern Alignment; | 20" century
(Grand Avenue) State Highway eastern segment Euroamerican
AZ I:3:10 (ASM) System
AZ V:2:101 (ASM)
Santa Fe, Prescott, and | Railroad Northern Alignment; Euroamerican
Phoenix Railroad eastern segment (1895)
AZ N:3:32 (ASM)
Beardsley, El Mirage Railroad Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
spur lines of Atchison, western segment (circa 1941)
Topeka & Santa Fe
Railway
AZT:7:12 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
structures, bones
AZ T:7:13 (ASM) Hohokam lithic Northern Alignment; | Hohokam;
scatter, pottery . middle segment Euroamerican
sherds, possible
houses/canals;
historical canals
Quass Pueblo Village site Northern Alignment; | Colonial period
AZ T:7:25 (ASM) middle segment Hohokam
AZT:7:33 (ASU) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
village site
AZ T:8:147 (ASM) Concrete foundation, | Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
artifact scatter eastern segment (post 1940’s)
AZ T:7:174 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
buried pit houses
Price Quesenberry Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
House Anne Cottage-style éastern segment (1919
MPAEXP-10224 residence
Ray Weigold House Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; Euroamerican
MPAEXP-10227 Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
residence
William Weigold Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican






House Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
MPAEXP-10228 residence

Triple R Sales Industrial-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-9443 cotton gin warehouse | eastern segment (date unknown)
William J. Schrantz Vernacular/Colonial | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House Revival-style eastern segment (circa 1900)
MPAEXP-10220 residence

C. Turner Rushing Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment (1912-1923)

MPAEXP-10221

Charles H. Gilbert

Bungalow-style

Northern Alignment;

Euroamerican,

House residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10222
J. Lynn Gilbert House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10223 residence castern segment (1922)
H.G. Behrman House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10225 residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
Charles W. Hircock Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
House , residence eastern segment (1920)
MPAEXP-10226 ,
House at 7148 N. 61* | Bungalow/Minimal Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Avenue Traditional-style eastern segment (1930-1937)
MPAEXP-10230 residence
House at 6145 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
MPAEXP-10231
House at 6116 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10232
AZ T:7:197 (ASM) Historic trash dump | Southern Alignment; | 20" century
middle segment Euroamerican
AZ T:7:198 (ASM) Home site/artifact | Southern Alignment; | 20" century
scatter middle segment Euroamerican

URS is currently developing an historic buildings/district assessment report that will address, in more
detail, the eligibility status of historic properties in each of the five proposed alternatives. This report
will supplement the records and literature review, and act as a tool by FHWA for determining Section
4(f) applicability. In addition, the historic building assessment report will be used to identify measures
to avoid or minimize harm to historic properties.

The project proponents anticipate completing construction of the western and central segments of the
project in 2013. The historic period for that part of the project is defined as 1963 and earlier (which
would include properties that meet the 50-year-old criterion for the NRHP at the time of project
completion). The eastern part of the project is not scheduled for completion until 2025. The historic
period for that part of the project is defined as 1975 ang earlier. Therefore, these are the dates being
used in the evaluation of structures and buildings within the project area. Arizona Historic Building
Inventory forms will be completed for all historic-age properties in order to determine their NRHP

eligibility.





The records and literature review indicates that it is unlikely that the project would be able to avoid
all historic properties. Therefore, FHWA recommends that a Programmatic Agreement (PA) be
developed to address procedures for continuing inventory and effect determination, and to develop
measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects that may result from the project.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the report
adequate and agree with FHWA’s recommendation for the development of a PA, please indicate your
concurrence by signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact
Maggie Bowler at (602) 712-8636 or email mbowler@azdot.gov.

Sincerely yours,

STl

g Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

® W /f\@u%} 2 EBa7

Signature for STO Concurrence Date

Enclosure
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2901 West Durango Street ’ : :,
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Dear Mr. Kenny:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for 12.5 miles from
State Route (SR) 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. This project occurs on
lands under the jurisdiction of the City of Glendale, the City of Peoria, the Town of El Mirage, and
unincorporated Maricopa County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is considered an
undertaking subject to Section 106 review. Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT,
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), City of Glendale, City of Peoria, Maricopa County
Department of Transportation (MCDOT), Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC), Hopi
Tribe, Gila River Indian Community, Ak-Chin Indian Community, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, Tohono O’odham Nation, Yavapai-Apache Nation, San Carlos Apache Tribe, and Fort
McDowell Yavapai Nation.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a “super street” type of roadway with
grade-separated intersections at major cross streets to eliminate traffic signals on the parkway and
provide a higher-speed, higher-capacity, east-west route in the central portion of the west valley where
no freeways are planned. Traffic signals would-be installed on the planned parkway at minor or
collector streets at approximately 1-mile intervals. Fr ee-flow traffic connections are planned at

freeways.

In conjunction with the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), five alternate routes (the Northern Alignment, Alternatives A, B,
and C, and the Southern Alignment) within the selected corridor are being evaluated. Four of these
alternatives were developed to consider options for avoiding conflicts with the ongoing operations of
Luke Air Force Base. The fifth alternative (Southern Alignment) would curve south to Glendale
Avenue to avoid residential areas along Northern Avenue between 103™ Avenue and 112" Avenue.
Because a final design will not be completed until an alternative has been selected, the area of potential

[ . ARIZONA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION B KI-E upP
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effects (APE), for impacts which could potentially affect historic properties, is presently defined as
~ including the parcels of property adjacent to the proposed alternative routes.

URS Corporation (URS) recently completed a records and literature review to support the initial stage
of evaluating the five alternative routes from a cultural resource perspective. The survey results are
reported in “Cultural Resource Records and Literature Review for the Proposed Northern Parkway”
(Erickson and Rogge 2006). The report is enclosed for your review and comment. The records and
literature review summarizes the archaeological and historic resources that have been recorded within

“the APE for each of the proposed alignments; however, the extent of potential adverse effects does not
differ substantially among the alternatives being considered. Previously recorded cultural resources
located during the literature review are listed in the following table: '

Site Name/Number Site Description Location/Vicinity Cultural
: ‘ B Affiliation
US Highway 60/89 Part of the Historic Northern Alignment; | 20™ century
(Grand Avenue) State Highway eastern segment Euroamerican
AZ T1:3:10 (ASM) System
AZV:2:101 (ASM) :
Santa Fe, Prescott, and -| Railroad Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
Phoenix Railroad ' eastern segment (1895)
AZ N:3:32 (ASM)
Beardsley, El Mirage Railroad Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
spur lines of Atchison, || western segment (circa 1941)
Topeka & Santa Fe -
Railway
AZT:7:12 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment :
structures, bones
AZ T:7:13 (ASM) Hohokam lithic Northern Alignment; | Hohokam;
scatter, pottery middle segment Euroamerican
sherds, possible
houses/canals;
.| historical canals
Quass Pueblo Village site Northern Alignment; | Colonial period
AZ T:7:25 (ASM) ' middle segment Hohokam
AZ T:7:33 (ASU) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment '
village site '
AZ T:8:147 (ASM) Concrete foundation, | Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
: artifact scatter eastern segment (post 1940%s)
AZ T:7:174 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
' sherds, possible’ middle segment
buried pit houses
Price Quesenberry Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
House Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1919)
MPAEXP-10224 residence '
Ray Weigold House Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
MPAEXP-10227 Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
residence
William Weigold Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican






House Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
MPAEXP-10228 residence ’
Triple R Sales Industrial-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-9443 cotton gin warehouse | eastern segment (date unknown)
| William J. Schrantz Vernacular/Colonial | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House , Revival-style eastern segment (circa 1900)
MPAEXP-10220 residence ‘
C. Turner Rushing Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House : residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10221 ' -
Charles H. Gilbert Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House residence - eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10222 '
J. Lynn Gilbert House | Bungalow-style Northemn Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10223 residence eastern segment . 1 (1922)
H.G. Behrman House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10225 residence eastern segment - (1924-1930)
Charles W. Hircock Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; .| Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment (1920)
MPAEXP-10226
House at 7148 N. 61" | Bungalow/Minimal | Northern Alignment; - | Euroamerican,
Avenue Traditional-style eastern segment (1930-1937)
MPAEXP-10230 residence
House at 6145 W. Bungalow-style Northem Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
MPAEXP-10231
House at 6116 W. Bungalow-style Northem Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10232 ; :
AZ 'T:7:197 (ASM) Historic trash dump Southern Alignment; | 20" century
middle segment Euroamerican
AZ T:7:198 (ASM) Home site/artifact Southern-Alignment; | 20" century
scatter middle segment Euroamerican

- URS is currently developing an historic buildings/district assessment report that will address, in more
detail, the eligibility status of historic properties in each of the five proposed alternatives. This report
will supplement the records and literature review, and act as a tool by FHWA for determining Section
4(f) applicability. In addition, the historic building assessment report will be used to identify measures
to avoid or minimize harm to historic properties.

The project proponents anticipate completing construction of the western and central segments of the
project in 2013. The historic period for that part of the project is defined as 1963 and earlier (which
would include properties that meet the 50-year-old criterion for the NRHP at the time of project
completion). The eastern part of the project is not scheduled for completion until 2025. The historic
period for that part of the project is defined as 1975 and earlier. Therefore, these are the dates being
used in the evaluation of structures and buildings within the project area. Arizona Historic Building
Inventory forms will be completed for all historic-age properties in order to determine their NRHP
eligibility. ' '





The records and literature review indicates that it is unlikely that the project would be able to avoid
~ all historic properties. Therefore, FHWA recommends that a Pro grammatic Agreement (PA) be

developed to address procedures for continuing inventory and effect determination, and to develop '
measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects that may result from the project.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the report
adequate and agree with FHWA’s recommendation for the development of a PA, please indicate your
concurrence by signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact

* Maggie Bowler at (602) 712-8636 or email mbowler@azdot.gov

Sincerely yours, :
Dﬂ/é |
Robert E. Hollis

Division Administrator

S1gnature for MCDOT Conculrence o Date.

Enclosure U\VQ V)
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(1 : 400 East Van Buren Street
~ One Arizona Center Suite 410
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US.Department
of Transportation
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Adminisfration

In Reply Refer To: HOP-AZ
STP-MMA-0(034)A

TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C -
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L

Initial Section 106 Consultation

ARIZONA DEPT, OF TRAN . ] |
N SPORTAT,
‘ | | .!Ngﬁ\ﬁr&gqﬁ;ﬁAggPORTATmN DIITIISION o
o NHANC w7
Mr. Ron Short, Deputy Planning Director ;o

. '

City of Glendale : MAR 0 9 2007 ™
5850 West Glendale Ave. . . =
Glendale, Arizona 85301 o ' W
r

<

Dear Mr. Short:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for 12.5 miles from
State Route (SR) 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. This project occurs on
lands under the jurisdiction of the City of Glendale, the City of Peoria, the Town of El Mirage, and
unincorporated Maricopa County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is considered an
undertaking subject to Section 106 review. Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT,
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), City of Glendale, City of Peoria, Maricopa County
Department of Transportation (MCDOT), Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC), Hopi
Tribe, Gila River Indian Community, Ak-Chin Indian Community, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, Tohono O’odham Natien, Yavapai-Apache Nation, San Carlos Apache Tribe, and Fort

McDowell Yavapai Nation.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a “super street” type of roadway with
grade-separated intersections at major cross streets to eliminate traffic signals on the parkway and
provide a higher-speed, higher-capacity, east-west route in the central portion of the west valley where
no freeways are planned. Traffic signals would be installed on the planned parkway at minor or
collector streets at approximately 1-mile intervals. Free-flow traffic connections are planned at

freeways. :

In conjunction with the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), five alternate routes (the Northern Alignment, Alternatives A, B,
and C, and the Southern Alignment) within the selected corridor are being evaluated. Four of these
alternatives were developed to consider options for avoiding conflicts with the ongoing operations of
Luke Air Force Base. The fifth alternative (Southern Alignment) would curve south to Glendale
Avenue to avoid residential areas along Northern Avenue between 103™ Avenue and 112" Avenue.
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Because a final design will not be completed until an alternative has been selected, the area of
potential effects (APE), for impacts which could potentially affect historic properties, is presently
defined as including the parcels of property adjacent to the proposed alternative routes.

URS Corporation (URS) recently completed a records and literature review to support the initial stage
of evaluating the five alternative routes from a cultural resource perspective. The survey results are
reported in “Cultural Resource Records and Literature Review for the Proposed Northern Parkway”
(Erickson and Rogge 2006). The report is enclosed for your review and comment. The records and
literature review summarizes the archaeological and historic resources that have been recorded within
the APE for each of the proposed alignments; however, the extent of potential adverse effects does not
differ substantially among the alternatives being considered. Previously recorded cultural resources

located during the literature review are listed in the following table:

Site Name/Number Site Description * Location/Vicinity Cultural
Affiliation
| US Highway 60/89 Part of the Historic Northern Alignment; | 20% century
(Grand Avenue) State Highway eastern segment Euroamerican
AZ1:3:10 (ASM) System '
AZ V:2:101 (ASM) : .
Santa Fe, Prescott, and | Railroad Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
Phoenix Railroad eastern segment (1895)
AZ N:3:32 (ASM)
Beardsley, El Mirage Railroad Northern Alignment; | Buroamerican
spur lines of Atchison, western segment (circa 1941)
Topeka & Santa Fe
‘Railway :
AZ T:7:12 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
. structures, bones
AZ T:7:13 (ASM) Hohokam lithic Northern Alignment; | Hohokam;
scatter, pottery middle segment Euroamerican
sherds, possible '
houses/canals;
historical canals
Quass Pueblo Village site Northern Alignment; | Colonial period
1 AZ T:7:25 (ASM) middle segment Hohokam
AZ T:7:33 (ASU) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
village site
AZ T:8:147 (ASM) Concrete foundation, | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
" -{ artifact scatter eastern segment (post 1940’s)
AZ T:7:174 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
buried pit houses
Price Quesenberry Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
House Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1919)
MPAEXP-10224 residence
Ray Weigold House Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
MPAEXP-10227 Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
residence






MPAEXP-10232

William Weigold Vernacular/Queen | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
House ' Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
MPAEXP-10228 residence _
Triple R Sales Industrial-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-9443 cotton gin warehouse | eastern segment (date unknown)
William J. Schrantz Vernacular/Colonial | Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
House Revival-style eastern segment (circa 1900) .
| MPAEXP-10220 residence
C. Turner Rushing Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10221 : .
Charles H. Gilbert Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10222 : '
J. Lynn Gilbert House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment;. | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10223 residence eastern segment (1922)
H.G. Behrman House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10225 residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
Charles W. Hircock Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment (1920) .
MPAEXP-10226 o
House at 7148 N. 61" | Bungalow/Minimal | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Avenue Traditional-style eastern segment (1930-1937)
MPAEXP-10230 residence
House at 6145 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; = | Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
MPAEXP-10231
House at 6116 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1912-1923)

AZ T:7:197 (ASM) Historic trash dump Southern Alignment; | 20" century
: middle segment EBuroamerican

AZ T:7:198 (ASM) Home site/artifact Southern Alignment; | 20" century
scatter . middle segment Euroamerican

URS is currently developing an historic buildings/district assessment report that will address, in more
detail, the eligibility status of historic properties in each of the five proposed alternatives. This report
will supplement the records and literature review, and act as a tool by FHWA for determining Section
4(f) applicability. In addition, the historic building assessment report will be used to identify measures
to avoid or minimize harm to historic properties.

The project proponents anticipate completing construction of the western and central segments of the
project in 2013. The historic period for that part of the project is defined as 1963 and earlier (which
would include properties that meet the 50-year-old criterion for the NRHP at the time of project
completion). The eastern part of the project is not scheduled for completion until 2025. The historic
period for that part of the project is defined as 1975 and earlier. Therefore, these are the dates being
used in the evaluation of structures and buildings within the project area. Arizona Historic Building
Inventory forms will be completed for all historic-age properties in order to determine their NRHP
eligibility.





The records and literature review indicates that it is unlikely that the project would be able to avoid
all historic properties. Therefore, FHWA recommends that a Programmatic Agreement (PA) be
developed to address procedures for continuing inventory and effect determination, and to develop
measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects that may result from the project.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the report
adequate and agree with FHWA’s recommendation for the development of a PA, please indicate your
concurrence by signing below. If you have -any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact
Maggie Bowler at (602) 712-8636 or email mbowler@azdot.gov. -

Sincerely yours,

Mbﬁ;

( ‘Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

s 7 o2 /58/07

Signature for Cify of Glemlt4lé Concnrrence . Date

Enclosure
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Arizona Division

400 East Van Buren Street
One Arizona Center Suite 410
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-0674

January 25, 2007

.In Reply Refer To: HOP-A
STP-MMA-0(034)A

TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA 88593 01C
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 3031

Initial Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Leigh Kuwanwisiwma
Cultural Preservation Office
Hopi Tribe

P.O.Box 123

Kykotsmovi, Arizona 86039

Dear Mr. Kuwanwisiwma:

The Federal Highway Admnnstranon (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for 12.5 miles from
State Route (SR) 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. This project occurs on
lands under the jurisdiction of the City of Glendale, the City of Peoria, the Town of El Mirage, and

-unincorporated Maricopa County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is considered an

undertaking subject to Section 106 review. Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), City of Glendale, City of Peoria, Maricopa County
Department of Transportation (MCDOT), Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC), Hopi
Tribe, Gila River Indian Community, Ak-Chin Indian Community, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, Tohono Q’odham Nation, Yavapai-Apache Nation, San Carlos Apache Tribe, and Fort

McDowell Yavapai Nation.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a “super street” type of roadway with
grade-separated intersections at major cross streets to eliminate traffic signals on the parkway and
provide a higher-speed, higher-capacity, east-west route in the central portion of the west valley where
no freeways are planned. Traffic signals would be installed on the planned parkway at minor or
collector streets at approximately 1-mile intervals. Free-flow traffic connections are planned at

freeways.

In conjunction with the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), five alternate routes (the Northern Alignment, Alternatives A, B,
and C, and the Southern Alignment) within the selected corridor are being evaluated. Four of these
alternatives were developed to consider options for avoiding conflicts with the ongoing operations of
Luke Air Force Base. The fifth alternative (Southern Alignment) would curve south to Glendale
Avenue to avoid residential areas along Northern Avenue between 103" 4 Avenue and 112® Avenue.
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From:

02/056/2007 11:24

Because a final design will not be completed until an alternative has been selected, the area of

potential effects (APE), for impacts which could potentially affect historic properties, is presently

defined as including the parcels of property adjacent to the proposed alternative routes.

URS Corporation (URS) recently completed a records and literature review to support the initial stage
of evaluating the five alternative routes from a cultural resource perspective. The survey results are
reported in “Cultural Resource Records and Literature Review for the Proposed Northern Parkway”
(Erickson and Rogge 2006). The report is enclosed for your review and comment. The records and
literature review summarizes the archaeological and historic resources that have been recorded within
the APE for each of the proposed alignments; however; the extent of potential adverse effects does not
differ substantially among the alternatives being considered. Previously recorded cultural resources

located during the literature review are listed in the following table:

Site Name/Number Site Description Location/Vicinity Cultural
: v Affiliation
US Highway 60/89 Part of the Historic Notthern Alignment; | 20® century
(Grand Avenue) State Highway eastern segment EBuroarnericdn
AZ 1:3:10 (ASM) System
AZ V:2:101 (ASM) .
Santa Fe, Prescott, and | Railroad Northern Alignment; | Burcamerican
Phoenix Railroad | eastern segment (1895)
AZ N:3:32 (ASM) .
Beardsley, El Miragé | Railroad Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
spur lines of Atchison, western segment (circa 1941)
Topeka & Santa Fe
Railway . :
— | AZT:7:12 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
structures, bones .
- AZ T:7:13 (ASM) Hohokam lithic ‘Northem Aligriment; Hohokam;
: scatter, pottery middle segment Euroamerican
sherds, possible
houses/canals;
. . historical canals
— | Quass Pueblo Village site Northern Alignment; | Colonial period
AZ T:7:25 (ASM) middle segment Hohokam
— | AZT:7:33 (ASU) Lathic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hobokam
sherds, possible middle segment
_ : village site
AZ T:8:147 (ASM) Concrete foundation, | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
artifact scatter eastern segment (post 1940’s)
e | AZT:7:174 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
) buried pit houses
Price Quesenberry Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
House Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1919)
MPAEXP-10224 residence
Ray Weigold House Vermnacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
MPAEXP-10227 Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
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02/06/2007 11:24

William Weigold Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
House | Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
MPAEXP-10228 residence
Triple R Sales Industrial-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-9443 cotton gin warehouse | eastemn segment {(date unknown)
William J. Schrantz Vernacular/Colonial | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House Revival-style eastern segment (circa 1900)
MPAEXP-10220 residence _ ‘ ‘ .
C. Tumner Rushing Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment .(1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10221 ,
Charles H. Gilbert - Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House - residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10222 _
1. Lynn Gilbert House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10223 residence eastern segment (1922)
H.G. Behrman House ~ | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10225 residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
Charles W. Hircock Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment (1920)
MPAEXP-10226 - _ ,
House at 7148 N. 61* | Bungalow/Minimal Northern Alignment; | Buroamertican,
Avenue ' Traditional-style eastern segment (1930-1937)
MPAEXP-10230 residence )
House at 6145 W. '| Bungalow-style | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
MPAEXP-10231° )
House at 6116 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10232 _
AZ T:7:197 (ASM) Historic trash dump | Southern Alignment; | 20® century
_ middle segment Euroamerican
AZ T:7:198 (ASM) Home site/artifact Southern Alignment; | 20% century
: . scatter middle segment _Euroamerican

#002 P.007/008

URS is currently developing an historic buildings/district assessment report that will address, in more
detail, the eligibility status of historic properties in each of the five proposed alternatives. This report
will supplement the records and literature review, and act as a tool by FHWA for determining Section
4(f) applicability. In addition, the historic building assessment report will be used to identify measures
to avoid or minimize harm to historic properties.

The project proponents anticipate completing construction of the western and central segments of the
project in 2013. The historic period for that part of the project is defined as 1963 and earlier (which
would include properties that meet the 50-year-old criterion for the NRHP at the time of project
completion). The eastern part of the project is not scheduled for completion until 2025. The historic
period for that part of the project is defined as 1975 and earlier. Therefore, these are the dates being
used in the evaluation of structures and buildings within the project area. Arizona Historic Building
Inventory forms will be completed for all historic-age properties in order to determine their NRHP

eligibility.





From:

02/05/2007 11:24 #002 P.004/008

The records and literature review indicates that it is unlikely that the project would be able to avoid
all historic properties. Therefore, FHWA recommends that a Programmatic Agreement (PA) be
developed to address procedures for continuing inventory and effect determination, and to develop
measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects that may result from the project.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the report
adequate and agree with FHWA’s recommendation for the development of a PA, please indicate your
concurrence by signing below. At this time, FHWA is also inquiring whether you have any concerns
regarding historic properties of religious or cultural importance to your community within the project
area. If youhave such concerns, any information you might provide within 30 days of receipt of this
letter would be considered in the project planning. If your office opts to participate in cultural resource
consultation at a later date, FHWA would make a good faith effort to address any concems. However,
such consultation would not necessitate a reconsideration of this determination of project effect. If you
have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact Maggie Bowler at (602) 712-8636 or email

mbowler@azdot.gov.

Sincerely yours,

7

=
Robert E. Hollis =~
Division Administrator _:3
7
1
- fRoprndf” /@/fh Rispanarict ayn> » A sefo1 =

Signdture foréﬁpi Concurrence Date

Enclosure





[ ,,; ' S _ Arizona Division

(‘ o ' L N - : . 400 East Van Buren Street
‘ ‘ L . . _ . _ ' One Arizona Center Suite 410

US.Department : o . ' . Phoenix, Arizona 85004—0674

of Transportation ’

Federal Highway ' : o o

 Admimswaton | . | . , : January 25,2007

In Reply Refer To: HOP-AZ
STP-MMA-0(034)A

TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L

Initial Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Peter Steere Program Manager ‘ ' ) © ARIZONA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
' gfhggz g%qﬁzmcﬁiﬁﬁ Resource SpemahSt . " ENVIRONMENTAL & ENHANCEMENT GROUP
P.O.Box87 | o ©MAY 33 2007
Sells, Arizona 85634 ‘ o o

Dear Messrs. Steere and Joaquin:

* The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation-
: (ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for 12.5 miles from
~ State Route (SR) 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. This project occurs on
- lands under the jurisdiction of the City of Glendale, the City of Peoria, the Town of El Mirage, and
“unincorporated Maricopa County. As this-project is qualified for federal funding, it is considered an
undertaking subject to Section 106 réview. Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT,
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), City of Glendale, City of Peoria, Maricopa County
Department of Transportation (MCDOT), Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC), Hopi
Tribe, Gila River Indian Community, Ak-Chin Indian Community, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, Tohono O’odham Nation, Yavapai-Apache Nation, San Carlos Apache Tribe, and Fort
McDowell Yavapai Nation. ' .

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a “super street” type of roadway with
grade-separated intersections at major cross streets to eliminate traffic signals on the parkway and }
provide a higher-speed, higher-capacity, east-west routé in the central portion of the west valley where
no freeways are planned. Traffic signals would be installed on the planned parkway at minor or
collector streets at approxmlately l-mlle intervals. Free-flow traffic connections are planned at
freeways. -

In conjunction.with the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (FEA) pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), five alternate routes (the Northern Alignment, Alternatives A, B,

- and C, and the Southern Alignment) within the selected corridor are being evaluated. Four of these
alternatives were developed to consider options for avoiding conflicts with the ongoing operations of
Luke Air Force Base. The fifth alternative (Southern Alignment) would curve south to Glendale
Avenue to avoid residential areas along Northern Avenue between 103™ Avenue and 112" Avenue.
Because a final design will not be completed until an alternative has been selected, the area of potential
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effects (APE), for impacts which could potentially affect historic properties, is presently deﬁned as
including the parcels of property adjacent to the proposed alternative routes.

URS Corporation (URS) recently completed a records and literature review to support the initial stage
of evaluating the five alternative routes from a cultural resource perspective. The survey results are
reported in “Cultural Resource Records and Literature Review for the Proposed Northern Parkway”
(Erickson and Rogge 2006). The report is enclosed for your review and comment. The records and
literature review summarizes the archaeological and historic resources that have been recorded within
the APE for each of the proposed alignments; however, the extent of potential adverse effects does not
differ substantially among the alternatives being considered. Previously recorded cultural resources
located during the literature review are listed in.the following table: '

Site Name/Number Site Description Location/Vicinity Cultural
, Affiliation

US Highway 60/89 Part of the Historic Northern Alignment; | 20™ century

(Grand Avenue) State Highway eastern segment Euroamerican

AZ1:3:10 (ASM) System :

AZ V:2:101 (ASM)

Santa Fe, Prescott, and | Railroad Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican

Phoenix Railroad eastern segment (1895)

AZ N:3:32 (ASM) '

Beardsley, E1 Mirage | Railroad Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican

spur lines of Atchison, western segment (circa 1941)

Topeka & Santa Fe

Railway- . -

AZ T:7:12 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment

| structures, bones :

AZ T:7:13 (ASM) Hohokam lithic Northern Alignment; - | Hohokam;
scatter, pottery . middle segment Euroamerican
sherds, possible
houses/canals;
historical canals

Quass Pueblo Village site Northern Alignment; | Colonial period

AZT:7:25 (ASM) middle segment Hohokam

AZ T:7:33 (ASU) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam

' sherds, possible middle segment
S : village site

AZ T:8:147 (ASM) Concrete foundation, | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
artifact scatter eastern segment (post 1940’s)

AZT:7:174 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery- | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment '

: buried pit houses

Price Quesenberry Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican

House Anne Cottage-style &stern segment (1919)

MPAEXP-10224 residence

Ray Weigold House Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican

MPAEXP-10227 Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
residence :

William Weigold Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; |’ Euroamerican






House

Anne Cottage-style

|| eastern segment’ (1910)

MPAEXP-10228 residence

Triple R Sales Industrial-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

MPAEXP-9443 cotton gin warchouse | eastern segment .(date unknown)

William J. Schrantz Vernacular/Colonial | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

House ' Revival-style - ‘eastern segment (circa 1900)

MPAEXP-10220 residence '

'C. Turner Rushing Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
| House residence .eastern segment (1912-1923)

MPAEXP-10221

Charles H. Gilbert Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

House residence - | eastern segment (1912-1923)

MPAEXP-10222 ,

J. Lynn Gilbert House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

MPAEXP-10223 residence eastern segment (1922)

H.G. Behrman House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

MPAEXP-10225 residence eastern segment (1924-1930)

Charles W. Hircock Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

House o residence ‘ eastern segment (1920)

MPAEXP-10226 .

House at 7148 N. 61°" | Bungalow/Minimal Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

Avenue Traditional-style eastern segment (1930-1937)

MPAEXP-10230 residence : '

House at 6145 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

Myrtle ' residence eastern segment (1924-1930)

MPAEXP-10231 .

House at 6116 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,

Myrtle residence eastern segment (1912-1923)

MPAEXP-10232

AZT:7:197 (ASM) - | Historic trash dump | Southern Alignment; | 20™ century

middle segment ‘| Euroamerican
AZT:7:198 (ASM) Home site/artifact ‘| Southern Alignment; | 20® century
scatter middle segment Euroamerican -

URS is currently developing an historic buildings/district assessment report that will address, in more
detail, the eligibility status of historic properties in each of the five proposed alternatives. “This report
will supplement the records and literature review, and act as a tool by FHWA for determining Section
4(f) applicability. In addition, the historic building assessment report will be used to identify measures
to avoid or minimize harm to historic properties.

The project proponents anticipate completing construction of the western and central segments of the
project in 2013. The historic period for that part of the project is defined as 1963 and earlier (which

~ would include properties that meet the 50-year-old criterion for the NRHP at the time of project
completion). The eastern part of the project is not scheduled for completion until 2025. The historic
period for that part of the project is defined as 1975 ang earlier. Therefore, these are the dates being
. used in the evaluation of structures and buildings within the project area. Arizona Historic Building
Inventory forms will be completed for all historic-age properties in order to determine their NRHP
eligibility.





The records and literature review indicates that it is unlikely that the project would be able to avoid
all historic properties. Therefore, FHWA recommends that a Programmatic Agreement (PA) be

- developed to address procedures for continuing inventory and effect determination, and to develop
measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects that may result from the project

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the report
adequate and agree with FHWA’s recommendation for the development of a PA, please indicate your
concurrence by signing below. At this time, FHWA is also inquiring whether you have any concerns
regarding historic properties of religious or cultural importance to your community within the project
area. If you have such concerns, any information you might provide within 30 days of receipt of this
letter would be considered in the project planning. If your office opts to participate in cultural resource
consultation at a later date, FHWA would make a good faith effort to address any concerns. However,
such consultation would not necessitate a reconsideration of this determination of project effect. If you
have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact Maggie Bowler at (602) 712- 8636 or email
mbowler@azdot.gov. B

Sincerely yours,

? l RobertE Hollis

Division Administrator

- Qs e

Signature for Tohono O’odham Concurrence '

m a-v,,ft&, 2c07)

.Date
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Amzcna Department of Transportat:an
~ Intermodal Transportatlon Division

‘ADOT.

2086 S_outh Seventeenth Ave_nue' Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213 "
4 Janet Népolitand . ’ : - ERRE ‘ T l. o Sam Elters
: Governor o . o PR o : .. - State Engineer

. Victor M. Mendez ~
Director . .

May 30, 2007
~ Dr. David J acobs Comphance Speclahst :
State Historic Preservation Ofﬁce ‘
Arizona State Parks ’
1300 West Washington -
. Phoenix, Anzona 85007

RE: Federal Aid No STP- MMA 0(034)A
TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C"
Northemn Avenue; US 60 to 303L
. Continuing Section 106 Consultation

N Dear Dr. Jacobs

' As you are aware, the Federal H1ghway Admmlstrat10n (F HWA) and the Anzona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for :
* 12.5 miles from State Route 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. Previous =~

_ - consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) recommended a Programmatic - e
~ Agreement (PA) be developed to address the effects of the project as they become known.: SHPO

~concurred with ﬂllS recommendatlon (J acobs [SHPO] to Holhs [FHWA] February 2, 2007)

| At ﬂlIS time, ADOT on behalf of FHWA is subnnttmg a draﬁ PA for your review and commerit.
- Please review the enclosed draft PA. If you find it adequate please sign below to indicate your .

concurrence. If you have any comments or changes to request, please respond in writing. If you have '
. any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712 8636 or by e-mail at - '
. mbowler@azdot. gov : : '

. Smcerely,

Maggie R. Bowler _

Historic Preservation Spec1a11st

Environmental Planning Group o
205 8 17th Avenue, Room 213E / MD 619E.

- Phoenix, AZ 85007 kN

.. Signature for SHPO Concurrence | a ‘Date
Enclosure -

' c: SThomas (FHWA)
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JUN 07 2007

RE:  Project No. STP-MMA-0(034)A

TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C

Northern Parkway Project, SR 303-US 60 [Grand Avenue]
Continuing Section 106 Consultation

SHPO-2007-0261 (33203)
Dear Ms. Bowler:

Thank you for consulting with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act regarding plans
to construct a regional transportation parkway project extending from State
Route 303 to US Highway 60 [Grand Avenue] in Maricopa County, Arizona, and
submitting a draft Programmatic Agreement [PA] for review and comment. We
have reviewed the submitted draft PA and offer the following comments.

The draft PA lists FHWA as the lead agency and one of the signatories, and two
other federal entities [US Army Corps of Engineers and Luke Air Force Base]
appear as concurring parties. If a federal permit or federal land is involved, there
should be some reconsideration of the concurring party status of those two
federal entities. Additionally, if facilities associated with Salt River Project or

the Bureau of Reclamation are involved, these entities should be included in the
PA.

There seems to be a mismatch between the ten year sunset clause in Stipulation
X1V and the stated phased construction of components estimated to occur
between the years 2010 and 2030. Under Stipulation VII(3) and (4), the “48
hours” should be “two work days”? The “48 hours” seems unrealistic if the
discovery occurs on an extended weekend or during the holidays.

‘We appreciate your cooperation with this office in considering the potential

impacts of development on cultural resources situated in Arizona. If you have
any questions or comments, please contact me at (602) 542-7140 or
electronically at djacobs@azstateparks.gov.

' Slncerel

%@C\m ovcg&/

DavidJ acobs
Planner/Archaeolo gist
State Historic Preservation Office
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- Intermodal Transportation Division :
206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213
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Governor : " .. State Engineer- -

. ‘May 30,2007
. Victor M. Mendez o L
:" Director - .

Mr. John Madsen -~ -
- Associate Curator of Archaeology ~

"~ Permits Administration

‘Arizona State Museum
University of Arizona
- PO Box 210026

Tucson, AZ 85721-0026°

RE: Federal Aid No. STP-MMA-0(034)A o

. TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA S$S593 01C -, .
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L o
Continuing Section 106 Consultation

]jear Mr. Madsen:

- The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for 12.5 miles from State
Route (SR) 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. This project occurs onlands -

* under the jurisdiction of the City of Glendale, the City of Peoria, the town of El Mirage, and .

unincorporated Maricopa County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is considered an

- undertaking subject to Section 106 review. Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT,

the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), City of Glendale, City of Peoria, City of El
.. Mirage, Maricopa County Department of Transportation (MCDOT), Flood Control District of Maricopa
- County (FCDMC), Luke Air Force Base (LAFB), United States Army Corps of Engineers, Arizona -
- State Museum, Hopi Tribe, Gila River Indian Community, Ak-Chin Indian Community, Salt River
 Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, Tohono O’odham Nation, Yavapai-Apache Nation, San Carlos
'Apache Tribe, and Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation. - - ' : , :

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a “super street” type of roadway with grade-
separated intersections at major cross streets to eliminate traffic signals on the parkway and provide a
higher-speed, higher-capacity, east-west route in the central portion of the west valley where no
+ freeways are planned. Traffic signals would be installed on the planned parkway at minor or collector |
streets at approximately 1-mile intervals. Free-flow traffic connections are planned at freeways. .

In conjunction with the prepatation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), five alternate routes (the Northern Alignment, Alternatives A B,
and C, and the Southern Alignment) within the selected corridor are being evaluated. Four of these
alternatives were developed to consider options for avoiding conflicts with the ongoing operations of

: - LAFB. The fifth alternative (Southern Alignment) would curve south to Glendale Avenue to avoid

residential areas along Northern Avenue between 103™ Avenue and 112% Avenue. Because a final
~ design will not be completed until an alternative has been selected, the area of potential effects (APE),





" Madsen _ o

Federal Aid No. STP-MMA-0(034)A _

© TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C ~ -
‘May 30, 2007 P .
Page 2 of 4

-

for inipacts which could poténtiaily affect historic properties, is presently defined as iﬁcluding the .
parcels of property adjacent to the proposed alternative routes. o T

Previous consultation has involved the submittal of a records and literature review, conducted by URS -

- -Corporation (URS), to consulting agencies in order to support the initial stage of evaluating the five
alternative routes from a cultural resource perspective. - The survey results are reported in “Cultural
Resource Records and Literature Review for the Proposed Northern Parkway” (Erickson and Rogge
2006), and is enclosed for your review and comment. The records and literature review summarizes the
archaeological and historic resources that have been recorded within the APE for each of the proposed -
alignments; however, the extent of potential adverse effects does not differ substantially among the’
alternatives being considered. Previously recorded cultural resources located during the literature -
review are listed in the following table: : '

Site Name/Number

Cultural

Site Description . Location/Vicinity
- Affiliation
US Highway 60/89 Part of the Historic ~ | Northern Alignment; | 20® century
(Grand Avenue) State Highway eastern segment Euroamerican
AZ1:3:10 (ASM) System - : :
AZ V:2:101 (ASM) ' . - »
Santa Fe, Prescott, and | Railroad - Northern Alignment; EBuroamerican
Phoenix Railroad = . o eastern segment. 1 (1895)
AZ N:3:32 (ASM) : -
Beardsley, El Mirage Railroad Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
spur lines of Atchison, . western segment - (circa 1941)
| Topeka & Santa Fe ' : -
Railway ’ : . . - ) Sl
AZ T:7:12 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery. | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
. sherds, possible middle segment *
structures, bones ‘ : ‘
AZT:7:13 (ASM) - | Hohokam lithic . - Northern Alignment; Hohokam;
T o scatter, pottery '| middle segment "~ | Euroamerican -
sherds, possible o o : '
houses/canals; -
historical canals : L :
Quass Pueblo Village site . - .{ Northern Alignment; Colonial period
AZ T:7:25 (ASM) : middle segment | Hohokam
AZ T:7:33 (ASU) | Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
o sherds, possible middle segment '
' ' village site , '
AZ T:8:147 (ASM) Concrete foundation, | Northern Alignment; EBuroamerican,
' ' artifact scatter eastern segment (post 1940°s)
AZ T:7:174 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; Hohokam .
o sherds, possible’ " | middle segment | -
buried pit houses ' L .
Price Quesenberry - Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; Euroamerican -
House - . Anne Cottage-style - | eastern segment . (1919) .
MPAEXP-10224 - residence : '
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Ray Weigold House - ... | Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
MPAEXP-10227 . = | Anne Cottage-style - | eastern segment - | (1910)
' residence | - - "
| William Weigold Vernacular/Queen = | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican
House Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
MPAEXP-10228 residence : _
Triple R Sales Industrial-style cotton Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-9443 gin warehouse eastern segment (date unknown)
| William J. Schrantz Vemacular/Colonial | Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
" |"House Revival-style . eastern segment (circa 1900)
MPAEXP-10220 residence ' '
C. Turner Rushmg Bungalow-style - Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment 1 (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10221 5
Charles H. Gilbert - | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
House residence - | eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10222 ' o -
J. Lynn Gilbert House | Bungalow-style - { Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
| MPAEXP-10223 residence eastern segment (1922)
H.G. Behrman House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; FEuroamerican,
MPAEXP-10225 residence - eastern segment (1924-1930)
Charles W. Hircock Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican, -
1 House residence eastern segment - (1920) .
MPAEXP-10226 ' : -
House at 7148 N. 61St ‘Bungalow/Minimal - | Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Avenue Traditional-style - - | eastern segment | (1930-1937)
- | MPAEXP-10230 residence : ‘
House at 6145 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
| Myrtle residence | eastern segment 1 (1924-1930)
MPAEXP-10231 L . ' '
House at 6116 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; | Euroamerican,
Myrtle * - residence eastern segment | (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10232 ' 1
AZ T:7:197 (ASM) Historic trash dump | Southemn Alignment; - | 20" century
‘ ' © - . | middle segment Euroamerican
| AZT:7:198 (ASM) Home site/artifact . Southern Alignment; | 20™ century
A scatter middle segment Euroamerican

URS is currently developing an historic buildings/district assessment report that will address, in more
detail, the eligibility status of historic properties in each of the five proposed alternatives. This report
will supplement the records and literature review, and act as a tool by FHWA for determining Section
4(H) apphcablhty In addition, the historic building assessment report W111 be used to identify measures
to avord or minimize harm to hrstorrc propertres :

The proj ject proponents ant1c1pate completmg construction of the western and central segments of the .
project in 2013. The historic period for that part of the project is defined as 1963 and earlier (which
. would include properties that meet the 50-year-old cntenorl for the NRHP at the time of project -
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completion). The eastern part of the project is not scheduled for completion until 2025. The historic
period for that part of the project is defined as 1975 and earlier. Therefore, these are the dates being
~used in the evaluation of structures and buildings within the project area. Arizona Historic Building
Inventory forms W111 be completed for all h15tor1c-age propert1es in order to determine thelr NRHP
. eligibility. :

The records and literature review indicates that it is unlikely that the project would be able to avoid all
historic properties. Therefore, FHWA recommended that a Programmatic Agreement (PA) be developed
to address procedures for continuing inventory and effect determination, and to develop measures to

~avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects that may result from the project. SHPO agreed with
this recommendation (Jacobs [SHPO] to Hollis [FHWA], February 2, 2007). In order to expedite the

- consultation process, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, is submitting a draft PA at this time for your review
and comment. The draft PA is also being submitted to the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation to
determine council part1c1pat10n Once all comments are rece1ved FHWA/ADOT wﬂl submit a ﬁnal PA
- for s1gnatures ' .

Please review the records and literature review, the information in this letter, and the enclosed draft PA.
If you find the draft PA adequate, please sign below to indicate your concurrence. If you have any
comments or changes to request, please respond in writing. If you have any questions or concerns,
please feel ﬁ:ee to contact me at (602) 712- 8636 or by e-mall at mbowler@azdot gov.

_ ' Smcerely,

' Magg1e R. Bowler
Historic Preservation Specialist .
Environmental Planning Group -
- - 205 8 17th Avenue, Room 213E / MD 619E
- Phoenix, AZ 85007 4 :

%YM%) - "j ‘Oé // 3/o % )

atute for Arizona State Museum Concurrence' : Date’ . /

Enclosures 3 _— ,
' : . ; o .. .. .. ARIZONADEPT.OF TRANSPORTATION

¢: SThomas (FHWA) ' ' ‘ ‘ " " INTERMOBAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
- S ‘ S - ENVIRONMENTAL & ENHANCEMENT GROUP

Junisr





i W N “Intermodal Transportation DIVISlon”
ADOT

~ 206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Janet Napolitano | ) o v A

G .
L ovemer * May 30, 2007 |
Victor M. Mendez 20N s

Director INTER), ggfz B,

. - o - Ewy

Mr. Brian Kenny , | : o VIRONMENTS ),
Maricopa County Department of Transportation ' o J B
2001 W. Durango Street _— N 18 2007

Phoenix, AZ 85009

RE: Federal Aid No. STP-MMA-0(034)A
TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA S8593 01C
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L ’

- Continuing Section 106 Consultation

Dear Mr. Kenny:

As you are aware, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for
12.5 miles from State Route 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. Previous
consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) recommended a Programmatic
Agreement (PA) be developed to address the effects of the project as they become known. SHPO
concurred with this recommendation (Jacobs [SHPO] to Hollis [FHWA]; February 2, 2007).

At this time, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, is submitting a draft PA for your review and comment.
Please review the enclosed draft PA. If you find it adequate please sign below to indicate your =~
concurrence. If you have any comments or changes to request, please respond in writing. If you have
any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712 8636 or by e-mail at
mbowler@azdot.gov. '

Sincerely,
7 s PN
Maggie R. Bowler -

Historic Preservation Specialist
Environmentd} Planning Group

205S 17 enue, Rogrh 213E / MD 619E
Phoenix. ‘

O3 0F
Sighature for MCDOT Concurrence . =~  Date .

Enclosure

| c: SThomas (FHWA)





rizona Department of Transportation

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

Janet Napolitano } _ : ’ Sam Elters
Governor _ : . State Engineer

_ May 30, 2007 -
Victor M. Mendez ' '

Direcfor

Mr. Robert Stevens
Environmental Program Manager

Flood Control District of Maricopa County " - o ELAeE FTRANSPommon |
2801 W. Durango Street L : L SPORTATION DIVISioN
Phoenix, AZ 85009 | S YWeuNTaoup
RE: Federal Aid No. STP-MMA-0(034)A - . 0 2007

TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA S§8593 01C
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L
Continuing Section 106 Consultation

Deér Mr. Stevens:

As you are aware, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for
12.5 miles from State Route 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. Previous
consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) recommended a Programmatic -
Agreement (PA) be developed to address the effects of the project as they become known. SHPO
concurred with this recommendation (Jacobs [SHPO] to Hollis [FHWA]; February 2,2007).

At th1s time, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, is submitting a draft PA for’ your review and comment.
Please review the enclosed draft PA. If you find it adequate please sign below to indicate your
concurrence. If you have any comments or changes to request, please respond in writing. If you have
any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-8636 or by e-mail at -
mbowler@azdot.gov. :

Smcerely,

Maggie R. Bowler

Historic Preservation Spemahst
Environmental Planning Group o
205 S 17th Avenue, Room 213E / MD 619E
Phoenix, AZ 85007

S1gnature for FCDMC Concurrence . ~ Date

Enpcpsn Mes ./,, e /%ﬂ‘f . 5 0

Enclosure

¢: SThomas (FHWA)
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a Department of Transportation

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

_ _ Sam Elters
""""" ' . State Engineer

Victor M. Mendez - May 30,2007 HNTEQEEONA DEF3. OF TRANSPORTATION

Dirsctor ODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

. ENVIRONMENTAL & ENHANCEMENT GROYP

Mr. Ron Short , : . ‘
Deputy Planning Director - WJUL 1 8:2007
City of Glendale : _ :
5850 W. Glendale Ave. 4 ' 4
Glendale, AZ 85301 : : s e

RE: Federal Aid No. STP-MMA-0(034)A
TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L '
Continuing Section 106 Consultation

Dear Mr. Short:

As you are aware, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for
12.5 miles from State Route 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. Previous
consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) recommended a Programmatic
Agreement (PA) be developed to address the effects of the project as they become known. SHPO
concurred with this recommendation (Jacobs [SHPO] to Hollis [FHWAY]; February 2, 2007).

. At this time, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, is submitting a draft PA for your review and comment.
Please review the enclosed draft PA. If you find it adequate please sign below to indicate your
concurrence. If you have any comments or changes to request, please respond in writing. If you have
any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-8636 or by e-mail at
mbowler@azdot.gov. : S

Sincerely,

ey R B I

Maggie R. Bowler '
- Historic Preservation Specialist
Environmental Planning Group o
205 S 17th Avenue, Room 213E/MD 619E -
Phoenix, AZ 85007 L

Signature for City’of Glendale Conciiffence Date <

Enclosure

¢: SThomas (FHWA)





lntermodal Transportatlon Dlwsmn
206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213

Janet Napolitano : : ' ' Sam Elters
Governor . . : State Enginger

. May 30, 2007
Victor M. Mendez .

Director

Ms. Delia M. Carlyle, Chair
Ak-Chin Indian Community
42507 W. Peters & Nall Road
Maricopa, AZ 85239

RE: Federal Aid No. STP-MMA-0(034)A

- TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L
Continuing Section 106 Consultation

Dear Chairperson Carlyle: |

As you are aware, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for
12.5 miles from State Route 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. Previous
consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) recommended a Programmatic
Agreement (PA) be developed to address the effects of the project as they become known. SHPO
concurred with thls recommendation (3 acobs [SHPO] to Holhs [FHWAJ; February 2, 2007)

At this time, ADOT on behalf of FHWA is submlttmg a draft PA for your review and comment.

Please review the enclosed draft PA. If you find it adequate please sign below to indicate your
concurrence. If you have any comments or changes to request, please respond in writing. If youhave -
any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-8636 or by e-mail at
mbowler@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,
TV legrs <. 2N

 Maggie R. Bowler

Historic Preservation Specialist -
Environmental Planning Group

205 S 17th Avenue, Room 213E / MD 619E
Phoenix, AZ 85007

[ @W‘“‘ 7 &/07

Signature for Ak-Chin Indian Cormmimty Concurrence  Date

c: Ms. Caroline Antone, Cultural Resource Manager (w/enclosure)
SThomas (FHWA) :
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m Arizona Department of Transportation

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

Janet Napolitano Sam Elters
Govemor State Engineer

_ May 30, 2007
Victor M. Mendez

Director

Mr. Peter Steere

Mr. Joe Joaquin

Cultural Affairs Office
Tohono O’odham Nation
PO Box 837 ARIZONA DEP, omﬁi‘esm&mnm

Sells, Arizona 85634 INTERMODAL FRANSPORTATION DIVISION

... ENVIRONMENTAL & ENHANCEMENT GROUP

RE:  Federal Aid No. STP-MMA-0(034)A
TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L
Continuing Section 106 Consultation

JUN 052007

Dear Messrs. Steere and Joaquin:

As you are aware, the Federal Highway Administration (F HWA) and the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for
12.5 miles from State Route 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. Previous
consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) recommended a Programmatic
Agreement (PA) be developed to address the effects of the project as they become/known. SHPO
concurred with this recommendation (Jacobs [SHPO] to Hollis [FHWA]; February 2, 2007).

At this time, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, is submitting a draft PA for your review and comment.
Please review the enclosed draft PA. If you find it adequate please sign below to indicate your
concurrence. If you have any comments or changes to request, please respond in writing. If you have
any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-8636 or by ¢-mail at
mbowler@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,
Maggie R. Bowler
Historic Preservation Specialist

Environmental Planning Group
205 S 17th Avenue, Room 213E / MD 619E

Phoe%?ﬁ{ — / 6~YH~07

Signature for Tohono (’odham Nation Concurrence Date

Enclosure

c: SThomas (FHWA)
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400 East Van Buren Street,

US.Department Suite 410
of Transportation _ ARIZONA DIVISION Phoenix, Arizona 85004-0674
Federal Highway v 602-379-3646
Administration June 19. 2007
In Reply Refer To:
HOP-AZ

. STP-MMA-0(034)A

TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA S8593 01C
Northern Avenue; US 60 to 303L
Council Notification

ARIZONA DEPT, oF TRANSPORTATIdN

INTERMODA L TRANSPO
RTATI
Ms. Carol Legar d ) ENWRONMENTAL& ENHANCEMI?;'{T l();lR‘;)lS;’ON
FHWA Liaison '
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation . JUN 9 1 2007

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20004

Dear Ms. Légard:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
are planning a regional transportation parkway project that would extend for 12.5 miles from State
Route (SR) 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa County. This project occurs on lands
under the jurisdiction of the City of Glendale, the City of Peoria, the Town of El Mirage, and
unincorporated Maricopa County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is considered an
undertaking subject to Section 106 review. Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT,
the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), City of Glendale, City of Peoria, City of El
Mirage, Maricopa County Department of Transportation (MCDOT), Flood Control District of Maricopa
County (FCDMC), Luke Air Force Base (ILAFB), United States Army Corps of Engineers, Arizona
State Museum, Hopi Tribe, Gila River Indian Community, Ak-Chin Indian Community, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, Tohono O’odham Nation, Yavapai-Apache Nation, San Carlos
Apache Tribe, and Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a “super street” type of roadway with grade-
separated intersections at major cross streets to eliminate traffic signals on the parkway and provide a
higher-speed, higher-capacity, east-west route in the central portion of the west valley where no
freeways are planned. Traffic signals would be installed on the planned parkway at minor or collector
streets at approximately 1-mile intervals. Free-flow traffic connections are planned at freeways.

In conjunction with the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), five alternate routes (the Northern Alignment, Alternatives A, B,
. and C, and the Southern Alignment) within the selected corridor are being evaluated. Four of these
alternatives were developed to consider options for avoiding conflicts with the ongoing operations of
LAFB. The fifth alternative (Southern Alignment) would curve south to Glendale Avenue to avoid
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residential areas along Northern Avenue between 103™ Avenue and 112™ Avenue. Because a final
design will not be completed until an alternative has been selected, the area of potential effects (APE),
for impacts which could potentially affect historic properties, is presently defined as including the
parcels of property adjacent to the proposed alternative routes.

Previous consultation has involved the submittal of a records and literature review, conducted by URS
Corporation (URS), to all consulting agencies in order to support the initial stage of evaluating the five
alternative routes from a cultural resource perspective. The survey results are reported in “Cultural
Resource Records and Literature Review for the Proposed Northern Parkway” (Erickson and Rogge
2006), a copy of which is enclosed to assist you in your review. The records and literature review
summarizes the archaeological and historic resources that have been recorded within the APE for each
of the proposed alignments; however, the extent of potential adverse effects does not differ substantially
among the alternatives being considered. Previously recorded cultural resources located during the

literature review are listed in the following table:

Site Name/Number Site Description Location/Vicinity Cultural
Affiliation
US Highway 60/89 Part of the Historic Northern Alignment; 20" century
(Grand Avenue) State Highway eastern segment Euroamerican
AZ 1:3:10 (ASM) System
AZV:2:101 (ASM) :
Santa Fe, Prescott, and | Railroad Northern Alignment; Euroamerican
Phoenix Railroad eastern segment (1895)
AZ N:3:32 (ASM)
Beardsley, El Mirage Railroad Northern Alignment; Euroamerican
spur lines of Atchison, western segment (circa 1941)
Topeka & Santa Fe
Railway
AZ T:7:12 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
structures, bones , A
AZ T:7:13 (ASM) Hohokam lithic Northern Alignment; Hohokam;
scatter, pottery middle segment Euroamerican
sherds, possible
houses/canals;
historical canals
Quass Pueblo Village site Northern Alignment; Colonial period
AZ T:7:25 (ASM) middle segment Hohokam
AZ T:7:33 (ASU) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
. village site
AZ T:8:147 (ASM) Concrete foundation, | Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
artifact scatter eastern segment (post 1940’s)
AZ T:7:174 (ASM) Lithic scatter, pottery | Northern Alignment; | Hohokam
sherds, possible middle segment
buried pit houses
Price Quesenberry Vemacular/Queen Northern Alignment; Euroamerican
House Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1919)
MPAEXP-10224 residence
Ray Weigold House Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; Euroamerican
MPAEXP-10227 Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
residence






William Weigold Vernacular/Queen Northern Alignment; Euroamerican
House Anne Cottage-style eastern segment (1910)
MPAEXP-10228 residence ,
Triple R Sales Industrial-style cotton | Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-9443 gin warchouse eastern segment (date unknown)
William J. Schrantz Vemacular/Colonial | Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
House Revival-style eastern segment (circa 1900)
MPAEXP-10220 residence
C. Turner Rushing Bungalow-style Northem Alignment; Euroamerican,
House residence ' eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10221
Charles H. Gilbert Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10222
J. Lynn Gilbert House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10223 residence eastern segment (1922)
H.G. Behrman House | Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
MPAEXP-10225 residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
Charles W. Hircock Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
House residence eastern segment (1920)
MPAEXP-10226
House at 7148 N. 61 | Bungalow/Minimal Northern Alignment; EBuroamerican,
Avenue Traditional-style eastern segment (1930-1937)
MPAEXP-10230 residence
House at 6145 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1924-1930)
MPAEXP-10231
House at 6116 W. Bungalow-style Northern Alignment; Euroamerican,
Myrtle residence eastern segment (1912-1923)
MPAEXP-10232
AZ T:7:197 (ASM). Historic trash dump Southern Alignment; 20" century
middle segment Euroamerican
AZ T:7:198 (ASM) Home site/artifact Southern Alignment; 20" century
scatter middle segment Euroamerican

URS is currently developing an historic buildings/district assessment report that will address, in more
detail, the eligibility status of historic properties in each of the five proposed alternatives. This report
will supplement the records and literature review, and act as a tool by FHWA for determining Section
4(f) applicability. In addition, the historic building assessment report will be used to identify measures
to avoid or minimize harm to historic properties.

The project proponents anticipate completing construction of the western and central segments of the
project in 2013. The historic period for that part of the project is defined as 1963 and earlier (which
would include properties that meet the 50-year-old criterion for the NRHP at the time of project
completion). The eastern part of the project is not scheduled for completion until 2025. The historic
period for that part of the project is defined as 1975 and earlier. Therefore, these are the dates being
used in the evaluation of structures and buildings within the project area. Arizona Historic Building
Inventory forms will be completed for all historic-age properties in order to determine their NRHP
eligibility.

The records and literature review indicates that it is unlikely that the project would be able to avoid all
historic properties. Therefore, FHWA recommended that a Programmatic Agreement (PA) be developed





. 4
to address procedures for continuing inventory and effect determination, and to develop measures to

avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects that may resjﬂt from the project. SHPO agreed with
this recommendation (Jacobs [SHPO] to Hollis [FHWA]; February 2, 2007. SHPO letter enclosed).

The purpose of this letter is to notify the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and to determine
Council participation pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6(1). Attached to this letter is documentation specified
in § 800.11. Please review the draft PA, the records and literature review, and the information in this
letter. If the Council plans to participate in consultation, please inform FHWA within 15 days of receipt
of this notice. If there is any additional information you require for this project or if you have any

questions or comments, please contact Maggie Bowler at (602) 712-8636 or e-mail
mbowler@azdot.gov. '

Sincerely yours,

Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

Enclosures

cc:

SThomas
MBowler (619E)
SDThomas:cdm





Margaret R. Bowler

From: Carol Legard [clegard@achp gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2007 5:42 AM

To: Margaret R. Bowler

Subject: RE: Programmatic Agreement for ADOT Northern Parkway project

Maggie, 1 set the file aside because the survey report was not in the file. | was going to check
to see if it had somehow gotten displaced here, then give you a call if | couldn't find it. | got
busy with other things and didn't get back to it. Since our 15 days has long since passed, you
may assume we are not going to participate. So, unless there are issues that are not getting
resolved without us, I'll send a letter declining to participate. Sorry about the delay, Carol

Carol Legard
FHWA Liaison
Adavisory Council on Historic Preservation
- 202-606-8522
clegard@achp.gov

From: Margaret R. Bowler [mailto:MBowler@azdot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, August 07, 2007 4:16 PM
To: Carol Legard

Subject: Programmatic Agreement for ADOT Northern Parkway project
Importance: High

Federal Aid No. STP-MMA-0(034)A
TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C
Northern Parkway Project [State Route 303 to US Highway 60(Grand Avenue)]

Hi Carol,

| was getting ready to finalize the PA for this project, and was wondering if the ACHP was planning on
participating in this agreement or choosing to decline. Copies of the draft PA and consultation letters were sent to

you, via FHWA, on June 19th, 2007. | was just wondering if | should include ACHP in the final version of the PA.
Thanks very much.

Sincerely,

Maggie R. Bowler

Historic Preservation Specialist

ADOT Environmental Planning Group

1611 W. Jackson Street, Mail Drop EM02
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Pheone: (602) 712-8636 Fax: (602) 712-3066
E-mail: mbowler@azdot.gov

Please nofe new addrees and mail drop





PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT
AMONG

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
MARICOPA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT OF MARICOPA COUNTY
SALT RIVER PROJECT
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
LUKE AIR FORCE BASE
ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM
CITY OF GLENDALE
CITY OF PEORIA
CITY OF EL MIRAGE
UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FORT MCDOWELIL YAVAPAI NATION
GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY
AK-CHIN INDIAN COMMUNITY
SALT RIVER PIMA-MARICOPA INDIAN COMMUNITY
HOPI TRIBE
YAVAPAI-APACHE NATION
SAN CARLOS APACHE NATION
TOHONO (ODHAM NATION

REGARDING THE NORTBERN PARKWAY PROJECT [STATE ROUTE 303 TO US
HIGHWAY 60 (GRAND AVENUE)]|
FEDERAL AID NO. STP-MMA-0(034)A
TRACS NO. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale, the City of Peoria, the City of El Mirage, and the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) (collectively referred to as the proponents) are
planning the Northern Parkway Project (Project), a regional “super-street” (defined as a higher-
speed, higher-capacity roadway with grade-separated intersections at major cross streets) that
would extend approximately 12.5 miles belween State Route (SR) 303 and US Highway 60
(Grand Avenuc); and

WHEREAS, the area of potential effect (APE), for impacts that could potentially affect historic
properties, is defined as including the parcels of property adjacent to the proposed aliernative
routes; and

WHEREAS, project construction will occur on lands under the jurisdiction of the City of Glendale,
the City of Peoria, the City of El Mirage, and unincorporated Maricopa County; and
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WHEREAS, the proposed project may have an adverse effect upon historic properties, which
are defined as “any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object included in,
or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), including artifacts,
records, and material remains related to such property or resource™ (National Historic
Preservation Act [NHPA] 16 U.S.C. 470w, Title III, Section 301 [5]; and

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is providing technical and financial
assistance for development of the Project, will assume lead responsibilities for compliance under
Section 106 of the NHPA, and has consulted with, and will continue o consult with, the Arizona
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800 of the regulations
implementing Section 106 of the NHPA (16 U.S.C. 4701} as revised in August 2004; and

WHEREAS, the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), acting as agent for FHWA has
participated in consultation and has been invited to be a signatory to this Programmatic
Agreement (Agreement); and

WHEREAS, SHPO is authorized to enter this Agreement to fulfill the role of advising and
assisting federal agencies in cairying out Section 101 and 106 responsibilities under 16 US.C. §
470a and 16 U.S.C. § 470f of the NHPA, pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.2(1); and

WHEREAS, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) has been consulted
pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.9, and has been invited to participate in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, MCDOT, will have lead responsibility for final design and construction of the
Project, and has been invited to participate in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Project will be within rights-of-way held by the City of Glendale, the City of
Peoria, and the City of El Mirage, they have been invited to participate in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit is required, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) has been invited {o participate in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, portions of the proposed parkway corridors cross undeveloped floodplains of New
River and Agua Fria River, the Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC) has been
invited to participate in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, for testing and/or data recovery necessitated by the Project, the Arizona State
Museum (ASM) has authority and responsibility for issuing permits and implementing the
Arxizona Antiquities Act (A.R.S. § 41-841 through § 41-847) on state lands (defined as land
owned or controlled by state agencies and institutions, counties, and municipal corporations),
and has been invited to participate in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, Luke Air Force Base abuts approximately 2 miles of one of the proposed
alternative alignment corridors, and has been invited to participate in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Bureau of Reclamation and Salt River Project have been invited to participate

in this Agreement to address potential impacts to canals within the proposed parkway corridors;
and
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WHEREAS, any testing and/or data recovery necessitated by the Project, that may be located on

Federal land, must be permitted through an Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA)
permit and/or an Antiquities Act permit; and

WHEREAS, the FHWA has consulted with American Indian tribes that may atfach religious or
cultural importance to affected properties, including Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, Gila River
Indian Community, Ak-Chin Indian Community, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community,
Hopi Tribe, Yavapai-Apache Nation, San Carlos Apache Nation, and Tohono O’odham Nation,
hereafter referred to as the Tribes; and will be invited to participate in consultation [pursuant to

36 CFR § 800.2 (c)2)(GiI)XA-F)], and have been invited to be concurring parties in this
Agreement; and

WHERFEAS, by their signature all parties agree that the regulations specified in the ADOT
document, “ADOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction” (Section 104.12,

2000) will account for the culfural resources in potential material sources used in project
construction; and

WHEREAS, an agreement regarding the treatment and disposition of Human Remains,
Associated Funerary Objects, Sacred Objects and Objects of Cultural Patrimony would be

developed for the Arizona State Museum (ASM) for state and private land, pursuant to A.R.S. §
41-844 and 41-865; and

WHEREAS, an agreement regarding the treatment and disposition of Graves and Human
Skeletal Material would follow the Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (ARPA;
Section 4.b.3 and 4.¢) for federal land; and

WHEREAS, Human Remains, Associated/Unassociated Funerary Objects, Sacred Objects and
Objects of Cultural Patrimony recovered will be treated in accordance with the Native American
Graves and Protection Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) for federal land; and

NOW, THEREFORE, all parties agree that upon FHWA’s decision to proceed with the Project,
FHWA shall ensure that the following stipulations are implemented and take into account the

effects of the Project on historic properties, and that these stipulations shall govern the Project
and all of its parts until this Agreement expires or is terminated.

STIPULATIONS

The planning and development of the Project is being pursued in several phases-a) evaluation of
alternative design concepts and routes, b) phased development of final designs (including
geotechnical investigations) for different components of the Project, and c) phased construction
of components of the Project estimated to occur between the years 2010 and 2030. The

implementation of the following stipulations shall be coordinated with the phases of planning
and construction.

FHWA will ensure that the following measures are carried out.
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1. GEO

TECHNICAL INVESTIGATIONS

As geotechnical investigation may adversely impact historic properties within the
project’s corridor, FHWA proposes that historic properties would be avoided by
geotechnical investigations wherever possible. In the event that historic properties cannot

be avoided, FHWA, in consultation with the consulting parties, shall determine

appropriate treatment for the historic properties. Pata recovery at geotechnical
investigation locations requires a Work Plan, as described below, to be developed.
Geotechnical investigations outside the boundaries of historic properties may proceed
prior to the completion of any data recovery required at other locations.

I1I. INVENTORY, EVALUATION, AND EFFECT DETERMINATION

A

FHWA, represented by ADOT, in consultation with all parties to this Agreement shall
ensure that new inventory surveys of additional rights-of-way and temporary
construction easements will include determinations of eligibility that are made in
accordance with Section 106 for all historic properties, including any added staging or
use areas. Should any party to this Agreement disagree with FHWA regarding
eligibility, the SHPO shall be consulted and resolution sought within 20 calendar days.

If FHWA and SHPO disagree on eligibility, FHWA shall request a formal
determination from the Council.

FHWA, represented by ADOT, will ensure that archaeological site areas needing
testing, according to 36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2), will be investigated in a manner to evaluate
them for eligibility for the NRHP. FHWA will develop a plan of work for Eligibility
Testing (Testing Plan) for such areas, for submittal to all parties of the Agreement for
review and comment prior to implementation of the Testing Plan. The review and
comment of the Testing Plan will be consistent with the time frames specified in
Stipulations HI (A) and (B) below. The results of the testing will be detailed in an

Archacological Testing Report that will be reviewed and evaluated per Stipulations I
(A) and (B) below.

FHWA, represented by ADOT, has consulted with and will continue to consuit with the

Tribes, to help identify potential properties of religious and cultural significance within
any additions to the APE, in any staging or use areas.

FHWA, represented by ADOT, in consultation with SHPO, and other agencies with
jurisdiction, shall apply the criteria of Adverse Effect in 36 CFR § 800.5 to all historic

properties within the Project APE, including any area proposed for geotechnical testing
or staging or use areas.

If FHWA, SHPO, and agencies with jurisdiction over affected land agree (per
Stipulations IV A and B) that a portion of the undertaking shall have no effect or no
adverse effect on listed or eligible properties, FHWA may provide authorization to
proceed with construction in that area, subject to obtaining any necessary permits and
the conditions of any Monitoring or Discovery Plan developed for the Project, provided

that construction does not preclude options for avoidance of historic properties in other
segments.
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III. DEVELOPMENT OF A DATA RECOVERY TREATMENT PLAN

A. To the extent feasible, FHHWA, as represented by ADOT, will avoid adverse effects to
historic properties that are identified in the APE through project redesign or
implementation of protective measures. Where avoidance is not feasible, FHWA, in
consultation with SHPO, and other consulting parties, shall ensure that a data recovery
treatment plan (Data Recovery Plan) is developed for the mitigation of anticipated

effects on historic properties that will result from the Project and any related uses and
activities.

B. The Data Recovery Plan will be submitted by ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, to all parties
of the Agreement for 30 calendar days’ review. The Data Recovery Plan shail be
consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for
Archaeological Documentation (48 FR 44716-44742) and the Council’s Recommended
Approach for Consultation on Recovery of Significant Information from
Archaeological Sites (64 FR 95:27085-27087). Unless any signatory or concurring
party objects to the Data Recovery Plan within 30 calendar days after receipt of the
plan, FHWA shall ensure that it is implemented prior to construction.

C. The Data Recovery Plan shall minimally specify the following:

1. It will identify the historic properties fo be affected by the Project as a whole and
the nature of those effects. Identification and description of the traditional and/or
religious significance of traditional cultural properties identified with Tribes may
be done only with the permission of the appropriate Tribe(s).

2. A Research Design will contain research questions and goals applicable to the
Project area as a whole, which will be addressed through data recovery, along
with an explanation of their relevance and importance. These research questions
and goals shall reflect the concept of historic contexts as defined in National
Register Bulletin 16, and shall take into consideration any such historic contexts
established for the Project area.

3. Field and analysis methods and strategies applicable to the Project area will be
developed along with an explanation of their relevance to the research questions.

4, The methods to be used in analysis, data management, and dissemination of data
to the professional community and the public.

5. A protocol for the treatment of human remains, in the event that such remains are
discovered, describing methods and procedures for the recovery, inventory,
treatment, and disposition of Human Remains, Associated Funerary Objects, and
Objects of Cultural Patrimony. This protocol will reflect concerns and/or
conditions identified as a resuit of consultation among parties to this agreement,
and will be consistent with any Burial Agreement developed for this project.

6. Monitoring procedures will be included to ensure that other potential historic
properties are not affected by construction-related activities. These procedures
shall specify the location of all identified properties and the means by which they
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will be marked and avoided if construction or other ground-disturbing activities
are allowed in nearby portions of the APE.

7. A Discovery Plan will be included to ensure adequate treatment of unanticipated
discoveries taking into account the provisions of 36 CFR § 800.13 and A.R.S. §
41-844.

8. A proposed schedule for submission of progress, summary, and other reports to
parties of this Agreement, as well as a proposed schedule for field work.

IV. COMMENTS ON TREATMENT PLANS FOR TESTING AND DATA RECOVERY

A. Upon receipt of draft Treatment Plans acceptable to FHWA, as represented by ADOT,
FHWA will then submit such drafts concurrently to all consulting parties to the
Agreement for review. All parties will have 30 calendar days from receipt to review
and provide comments to FHWA. Lack of comment within the review period may be
taken as concurrence with the Treatment Plans.

B. If revisions to the Treatment Plans are needed, all parties to this Agreement have 20
calendar days from receipt to review and comment on the revisions, If no comments
are received within this period, FHWA may assume that the reviewer concurs with the
revisions.

C. Once the Treatment Plans have been determined adequate by all parties, FHWA shall

issue authorization to proceed with the implementation, subject to obtaining all
necessary permits.

V. REVIEW AND COMMENT ON PRELIMINARY REPORT OF FINDINGS

Such Preliminary Reports shall minimaily contain the following:

1. Within two weeks following completion of fieldwork, the institution, firm, or
consuitant responsible for the work will prepare and submit a brief Preliminary
Report of Findings that will demonstrate that the specifications of the consulted
upon data recovery plan have been met.

2. Upon receipt of a draft of the Preliminary Report of Findings, FHWA, represented
by ADOT, will review and subsequently submit such documents concurrently to
all consulting parties for review. All consulting parties will have 30 calendar days
from receipt to review and provide comments to ADOT. Lack of response within
this review period will be taken as concurrence with the report.

3. If revisions to the Preliminary Report of Findings are made, all consulting parties
have 20 calendar days from receipt to review the revisions and provide comments
to ADOT. Lack of response within this review period will be taken as
concurrence with the report.
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4. Once the Preliminary Report of Findings has been accepted as a final document,
FHWA, represented by ADOT, will notify appropriate project participants that
construction may proceed.

VI REVIEW AND COMMENT ON DATA RECOVERY REPORT

1.  Within 180 days of completion of data recovery, a report will be prepared
incorporating all appropriate data analyses and interpretations, and the report will
be submitted to signatories and concurring parties who will be provided with 30
calendar days to review and comment upon the data report.

2. Upon receipt of the data recovery report, FHWA, represented by ADOT, will
review and subsequently submit such documents concurrently to all remaining
consulting parties for review. All consulting parties will have 30 calendar days
from receipt to review and provide comments to ADOT. Lack of response within
this review period will be taken as concurrence with the report.

3.  Ifrevisions to the data recovery report are made, all consulting parties will have
20 calendar days from receipt to review the revisions and provide comments to

ADOT. Lack of response within this review period will be taken as concurrence
with the report.

4.  Once the data recovery report has been accepted as a final document, FHWA,

represented by ADOT, will notify appropriate project participants that
construction may proceed.

ViI. DISCOVERIES

If potential historic or prehistoric archaeclogical materials or properties, or human remains are
discovered afier construction begins, the person in charge of the construction shall require
construction to immediately cease with the area of the discovery, take steps to protect the
discovery, and promptly report the discovery to the ADOT Historic Preservation Specialist,
representing FHWA. The ADOT Historic Preservation Specialist, representing FHWA, shall
notify and consult with appropriate agencies.

1. If the discovery, occurring on State or private land, appears to involve human
remains or remains as defined in ASM rules implementing A.R.S. § 41-844 and 41-
865, the Director of ASM shall be notified. In consultation with the Director,
FHWA, represented by ADOT, and the person in charge of construction shall ensure
that the discovery is treated according to the burial agreement.

2. If the discovery is located on Federal land and involves graves or human remains as
defined in ARPA. Section 3.1, the Federal Land Manager shall also be informed. In
consultation with FHWA, represented by ADOT, the person in charge of
construction shall immediately take steps to secure and maintain preservation of the
discovery. FHWA, represented by ADOT, shall ensure that the discovery is treated
according to the burial agreement,
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3. if remains are not involved, and the discovery is located on state land, FHWA,
represented by ADOT, shall notify ASM as required under A.R.S. § 41-844,
ADOT, on behalf of FHWA in consultation with the Director and SHPO, if
appropriate, shall determine if the Plan previously approved by ASM according to
Stipulation H-B is appropriate to the nature of the discovery. If appropriate, the Plan
shall be implemented by ADOT, on behalf of FHWA. If the Plan is not appropriate
to the discovery, FHWA shall ensure that an alternate plan for the resolution of
adverse effect is developed and circulated to the consulting parties, who will have
two working days to review and comment upon the alternate plan. FHWA shall
consider the resulting comments, and shall implement the alternate plan once a
project specific permit has been issued.

4. 1If remains are not involved and the discovery is located on private land, FHWA,
represented by ADOT, shall evaluate the discovery, and SHPO shall be notified as
appropriate. The ADOT Historic Preservation Specialist, on behalf of FHWA, shall
determine if the plan previously approved according to Stipulation II-B is
appropriate to the nature of the discovery. If appropriate, the Plan shall be
implemented by ADOT, on behalf of FHWA. If the Plan is not appropriate to the
discovery, FHWA shall ensure that an alternate plan for the resolution of adverse
effect is developed and circulated to the consulting parties, who will have two
working days to review and comment upon the alternate plan. FHWA shall consider
the resulting comments, and shall implement the alternate plan once a project
specific permit has been issued.

5. If the discovery is located on federal land, FHWA, represented by ADOT, shall
determine if the discovery classifies as an “archaeological resource™ as defined in
Section 3.1 of ARPA, or determine if the discovery classifies as an historical

resource or resource with tribal significance, and the Federal Land Manager must
then be contacted.

VHL. CHANGES IN CONSTRUCTION CORRIDORS AND ANCILLARY AREAS

IX.

Any changes or additions in construction corridors, staging areas, or use areas will be handled
in a manner consistent with Stipulations I-1V,

STANDARDS FOR MONITORING AND DATA RECOVERY
All historic preservation work carried out pursuant to this Agreement shall be carried out by, or

under the supervision of, a person, or persons, meeting at a minimum the Secretary of the
Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards (48 FR 44738-44739),

X. CURATION

All materials and records resulting from the data recovery program conducted within the
Project area shall be curated in accordance with either ASM or ARPA.

1. For materials and records located on state or private land, curation shall take place
in accordance with standards outlined in A.R.S. § 41-844, and guidelines
generated by ASM. The repository for materials either will be ASM or one
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located in Maricopa County that meets those standards and guidelines. Materials
subject to repatriation under AR.S. § 41-844 and A.R.S. § 41-865 shall be
mainfained in accordance with the burial agreement.

2. Archaeological Resources excavated or removed from federal land will be
preserved by a suitable university, museum, or other scientific or educational
institution (ARPA, Section 4.b.3). Resources having religious or cultural
importance shall be maintained in accordance with the burial agreement until any
specified analyses, as determined following the consultation with the appropriate
Indian tribes and individuals, are complete and the resources are returned.

XI. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Should any signatory or concurring party to this Agreement object within 30 days to any plan or
report provided for review or to any aspect of this undertaking related to historic preservation
issues, FHWA shall consult with the objecting party to resolve the objection. If the objection
cannot be resolved, FHWA shall request further comments from the SHPO with reference only
to the subject of the dispute; FHWA’s responsibility to carry out all actions under this
Agreement that are not the subject of the dispute will remain unchanged.

XIIL. CONFIDENTIALITY

XIIL.

XIV.

The distribution of sensitive information about the locations and nature of inventoried
historic properties shall be limited as provided for by Section 304 of the NHPA, Section 9(a)
of ARPA, and ARS § 39-125. Pursuant to this stipulation, the participants to this Agreement
agree to appropriately control the distribution of any confidential information they may
receive as a result of their participation in this Agreement.

AMENDMENT

This Agreement may be amended by the signatories pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6 (c)(7).
FHWA shall file any amendments with the Council and provide notice to the parties.

TERMINATION

This Agreement shall be null and void if its terms are not carried out within 10 years from the
date of initial project design plans, unless the consulting parties agree in writing to an
extension for carrying out its terms. Any consulting party may terminate this Agreement by
providing written notice within 30 calendar days to the other parties, provided that the parties
will consult during that period to seek agreement on amendments or other actions that would
avoid termination. In the event of termination or expiration, FHWA, represented by ADOT,
shall either execute a new Agreement under 36 CFR § 800.7(a).

XV. FAILURE TO CARRY OUT THE TERMS OF THE AGREEMENT

In the event that the terms of this Agreement are not accomplished, federal agencies shall

comply with 36 CFR § 800.3 through § 800.6 with regard to individual actions covered by
this Agreement.
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Execution and implementation of this Agreement is evidence that FHWA, represented by
ADOT, has afforded the Council an opportunity to comment on the Northern Avenue Parkway
project extending 12.5 miles from SR 303 to US Highway 60 (Grand Avenue) in Maricopa
County, and its effect on historic properties. In so doing, FHWA, and SHPO have therefore
satisfied the Section 106 responsibilities for all individual actions of this undertaking and have
taken into account the effects of the undertaking on historic properties. Participation in this

Agreement also satisfies the State Historic Preservation Act responsibilities of ADOT for this
undertaking pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-864.

SIGNATORIES

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

By 29;% g }/ Date /@ ~-}2-20%8
Title W M

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER

By S i&]dﬁﬁ@ ( )M]{'[E{‘_m Date IZ/'Z/%/()‘E)

INVITED SIGNATORIES
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OFE TRANSPORTATION

By pate_/2-/1 (B
Title Mzw,ag oA

MARICOPA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

By Date

Title
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CONCURRING PARTIES

ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM

23./ 200 8

By &d /’g"’ ""0{/ Date ﬂc' C

Title

CITY OF GLENDALE
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Appendix D
Air Quality Additional Information — Within the Study Area

The air quality analysis performed for assessing effects from alternatives 1 and 2 examined the
local (project level) vehicle emissions of carbon monoxide (CO). Other pollutants, such as
particulate matter and oxides of nitrogen are also components of vehicular emissions; however,
carbon monoxide is the primary pollutant of the vehicular emissions and is the only pollutant for
which the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has developed guidelines for evaluating
effects. Ozone, nitrogen oxides, and hydrocarbons are pollutants that are regional in nature, and
as such, meaningful evaluation at the project level is not possible. The EPA is currently
developing procedures for analyzing micro-scale particulate pollution effects, but guidance is not
available at this time. Until the EPA provides guidelines for the analysis for particulate matter,
the analysis will concentrate on the local impact of carbon monoxide emissions.

CONFORMITY

Since 1977 Federal agencies and Metropolitan Planning Organizations have been required by
Section 176c¢ of the Clean Air Act to ensure that all transportation projects conform with the
approved air quality State Implementation Plan (SIP). The Clean Air Act Amendments enacted
in 1990 defined conformity to a SIP as meaning “conformity to a SIP’s purpose of eliminating or
reducing the severity and number of violations of the national ambient air quality standards
(NAAQS)” (Federal Register, November 30, 1993). The conformity determinations for Federal
actions related to transportation projects must meet the requirements of 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93.
The portion of this project between Dysart Road and SR303 is included within the MAG
FY2007-2011 Transportation Improvement Program approved August 2006, which conforms to
the SIP and is therefore in conformity. The remaining portion is not yet included the TIP.

STANDARDS

National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) were first established in 1970 under the
Federal Clean Air Act (CAA). Six pollutants, referred to as the “Criteria Pollutants,” were placed
under regulation and limits placed on acceptable ambient concentrations. Two Federal Standards
exist for most of the Criteria Pollutants. The primary standard defines levels deemed “...
necessary, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health.” The secondary
standard defines levels “... necessary to protect the public welfare ...” (40 CFR Part 50). The
promulgation of these standards, however, does not prohibit any State from establishing air
quality standards that are more stringent. The Federal Standards are also subject to periodic
review and revision as deemed necessary by the Administrator of the EPA. Since the NAAQS
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were first established, revisions have been made to the NAAQS that modify which pollutants are
regulated, the allowable ambient concentrations and the time interval over which the pollutant is
measured. Recently the EPA revised the NAAQS for particulate matter by revoking the annual
PMyo standard and lowering the 24-hour PM, 5 standard. The revisions to the NAAQS for PMy,
and PM;s became effective December 18, 2006 (FR October 17, 2006). Currently the Criteria
Pollutants include CO, nitrogen dioxide, ozone, particulate matter (PMyo and PM,s), sulfur
dioxide, and lead. The NAAQS for the criteria pollutants are presented in the table below.

CO is a colorless, odorless gas that primarily affects the cardiovascular system; vehicular
emissions are a source. nitrogen dioxide is a gas with a yellowish-orange to reddish-brown
appearance, depending upon its concentration, which impairs the respiratory system; sources are
power plants and vehicular emissions. ozone is created through a complex reaction of
hydrocarbons and oxides of nitrogen with sunlight as the primary catalyst; ozone affects the
respiratory system. Sources of the ozone precursors include vehicle emissions, power plants, and
service stations. Particulate matter refers to small aerosols that are suspended in the atmosphere
and might cause irritation and damage to the respiratory system; vehicular emissions and the
resuspension of road dust by vehicular activity are sources. PM refers to particulate matter with
aerodynamic diameters less than 10 micron; PM,s refers to particles with diameters less than
2.5 micron. Sulfur dioxide is a colorless gas generated by the combustion of sulfur-containing
fuels, primarily affecting the respiratory system; sources are power plants and other industrial
facilities that burn sulfur-containing fuels Lead and its compounds damage the cardiovascular,
renal, and nervous systems. Ambient levels have significantly been reduced since the removal of
lead from fuel.
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National Ambient Air Quality Standards

Averaging Primary ug/m’ Secondary ug/m®
Pollutant Time (ppm) (ppm)

Carbon Monoxide 1-hour 40 (35)* *

8-hour 10 (9) *
Nitrogen Dioxide Annual 100 (0.05) 100 (0.05
Ozone 1-hour® (0.12) (0.12)

7-hour (0.08) (0.08)
PMyo 24-hour 150 150

Annual’ 50 50
PM, 5 24-hour 65 65

35° 35°

Annual 15 15
Sulfur Dioxide 3-hour * 1,300 (0.5)

24-hour 365 (0.14) *

Annual 80 (0.03) *
Lead Calendar Quarter 15 15

SOURCE: 40 CFR Part 50

NOTES:

mg/m® (ppm)

No Standard

Annual standard revoked effective December 18, 2006

a
b
¢ 1-hour standard revoked in AZ June 15, 2005
d
e

New 24-hour standard effective December 18, 2006
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Table D-1

Travel Characteristics

YEAR
2006 2030
Northern Parkway Arterials | Total Northern Parkway | Arterials Total
Estimated Annual Average Daily Traffic (Vehicles per Day)
Portion
SR303L to 6578 25966 32544 13253 31718 44972
Sarival Road NA NA NA 74300 42000 116300
NA NA NA 81500 40200 121700
Sarival Road to 5813 9026 14839 9867 22308 32175
Reems Road NA NA NA 87500 32500 120000
NA NA NA 94100 32700 126800
Reems Road to 9625 31918 41543 14313 60328 74641
Litchfield Road NA NA NA 97700 57700 155400
NA NA NA 103900 60500 164400
Litchfield Road to 7846 29750 37596 12979 95424 108403
Dysart Road NA NA NA 100300 81700 182000
NA NA NA 113000 78100 191100
Dysart Road to 10171 24732 34903 12751 67018 79769
El Mirage Road NA NA NA 96900 62300 159200
NA NA NA 121500 64900 186400
El Mirage Road to 11089 NA 11089 17653 12618 30271
111" Avenue NA NA NA 96100 8600 104700
NA NA NA 131200 2000 133200
111" Avenue to 12646 8286 20932 24620 16252 40872
107" Avenue NA NA NA 89200 30200 119400
NA NA NA 130800 10300 141100
107" Avenue to 18189 6250 24439 24807 52168 76975
1037 Avenue NA NA NA 93600 46300 139900
NA NA NA 127100 31000 158100
1037 Avenue to 18189 5224 23413 41330 70628 111958
99" Avenue NA NA NA 133400 61200 194600
NA NA NA 167600 46000 213600
99™ Avenue to 18818 142000 160818 41162 185838 227000
SR101L NA NA NA 141100 356800 497900
NA NA NA 152400 359700 512100






YEAR
2006 2030
Northern Parkway Avrterials Total Northern Parkway Avrterials Total

SR101L to 23160 19342 42502 32362 72814 105176
91* Avenue NA NA NA 99300 65500 164800

NA NA NA 137100 66800 203900
91° Avenue to 16252 22212 38464 29527 63806 93333
837 Avenue NA NA NA 89400 64500 153900

NA NA NA 121600 66400 188000
837 Avenue to 12733 33394 46127 30640 63910 94550
75" Avenue NA NA NA 73200 69700 142900

NA NA NA 110200 69300 179500
75" Avenue to 22100 82800 104900 34473 180258 214731
67" Avenue NA NA NA 65600 220600 286200

NA NA NA 106600 218000 324600

Estimated Daily Vehicle Miles of Travel (VMT per Day)
Alternate

No-Build 148641 213931 362572 253463 497538 751001
Build-OP1 NA NA NA 1072563 599800 1672363
Build-OP2 NA NA NA 1346428 572950 1919378

SOURCE: URS Corporation 2006

NOTES:

No-Build Conditions
Build Conditions — Option 1

Build Conditions — Option 2
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Appendix E
Water Resources Additional Information — Within the Study Area

The construction of Northern Parkway will have significant impacts to the drainage patterns in
the area especially on the west portion of the project. The improvements include drainage
channels, pipes, and catch basins that will complement the regional drainage facilities proposed
by the Flood Control District of Maricopa County.

MODIFIED SURFACE WATER HYDROLOGY

The existing New River Bridge is expected to remain in place throughout the construction of the
new facility. The SR 303L freeway would join the existing freeway segment at Bell Road and
continue southward past Northern Avenue and terminate at 1-10. SR 303L would involve a
regional flood control channel (25-foot bottom width trapezoidal channel) along the west side to
collect flows from all of the west-east arterial streets and the various agricultural fields to the
west of the new freeway. The SR 303L channel would continue south from the planned Northern
Parkway interchange to the Gila River.

SR 303L CONCEPTUAL DESIGN

New off-line retention basins, near the SR 303L interchange with Cactus Road and Northern
Avenue, would capture and attenuate offsite flows up to the 100-year rainfall-runoff event.
Flows exceeding the 100-year frequency would be attenuated and diverted southward. Onsite
runoff from the new SR 303L/Northern Parkway interchange would be collected into onsite
detention basins and routed westward and southward in the SR 303L channel (URS Drainage
Report 2006b). These engineered improvements would limit the eastern transmission of surface
water (east of the SR 303L channel) to less than the current 100-year projected runoff.

The new channel would be located on the west side of Reems Road. The unlined trapezoidal
channel would have a 40-foot bottom width and a 6-foot depth. It would collect flows from all of
the west-east arterial streets and the various agricultural fields to the west of Reems Road. A new
off-line detention basin just north of Olive Avenue would attenuate the 100-year flows down the
channel. Flows in excess of the 100-year projected volumetric rate would not be transmitted east
of this point. This channel is presently being designed, and construction is expected to precede
construction of the new facility (URS Drainage Report 2006b).

This channel was planned by the Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC) as part of
the SR 303L-White Tanks Area Drainage Master Plan (ADMP). The trapezoidal channel would
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be oriented parallel to the north side of Northern Avenue, from one-half mile west of Sarival
Avenue to Reems Road.

The SR 303L channel has been classified as a very low priority on the FCDMC list of ADMP
planned drainage improvements.

WOOLF CREEK CHANNEL CONCEPTUAL DESIGN

The FCDMC and the Maricopa County Department of Transportation are working with Woolf
Development to meld the Northern Avenue channel concept into the planned residential and
commercial development north of Northern Avenue.

The Woolf Crossing development would include a mix of residential and commercial develop-
ment bound by Northern Avenue, Olive Avenue, SR 101L, and Reems Road. The Northern
Parkway corridor would bisect that development. The developer has begun coordination with
government agencies regarding planned drainage improvements in this area (URS Drainage
Report 2006b). The need for this channel would be greatly diminished once the drainage
facilities for Northern Parkway are constructed (URS Drainage Report 2006b).

BURLINGTON NORTHERN SANTA FE RAILROAD (BNSF) CHANNEL
CONCEPTUAL DESIGN

The BNSF Channel is in the SR 303L-White Tanks ADMP and would start at Thunderbird Road,
drain southward, and discharge into the Dysart Drain. This channel would be positioned along
the west side of the BNSF Railroad spur midway between Bullard Avenue and Litchfield Road
(URS Drainage Report 2006b).

The planned channel would have a 15-foot bottom width, and 9-foot depth. A new off-line
detention basin is planned just north of Olive Avenue, to the west of the planned channel.
FCDMC anticipates that the channel and basin construction would occur after the parkway is
constructed. The channel would divert all of the 100-year flows that presently overtop the
railroad embankments to the north. This would effectively increase the inflow to the Dysart
Drain at the BNSF channel confluence. The Dysart Drain would most likely need some
modification to contain that extra flow (URS Drainage Report 2006b).

AGUA FRIA RIVER WATERCOURSE MASTER PLAN

The FCDMC has an adopted Agua Fria River Watercourse Master Plan. The Master Plan
addresses flood control and public safety concerns, adds recreational opportunities and open
space, accommodates existing economic activities, creates channelized streambeds, and
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potentially transforms the floodplain designation for more than 3,000 acres of land along the
river to mitigate flooding and support recreational and other development (Valley Forward
2005).

The FCDMC, however, does not have any plans to implement that channel work. The river
master plan would be used as a guide for the in-stream mining operations to remove materials
where the channel is anticipated. The excavation; however, would occur over an extended time
that might not coincide with the anticipated proposed project’s improvements (URS Drainage
Report 2006b).

EXISTING FACILITIES AT ALTERNATIVE 1 AND 2 ALIGNMENT

The FCDMC maintains an operational flood detention basin at Reems Road and Northern
Avenue. The detention basin was incorporated into a golf course that is now operated by Luke
AFB.

FUTURE FACILITIES AT ALTERNATIVES 1, 2, AND 3 ALIGNMENT

The FCDMC has a river channelization master plan that includes the study area; however,
channel improvement has been pushed several years and is not considered immediately relevant
to this report. The river master plan would be used as a guide for the in-stream mining
operations; including limiting sand and gravel mining to limited areas where channel
improvement is anticipated. Material mining would occur; however, over an extended time that
might not coincide with the anticipated new facility improvements (URS Drainage Report
2006b).

The FCDMC has no immediate need for the floodway to be improved; therefore, channel work is
not anticipated to occur concurrently with the Northern Parkway project. An application would
need to be filed for channel improvement design and construction. This application would be
considered by the Flood Control Advisory Board for inclusion in the Five-year Capital
Improvements Plan. Once the project has been selected and scheduled, an Intergovernmental
Agreement can be negotiated to determine the construction costs and other long-term costs that
each agency (FCDMC, MCDOT, and City of Glendale) would incur (URS Drainage Report
2006b).
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THE STATE OF ARIZONA | Govemmor
COMMISSIONERS

GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT | Ganier ocumro

2221 WEST GREENWAY ROAD | M tiancos. Tocoot o
-PHOENIX, AZ 85023-4339 g-':ﬂssmsrm PHOENIX
(602) 942-3000 » AZGFD.GOV | DumEL Suoure -
: DEPUTY DIRECTOR
' i STEVE K. FERRELL

)R

Ms. Jen Litteral
URS Corporation
7720 N. 16® st.
Suite 100

Phoemx AZ 85020

Re: : Speclal Smtns Species Infomahon for Northem Avenue, Grand Avenue ta State
’ Route 303; l’roposedConvemontnmgh-speed l‘arkway. '

D&arMs Litteral:

The Arizona Game andFlshDepamnent(Depm'nnent)hasrewewedyourreqnwt,datedApnl
21, 2006, regarding special status species. information associated with the- above-referenced
project area. The Department’s Heritage Data Management System (HDMS) has been accessed
and current records show that the special status.species listed on the attachment have been
‘documented as occurring in the project vicinity (2-mile buffer). In addnwn, tlns pro_;ect doesnot
’occurmthevmmltyofanyProposedorDcsngnated Critical Habitats. . -

The Deparlment’s HDMS data are not mtended to mclude potennal dnsuibuuon of special status
species. Arizona is large : auddlversewlthplams, animals, and environmental conditions that are
ever changing. Conse:plently, many areas may contain specm that biologists do not know about
orspemesprevronslynotedmaparhcnlat ared may 1o longeroccln'there Not all of Arizona
has been surveyed for special status species, and surveys ﬂlathavebeenconductedhavevaned
greafly in scope and mtensuy

Making available this mformatlon does not substitute for the Dcpartment’s review of project

 proposals, and should not decrease our opportunities to review and evaluate new project
proposals and sites. TheDepamnentw also concemned about other resource values, such as other
wildlife, including game species, and wildlife-related recreation. The Department would
appreciate the opportunity to provide an evaluation of impacts to wildlife or wildlife habitats
associated with project activities ooclm'mg in the subject area, when specxﬁc details beoome
avaﬂable

-

AT gt .- s

2805 Recipient

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY REASONABLE ACCOMMODATIONS AGENCY





" Ms. Jen Litteral
April 24, 2006
2

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at (602) 789-3606. General
status information, county and watershed distribution lists and abstracts for some spec:al status
species arealsoavmlableonourwebmteath_j_tgllwww a_\;g&ggv/hdms

Sincerely,

Gingeér L. Ritter
Project Evaluation Program Specialist

SSS:ghr

Attachment

cc:  Rebecca Davidson, Project Evaluation Program Supervisor
- Russ Haughey, Habitat Program Manager, Region VI

AGFD #M06-04244902





" Special Status Species within 2 Miles of Northern Avenue, Grand Avenue to State

Route 303
NAME COMMON NAME ’ ESA USFS BLM STATE

|Rana yavapaiensis |Lowland Leopard Frog o1 sC ] s | | WSC |

No Critical Habitats in project area. AGFD #M06-04244902. Proposed Conversion to High-speed Parkway.

Arizona Game and Fish Department, HerltageDataManagementSyshem April 24, 2006.
Project Evaluation Program.





STATUS DEFINITIONS

ARIZONA GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT (AGFD)
HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (HDMS)

FEDERAL US STATUS

ESA- Endangered Species Act (1973 as amended) T
US Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service { bjc_tg p://arizonaes.fws. gov)

. Listed
- . LE = Listed Endangered: imminent jeopardy of extinction.
“LT = Listed Threatened: immiment jeopardy of becommg Endangered
XN  Experimental Nonessential population.

Proposed for Listing
. PE. Proposed Endangercd.
“. PT - Proposed Threatened. '

Candldate (Notioe of Review: 1999) s :
C  Candidate. Species for which USPW S has s:.d'ﬁclcnt mformatlon on biological vulnerability and
- -threats to support proposals to list as Endangered or Threatened under ESA. However, proposed
* " ‘rules have not yet heen issned because such actions are precluded at present by other listing
. activity.

SC = Speciesof Concem.Thetenns "Specles of Concern" or"Specls atRisk" should be considered as
terms-of-art that describe the entire realm of taxa whose conservation status may be of concernto
the US Fish and Wildlife Service, but neither term has official status (currently all former C2
species). o

Critical Habitat (check with state orregional USFWS ‘office for location details)
Y Yes: Critical Habitat hes been designated.
" P’ Proposed: Critical Habitat has been ptoposed.

[ \NNo Status: certain populations of this taxon do not have designated status (check with state or regional
USFWS office for detai}s about wh1ch popu]anons havc desxgnated st:mm)]

- 'USFS US Forest Service (1999 Amnmls, 1999 Plants: corrected 2000)
us Deparhnent of Agnculmre, Formt Servxoe, Regxon 3 (h_ttp // w.fs. fed.us/r3{)

s - . -Sensitive: those taxa occurring onNahonal Forcstsm Anzona Wthh are consxdered sensitive by
the Reglonal Fomter

N BI_.M us Burean of Land Management (2000 Animals, 2000 Plams) , -
US Department of - Imterior, Burcau of Land Management, Arizona  State Office
(hitp://azwww,az blm.gov)

SRR L .,Sensmve those taxa occurring on BIM Fleld Office Lands in Anzona which are consxdered
o ' sensmVebytheAnzmaSmteOfﬁce

P Population: only those populations of Banded Gila monster (Heloderma smpectum cinctum) that

occur north and west of the Colorado River, are considered sensitive by the Arizona State Office.





Status Definitions S T ~ AGFD, HDMS

TRIBAL STATUS .

NESL Navajo Endangered Species List (2000}
Navajo Nation, Navajo Fish and Wwildlife Department

(http:/fvww heritage.tnc. or@b,p/uslnava;o/esl.hmﬁ_)

- The Navajo Endangered Species List contains taxa with status fronithe entire Navajo Nation which includes parts
of Arizona, Utah, and New Mexico. In-this notebook we provide NESL status for- only those taxa whose
distribution mcludw part or all of the Arwona porhon of the Navajo Natlou

Groups
. 1
2

3

Those species or subspecxes that no longer occur on the Navajo Nataon _

Any species or subspecies which isin dangcr of bemg eliminated fromallora sxgmﬁcant portion
of its range on the Navajo Nation.

Any species or subspecies which is likely to become an endangered species, within the foreseeable

+future, throughout all or a significant portion of its range on the Navajo Nation.
. Any species:or subspecies for which the Navajo Fish and Wildlife Department (NF&WD) does
.-not currently have sufficient information to support their being listed in Group 2 or Group 3 but
. has reason to consider them. The NF&WD will actively seck information on these species to

. detenmeﬂtheywmntmclmmnmadlﬁ'emtgmmormmvalﬁomthehst.

MEX Mexican Federal Endangered Species List (October 16,2000) %

MEXICAN STATUS

Proyecto de Norma Oficial Mexicana. PROY-NOM—059—ECOL—2000

The Mexican Federal Endangered Species List comm taxa thh status from the entire Mexican Repubhc and
waters under its jurisdiction. In this notebook we provxde MEX dmlgnat:ons for only those m occturing in

Anzona and also in Mexico.
P En Peligro de Extincién (Determined Endangered in Mexico) in danger of extinction.
A Amenazada (Determined Threatened in Mexico): could become endangered if factors musmg
‘Tabitat deterioration or population decline continue.
Pr Sujeta a Proteccion Especial (Determined Subject to Specnal Protect:on in Menco) utilization
. limited duetoredwedpopulatlons, restricted distribution, or ta favor recovery and conservaﬁon
" of the taxon or associated taxa.
E Probablemente extinta en el medio silvestre (Probably extinetin the wild of Mexico): A native

spemoswhosemdmdualsmthcwﬂdlnvedwamwed,basedonperMmtdwumm&hm and

studies that prove it. The only existing individuals of the species are in captmty or outside the

" Mexican temitory.

[ = One or more subspecies of this species has status in Mexico,. buttheHDMS does not frack it at the
subspecies level (most of these subspecies are endemic to Mexxco) Please consult the NORMA Oficial
Mmcana PROY¢NOM-059-ECOL-2000 for details.] C





" Status Definitions 3 . AGFD,HDMS

" STATE:

Plants NPL Arizona Native Plant Law (1999) " ") _ :
Anzona Department of Agriculture ://al 'culture.state az. us/PSD/natlve ; lants htm

- Hs Highly Safeguarded: no collectxon allowed.
SR Salvage Restricted: collection only with permit.”
ER  Export Restricted; transport out of State prohibited.
SA  Salvage Assessed: permits required to remove live trees.
HR Harv&st Restxcmd penmts requlred to remove plant by-products

ceme e Vsl G, et

 Wildlife - WSCA Wildhfe of Specnal Concern in Amona (in prep)
Arizons Gamc and Ftsh Department (lﬁp,/{www azgfd.com)

WSC Wﬂdhfe ofSpecml Coneem in Arizona. Specm whose occurrence in Anzona isormaybein
- -jeopardy, or with kmawn or perceived threats or population declines, as described by the Arizona
" 'Game and Fish Department's listing of Wildlife of Special Concern in Arizona (WSCA, in prep).

" Species mdlcated unprmtouts a3 WSC-+ are cuxrenﬂy the same s those in-Threatened Native
“Wildlife in Arizoria (1988). - )

: u'-'.%. e

R

. AGFDHDMS SRR s
J\HDMS\DOCUMEN“NBOOKS\TEMPIATE\EORDEFS\STATDB’ T






Umted States Department of the Intenor
o U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service =~
Arizona Ecological Services Field Office
2321 West Royal Paim Road, Suite 103 "
. Phoenix; Arizona 850214951
» Telephone (602) 242:0210 Fax; (602) 242-2513

“In Reply Refer to:

* ABSO/SE-. . o R
"22410-2006-TA-0400 - * . May4,2006" e

‘M. Jen Litteral

- . URS Corporation

7720 North 16™ Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85020

'. RE: General Information Request for Special Wildlife and Plant Species
. Dear Ms, thteral |

: Thank you for your recent request for information on tbreatened or endangered specles, or those
that are proposed to be listed as such under the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as-amended
(Act), which may occur in your project area. The Arizona Ecological Service Field Office has
- posted lists of the endangered, threatened, proposed, and candidate species occurring in each of
" Arizona’s 15counties on the Internet. Please refer to the following web page for species
: infonnaﬁon in the county where your project occurs: hitp:/fwww. fws.gov/arizonaes '

If you do not have access to the Internet or have difficulty obtammg a hst, pl%se contact our
..ofﬁceandwemllmaﬂorfaxyouahstassoonasposslblc ) )

Aﬁer opening the web page, ﬁnd County Species Lists on the main page. Then click on the

- county of interest.. The arrows on the left will guide you through information on specws  that are .

listed, proposed,. candidates, or have conservation agreements. Here - you will find information on

the species status, a physical description, ali counties where the species occurs, habitat, elevation,”

. and some general comments. Additional information can be obtained by going back to the main’

page. On the left side of the screen, click on Document Library, then click on Documents by

" Species, then click on the name of the species of interest to obtain General Species Information,
or other documents that may be available. Click on the Cactus@ icon to view the desired =

document. _

Please note that your project area may not necessarily include all or any of these species. The

information provided includes general descriptions, habitat requirements, and other information

_ for each species on the list: Under the General Species Information, citations for the Federal
Register (FR) are included for each listed and proposed species. The FR is available at most

" Federal depository libraries. This information should assist you in determining which species
may or may not occur within your project area. Site-specific surveys could also be helpful and
may be needed to verify the presence or absence ofaspecle.s orits habﬂatasreqmmdfarthc
evaluation of proposed pro_]ect-related impacts,





" . Ms. Jen Litteral - S ,_ T2

‘Bndangered and threatened species ate protected by Federal law and must be considered prior to
 project development. If the action agency defermines that listed species or critical habitat may be
adversely affected by a federally funded, permiited, or authorized activity, the action agency will

need to request formal consultation with us.’ If the action agency determines that the planned
action may jeopardize a proposed species or destroy or adversely modify proposed critical
habitat, the action agency will need to enter into a section 7 conference. The county list may also
contain candidate or conservation agreement species. Candidate species are those for which
there is sufficient information fo support a proposal for listing; conservation agreement species
are those for which we have entered into an agreement fo protect the species and its habitat. -

_ Although candidate and conservation agreement species have no legal protection under the Act,

we recommend that they be considered in the planning process in the event that they. become

Tisted or proposed for listing prior to project completion. ' ' '

If any proposed action occurs in or near areas with trees and shrubs growing along watercourses,
known as riparian habitat, we recommend the protection of these areas. Riparian arcas are '
critical to biological community diversity and provide linear corridors important to migratory
species. In addition, if the project will result in the deposition of dredged or fill materials into
waterways, we recommend you contact the Army Corps of Bngineers which regulates these
activities under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. : TS

The State of Arizona and some of the Native American Tribes protect some plant and animal
species not protected by Federal law. W¢ recommend you contact the Arizona Game and Fish -
Department and the Arizona Department of Agriculture for State-listed or sensitive species, or -
 contact the appropriate Native American Tribe to determine if sensitive species are protected by
Tribal governments in your project area. We further recommend that you invite the Arizona ..
Game and Pish Department and any Native American Tribes in or near your project area to
participate in your informal or formal Section 7 Consultation process. . Coe
For additional communications regarding this project, please refer to consultation number 22410~
2006-TA-0400. -We appreciate your efforts to identify and avoid impacts to listed and sensitive -
species in your project area. If we may be of further assistance, please feel free to contact Brenda
Smith (928) 226-0614 (xfOl) for projects in Northern Arizona, Debra Bills (602) 242-0210
(x239) for projects in central Arizona and along the Lower Colorado River, and Sherry Barreit .
(520) 670-6150 (x223) for projects in southern Arizona. AR

Simoerely, - . .- .
Dt T S
Steven L. Spangle

FR. Ticld Supervisor

cc: Bob Brocheid, Chief, Habitat Branch, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Phoenix, AZ
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Appendix G
Hazardous Materials

The following EPA and ADEQ documents and lists were reviewed for this study with the study
area extending one-half mile in any direction from the central portion of alternatives 1 and 2 and
within one-quarter mile in any direction from the central portion of Alternative 3.

Table G-1
Regulatory Database Review

Number of Sites

Identified
Type of Alternatives 1 and 2/
Database Description of Database Alternative 3
Federal Databases
NPL The National Priorities List (NPL) identifies uncontrolled or 1/0

abandoned hazardous waste sites. To appear on the NPL, sites must
have met or surpassed a predetermined hazard ranking system score,
been chosen as a state’s top priority site, pose a significant health or
environmental threat, or be a site where the EPA has determined that
remedial action is more cost-effective than removal action.

Revision Date — February 2006

CERCLIS The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 1/0
Liability Information System (CERCLIS) database identifies
hazardous waste sites that require investigation and possible remedial
action to mitigate potential negative impacts on human health or the
environment.

Revision Date — February 2006

CERC-NFRAP | CERCLIS - No Further Remedial Action Planned sites are those that 2/0
have been removed and archived from the inventory of CERCLIS
sites. Archived status indicates that, to the best of EPA’s knowledge,
assessment at the site has been completed and that EPA has
determined that no further steps would be taken to list this site on the

NPL.
Revision Date — February 2006
RCRA TSDs EPA’s identifies and tracks hazardous waste from the point of 0/1

generation to the point of disposal. The Resource Conservation and
Recovery Information System Treatment, Storage, Disposal (TSD)
Facilities List is a compilation by EPA of reporting facilities that
generate, transport, store, treat, or dispose of hazardous waste as
defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) but
are not undergoing any “corrective action.”

Revision Date — October 2005

CORRACTS RCRA TSD facilities ordered to implement corrective actions. A 0/1
“corrective action order” is issued pursuant to RCRA Section 3008
(h) when there has been a release of hazardous waste or constituents
into the environment from a RCRA TSD facility. Corrective actions
may be required beyond the facility’s boundary and can be required
regardless of when the release occurred, even if it predates RCRA.
Revision Date — March 2006

Draft Environmental Assessment July 2009
G-1
Northern Parkway





Type of
Database

Description of Database

Number of Sites
Identified
Alternatives 1 and 2/
Alternative 3

RCRA
Generators

RCRA-regulated hazardous waste generator notifiers list; both Large
and Small Quantity Generators are included in this list. (LQG —
Large Quantity Generator, SQG — Small Quantity Generator)
Revision Date — February 2006

3 LQGs and 24 SQGs/
0 LQGs and 6 SQGs

ERNS

EPA’s Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) list
contains reported spill records of oil and hazardous substances.
Revision Date — December 2005

n

DOD

The Department of Defense dataset includes sites that are federally
owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of
Defense, that have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the
United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Revision Date — December 2004

n

Arizona State Databases

SPL/WQARF

A Water Quality Assurance Revolving Fund (WQARF) area
(referred to as a State Priority List site by EDR), which is also
referred to as a state Superfund area, is a region designated by ADEQ
for further investigation regarding environmental concerns. This
designation typically is based on known areas of groundwater
contamination, or past or present land uses that have been known to
use and discharge chemicals that can contaminate groundwater.
Revision Date — October 2005

0/0

SCL/SHWS

The Arizona CERCLIS Information Data System List (State
CERCLIS equivalent) has been used by the ADEQ Superfund
Programs Section for the past decade in tracking real and potential
WQAREF sites and other cases of interest to the Superfund Programs
Section. However, according to ADEQ), the listing of properties on
the ACIDS list (referred to as the State Hazardous Waste Sites
[SHWS] by EDR) is not an indication of liability or potential
liability. Many of the properties on this list have no present
involvement in WQARF or federal Superfund but initially were
included on the list during preliminary assessment of various study
areas.

Revision Date — January 2000

31

SWLF

State inventory of solid waste disposal and landfill sites.
Revision Date — May 2004

1/3

LUST

List of information pertaining to all reported leaking underground
storage tanks (USTS).
Revision Date — May 2005

9/1

UST

State underground storage tank sites listing. The State of Arizona
requires that owners of most USTs register their USTs with ADEQ.
Revision Date — May 2005

23/4

AST

State above ground storage tanks sites are permitted by the
Department of Building and Fire Safety.
Revision Date — December 2000

4/0

Drywells

State drywell registration list. Drywells typically are constructed on
commercially developed properties to collect rainwater surface
runoff, and therefore have the potential to introduce contaminants
into the subsurface.

Revision Date — August 2005

43/7

Draft Environmental Assessment

Northern Parkway
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Number of Sites
Identified

Type of Alternatives 1 and 2/
Database Description of Database Alternative 3
AUL A DEUR (previously VEMUR) is a restrictive use covenant which 2/0
accompanies the title to the land. It is required by ADEQ when a
property owner elects to 1) remediate contamination found on the
property to a non-residential use level, or when 2) an institutional or
engineering control remains as a means to meet remediation goals.
Revision Date — April 2006
AZ Spills The Hazardous Materials Logbook records chemical spills and 16/2
incidents referred to the Emergency Response Unit.
Revision Date — June 2001
Unmapped Sites that have not been plotted on a map, based on lack of sufficient 183/115
Sites data regarding their exact location within the general area.
Draft Environmental Assessment July 2009
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URS

Job No. 23444098 .
Northern Parkway 30% Plans & DCR
Loop 303 to 67" Avenue

Meeting Notes
Agency Scoping Meeting — February 17, 2005

ATTENDEES:
See attached sign-in sheet.
MEETING NOTES:

Funding and Phasing: Northem Parkway is included in the MAG Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) that was presented to the voters in November of 2004 and is identified for regional
funding including the ¥ cent sales tax extension. Regional funding covers 70 percent of the
project costs and the addition 30% comes from local governments such as MCDOT, Glendale
and Peoria. The RTP is divided into four phases for funding. Northern parkway funding
including both regional and local sources and phasing is as follows:

MAG RTP Phase Description Total Funding (2002
' Dollars, Million)
I (2006-2010) ROW protection & interim roadway — Dysart 71.4
v - | Rd. to Loop 303

H (2016-2020) { Grand Avenue connection & ~ ultimate 100.0
construction — Grand Ave. to Loop 101

IV (2021-2025) Loop 101 connection & ultimate construction 101.9
Loop 101 to Loop 303

Total 273.3

Initial DCR Concepts: The initial concepts for Northern Parkway are contained in a design
concept report (DCR) dated October. 1, 2003. Northemn Parkway will be an important link in the
regional transportation system in the northwest Valley. It will connect Loop 303, Loop 101 and
US 60 (Grand Avenue) in a rapidly growing area of the Valley. Northern Parkway will provide a
high capacity arterial with few traffic signals and grade separation structures at arterial
intersections. The new roadway section will consist of 4 lanes in each direction with a raised
median and 3 lanes in each direction separated by a concrete barrier on overpass structures at the
arterial intersections. Left turn movements will . generally be restricted between the grade
separation structures, however, left-turns and U-tumn movements will be allowed at the Single
Point Urban interchange (SPUI) located at the arterial intersections.
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URS Scope of Work: URS has a contract with the City of Glendale to produce 30% design
plans and DCR, and establish the ultimate right-of-way requirements. Major tasks include:
¢ Environmental Assessment (EA) ‘
* Ultimate 30% plans :
* InterinyInitial 30% plans (Loop 303 to Dysart Road)
¢ Interim median plans -
* Right-of-way strip map

The project team consists of the following URS personnel:

* Dave French — Project Principal

* Roger Miles — Task Manager

* Conrad Scott — Roadway

* Marshall Riegel — Utility Coordination/Geotechnical Coordination
* Dave Schaub - Drainage

 Debra Duerr — Environmental/Public Involvement
* Rick Ensdorff — Traffic |
* Russ Stuart - Structures

* Rob Pecha - Right-of-Way Strip Map/Survey

In addition, Mike Heaton of Projéct Engineering Consultants will lead coordination efforts with
irrigation.

The URS contract with the City of Glendale concludes in June of 2006. It is anticipated that
MCDOT will manage the design and construction of the interim/initial construction beginning in

2006 and that the interim/initial roadway will be open to traffic in 2009 from Loop 303 to Dysart
Road. '

Utilities: The utility companies in attendance were asked to avoid planning new facilities for the

- Northemn Parkway corridor. Virtually all utility companies within the existing right-of-way at the
locations of the grade-separated structures will need to relocate their facilities along the future
connector roadways. It is very important for the success of the project that URS obtain existing
utility facility locations and relocation requirements. :

Agency Comments: Each agency in attendance was asked fo tell the group how- the project
impacts their agency or company and identify any issues, concerns, or suggestions they may have
for the project : '

1. ADOT: The project will impact ADOT at Grand Avenue (US 60), Loop 101, and Loop
~ 303. The funding split between ADOT and the local agencies needs to be worked out at
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each of these locations. ADOT has improvements planned for Loop 101 including HOV
lanes, additional through lanes, and auxiliary lanes. Northern Parkway improvements
will require the replacement of the existing Loop 101 bridge structure at Northemn
2. Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC): Northern Parkway crosses the
Agua Fria River and the New River. The new Agua Fria River Bridge design and
widening of the New River Bridge will require FCDMC coordination. There are cost
share opportunities with FCDMC. These opportunities need to be discussed as soon as

~ possible.
3. Luke AFB: Northem Parkway in its current location will not impact the activities at

Luke.

4. FHWA: Since there is federal funding on the project, the project needs to be designed
and constructed to NEPA Guidelines. Sharon Gordon will be the FHWA coordinator
assigned to this project. ’

5. City of Phoenix Aviation: Owns property near Luke AFB that the proposed alignment
goes through. Additional coordination is required. :

6. Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS): NRCS is an agency of the United
States Department of Agriculture that assists landowners to conserve, maintain, and
improve natural resources and environment. They have a particular interest on this
project in “prime and unique farmland” that Northern Parkway will traverse and how the
project will affect agricultural irrigation, topography, and irrigation tailwater recovery
systems. ’

7. Maricopa County Farm Bureau: The farmers along Northern Parkway are members of
the Maricopa County Farm Bureau. The farm bureau assist farmers with issues such as
access especially when one farmer has operations on both sides of the road. The Farm
Bureau would like to be involved in discussions with farmers. Some current farming
operations around Luke AFB may be around for many years to come.

8. APS: APS has facilities along Northern Parkway west of Loop 101. Mr. Garza said that
he would coordinate with APS planners to try and avoid placing new APS facilities in the
existing Northemn Avenue corridor.

9. El Paso Natural Gas: EPNG maintains a 20-inch high-pressure gas line that crosses
Northern Avenue near 109™ Avenue. At 109" Avenue and Northemn Avenue a 16-inch
high-pressure gas line heads east along Northern Avenue to 75™ Avenue where it heads
northeast into the SRP Agua Fria Generating Station. At the junction of the 20-inch and
16-inch lines is a facility called a “pig launcher” that is mandated by federal requirements.
The current DCR plans indicate the “pig launcher” is in conflict with the proposed
Northern Parkway improvements. It will be very difficult to relocate this facility and the
16-inch gas line. The relocation of the “pig launcher” may cost about $ 1 million. Mr.
Neely said that EPNG has prior rights for the 20-inch line and the 16-inch line from 109™
Avenue to 99" Avenue. Further discussions are necessary.

 10.SRP Power: SRP has overhead and underground power facilities along Northern
Avenue from Loop 101 to Grand Avenue. Much of the overhead power is 69k V.
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11. Qwest: Qwest has both buried cable an overhead lines along Northern Avenue. Mr.
Floyd indicated that he would meet with their planning department so that planning for
future facilities can avoid the Northern Parkway corridor.

iZ2.5W Gas: SW Gas has facilities along Northern Avenue. There is a 6-inch line along
Litchfield Road that will be upgraded within 5-years. Near Northemn Avenue and 75"
Avenue, there is connection to the 16-inch EPNG line that provides municipal natural gas
to residents and businesses in the Glendale area. SW Gas provided facility maps to URS
and would welcome further discussions and coordination.

13. Amerigas: Amerigas is located on Olive Avenue near the Bullard Avenue alignment.
Propane gas is unloaded from railcars and piped east along Olive Avenue to Dysart Road.
At Dysart Road, the 6-inch pipeline heads south along Dysart Road and crosses Northem
Avenue to a storage facility near Dysart Road and Glendale Avenue. The pipeline is
approximately 4 feet deep.

14. City of Peoria: Peoria is concerned about changes in the traffic patterns caused by the
Northern Parkway concept of no left-turns. These. changes may impact neighborhoods.
Cut-through traffic in neighborhoods may be a problem. In addition, the impact on
existing and future business developments by the restricted access planned for the
corridor is a concern especially at Northern Avenue and Loop 101. Business
development opportunities along Loop 101 are important to the City.

15. City of Peoria Water and Sewer: The City is currently designing sewer improvements
in the vicinity of Northern Avenue and 99™ Avenue.- The improvements are to be
constructed between FY 2007 to 2009.

16. MCDOT: MCDOT will be the lead agency for Northemn Parkway during final design
and construction. Mr. Hahn said that MCDOT would work with the public to ensure the
best interest of the public is accornmodated.

17. City of Glendale: There is a proposed water reclamation plant near Grand A venue north
of Northern Avenue and west of Grand Avenue. This new plant may have utility impacts
along Northern.

18. Cox Communications: Cox is planning a new fiber optic feed to Luke AFB that may
impact Northern Parkway. They will coordinate with the project team.

Attendees
" Project File
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Agency Scoping Meeting
Date: _February 17, 2005 Time: 3:00 pm Location: Glendale City Hall Room B3

Attend .Lﬂltf /] ' Name Representlhg Telephone No. E-mall Acidress
' " | Steve.Beasley ADOT - VPM (802) 7127645 | sbeasley@azdot.gov |

John Dickson ADOT - Local (602) 712-8683 jdickson @ azdot.gov

Government Section
i Pete Eno ADOT - ROW (602) 712-7348 - peno@dot.state.az.us
Alisa Sauvageot ADOT - Loéal (602) 712-7137 asauvageot@azdot.gov

Government Section

Patrick Wolt Aztec Engineering (602) 454-0402 pwolf @aztec.us

Sharon Antes Chty of El Mirage (623) 876-2970 santes @cityofelmirage.org

B.J. Cornwall City of El Mirage (623) 876-2940 bjcornwail @cityofelm!rage.org

JoAnne Garrett City of EI Mirage (623) 876-2943 jgarrett@cityofelmirage.org

| Henry Alcerez Clty of Glendale halcerez@glendaleaz.com

Dan Dragonett| City of Glendale ddragonetti @ glendaleaz.com

Dustin Ensminger City of Glendale densminger @ glendale.com:

Mark Gibson City of Glendale (623) 930-3626 |

Terry Johnson City.of Glendale - (623) 930-2439 tiohnson @ glendaleaz.com
Transportation A '

Rob Knightan Clty of Glendale - (623) 930-3632 'rknighten@glendaleaz.com
Engineering

Horatio Skeete

Clty of Glendale - Deputy
City Manager

(623) 930-2254

hskeete @glendaleaz.com
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Attendance Sign-In Sheet
Agency Scoping Meeting
Date: February 17, 2005 Time: _3:00 pm Location: Glendale Cify Hall Room B3
Attend_ (Initial) Name Representing Telephone No. E-mail Address
| Jetf Walker City of Glendale jwalker @ glendaleaz,com
Bill Elfritz } | City of Peoria bille @ peoriaaz.com
David Moody City of Peoria (623) 773-7215 Davem @peoriaaz.com
James.Shano City of Peoria (623) 773-7286 jims @peoriaaz.com
)

City of Phoenix - Aviation

602) 273-3454

Richard.Russell@ phoenix.gov

Suzanne Holzer

Cox Communications

(
(823) 328-3522

Suzanne.holzer@cox.oom

'Brad Eychner, Capt,

(623) 856-7341

_  Ron Brown. EPNG Ronnle.brown @ elpaso.com
- P John McNeely EPNG (602) 438-4214 | John.mcneely @ elpaso.corn
- Sharon Gordon FHWA (602) 379-3645 Sharon.Gordon @fhwa.dot.gov
Bill Vachon FHWA (602) 379-3645x118 | William.Vachon@ fhwa.dot.gov
Greg Jones FCDMC ‘ (602) 506-5537 | glj@ mail.maricopa.gov
Luke AFB - ATC

Brad.eychner@luke.af.mil

Zane Hoit

Luke AFB — CES

(623) 856-7634

Zane.hoit@luke.af.mil

Sean Hook, 2Lt

| Luke AFB - ATC

623) 856-7342

- ( Sean.hook @luke.af.mil

!_ Rusty Mitchell Luke AFB (623) 856-6169 | Rusty.Mitchell@Iuke.af mil
Rod Rogers Luke AFB - Com (623) 856-5777 rod.rogers @luke.af.mil
Denise Watz Luke AFB (623) 856-7010 | denise.watz @ luke.af.mil
Danlel Wilbumn Luke AFB (623) 856-8020

danlel.wilburn @luke.af.mil
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Agency Scoping Meeting
Date: F-e_blfu_ary 17, 2005 Time: 3:00 pm Location: Glendale City Hal‘l Room B3
Attend (Initlal) Name Representing Telephone No. E-mall Aidress

Danisl Winkelmann Luke AFB (623) 856-6244 - daniel.winkelmann @ osan.af.mil

A MCDOT (602) 506-4614 | billhahn @mail.maricopa.cioy
Nicolaas Swart MCDOT (602) 506-0599 nicolaasswart@mail.mar-ic:opa.gov
Jeannette Fish ~Maricopa County Farm metb@msn.com

Bureau S
Kurt Readus Natural Resource Kurt.readus @ az.usda.gov
Conservation Service ,

Ronald Floyd Qwest (602) 630-1392 riflovd @ qwest.com
Steve Leslie SRP (602) 236-0424 sdleslie @srpnet.com
Bill Mauer SRP bimauer@srpnet.com
Fom Jintasawany SW Gas pomjintasawany @ swgas.com

‘ Debra Duerr URS - Environmental (602) 648-2421 Debré,duerr@ urscorp.com
Rick Ensdorff URS - Traffic (602) 861-2401 Rick_ensdort@ urscorp.com
Dave French URS (602) 648-2475 Dave_French @urscorp.com
Roger Miles URS (602) 623-2328 roger_miles @ urscorp.com
Mike Park URS - Landscape (602) 648-2325 Mike_park@urscorp.com
Marshall Riegel URS - Utlllﬁes (602) 648-2347 Marshall-riegel.urscorp.corn
Dave Schaub URS - Drainage (602) 623-2345 Dave_schaub@urscorp.com
Conrad_Scott URS - Roadway (602) 861-7410 Conrad.scott@ urscorp.com
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Location: _Glendale City Hall Room B3

Attend (Initlal) » Name » Representing Telephone No. E-mall Address
X George Eversole USACE (602) 640-20165(260 George.h.eversole @usacs,af.mil
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Public Scopin

ATTENDEES:
55 Citizqns

Federal Highway Administration:
Sharon Gordon
Arizona Department of Transportation:
Joseph D'Onofrio
Maria Deeb-Roberge
City of Glendale:
Terry Johnson
Allan Grover
Mary Ann Lavine
- City of Peoria:
David Moody
Councilman Carlo Leone
Vice Mayor Pat Dennis
Maricopa County:
Bill Hahn
Clem Ligocki
URS:
David French
Roger Miles
Conrad Scott
Marshall Riegel
Debra Duerr
David Hedlund
Juan Soto
Shannon Moloney

MEETING NOTES:

This public open house served as the public scoping meeting for preparation of an
Environmental Assessment (EA) in conformance with the National Environmental
Policy Act for the Northem Parkway 30% Pians & DCR - Loop 303 to 67" Avenue
Project, under the direction of the Federal Highway Administration as lead federal
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agency and the Arizona Department of Transportation. The open house was held on
June 1, 2005 between 4:00 and 8:00 PM at Desert Spirit School. Approximately 55
citizens attended the meeting. Information about project history and status was
provided on & one-on-one basis by studiy team members, and attendees were asked io
complete a comment form if they desired; 26 comment forms were received. All but
one person identified themselves as residents and/or property owners in the area, who
learned about the meeting from the fiyer mailed or delivered to their homes.
Through discussions with citizens and information provided on 26 comment forms, it
appears that the major general issues and concemns of the public who attended are as
follows: : )

‘ o Restriction of access to adjacent neighborhoods (many concerns expressed

about the area between 107" and 111" Avenues)
Altered traffic pattemns and associated inconvenience within neighborhoods as a

o

- result of modified access to and from Northemn Parkway

a Lack of provision for pedestrian and bicycle travel and access

a Increased truck traffic

a Public safety concems associated the above topics

a Increased traffic noise

a Physical effects on adjacent properties from vibration (construction and traffic)

a Degradation of air quality

0 Decrease in property values

o Negative effects on quality of life from proximity of this type of roadway to
residential areas :

0 Increased transit should be evaluated as an alternative to roadway

improvements.
0 An altemative using Glendale Avenue (particularly between El Mirage Road and

gg* Avenue) should be evaluated.

Landscaping, trash, water runoff, odor/exhaust fumes, and environmental
contamination were also mentioned as concemns by individuals.

People who submitied comment forms wefe split about the need for the project, with
about half indicating that a high-capacity east-west road connecting Loop 303, Loop
101 and Grand Avenue is needed and half saying such a facility is not needed.

developments. The others expressed concems about limiting access to adjacent
development or suggested other ideas such as use of transit.

When asked about specific possible design features albng the existing Northemn
Avenue segment, most people favored a 45 mph speed limit and overpasses at major -
intersections. All but three respondents were opposed to a no-left-turn concept.
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People's opinions were mixed about raised landscaped medians, limited traffic signals,
and restricted bicycle travel. Regarding potential design features of the new alignment
from Sarival to Dysart Road, mixed opinions were expressed about 50 mph speed limit,
aCCess Conusi, median barrier, no sidewaik, and paved shouiders.

A number of specific questions, concems , and suggestions were made by the public
which will be documented in a scoping report for the project and addressed through
further engineering and environmental studies. :
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LEGAL NOTICE

FOR PUBLICATION ON MAY 18, 2005

PUBLIC MEETING

PROPOSED NORTHERN PARKWAY

Purpose of the meeting is to discuss public concerns and suggestions about improving
Northern Avenue to connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue to handle future
traffic volume. Participating agencies include: City of Glendale, City of Peoria, City of El
Mirage, Maricopa County Department of Transportation, Federal Highway
Administration, and Arizona Department of Transportation. Public input will be
considered in the design and environmental studies for this project.

Please join us:

Wednesday, June 1, 2005

Desert Spirit Elementary School

7355 West Orangewood, Glendale, Arizona
Come any time between 4:00-8:00 PM

FOR INFORMATION ON THIS NEWS RELEASE, CONTACT:

Kim Bidle

URS Corporation

Direct line: (602) 861-7432.

Fax: (602) 371-1615

E-mail: kim_bidle@urscorp.com






NEWS RELEASE

FOR PUBLICATION WEEK OF May 16, 2005

Federal Highway Administration, City of Glendale, and Arizona
Department of Transportation invite youto a

COMMUNITY OPEN HOUSE

PROPOSED NORTHERN PARKWAY

Purpose of the meeting is to discuss public concerns and suggestions about improving
Northern Avenue to handle future traffic volume. Public input will be considered in the
design and environmental studies for this project.

Please join us:

Wednesday, June 1, 2005

Desert Spirit Elementary School

7355 West Orangewood, Glendale, Arizona
Come any time between 4:00 and 8:00 PM

FOR INFORMATION ON THIS NEWS RELEASE, CONTACT:
Kim Bidle

URS Corporation

Direct line: (602) 861-7432

Fax: (602) 371-1615 _

E-mail: kim_bidle@urscorp.com






Northern Parkway EA
Public Notice Announcements

May 2005
Newspaper Confirmed Affidavit of Cost
Publication Publication
Date
Arizona 5/18/05 Requested $406.58
Republic (legal 5/16/05
notice section)
Glendale Star | 5/26/05 Requested $21.26
5/17/05
Peoria Times 5/27/05 Requested Included in cost
5/17/05 above
#JR from this
publication called
today 5/31/05 to
say that they
dropped the ball
and did not get the
announcemeit in
this publication.
We will only be
charged for the
Glendale Star.
Surprise Today | 5/25/05 Requested $268.57
5/17/05
Daily News 5/28/05 Requested Included in cost -
Sun 5/17/05 above
Northwest 5/27/05 Requested Included in cost
Valley 5/17/05 above
Prensa Hispana: | 5/25/05 Requested $268.81
(valley wide) 5/18/05 "
Flyers And Door Hangers
BC Graphics 5/19/05 N/A ~$1,164.19
(Print and mail) '
Freedom 5/18/05 N/A ~$837.75*
Marketing
'| (Print and
deliver)
TOTAL COST $2967.16

*We will be billed for the exact amount based on the number of door hangers delivered.

P:\City_of Glendale\NorthernDCR30\EA \Public & Agency
Consnltaﬁon\Scoping\Newspapers\NewspaperﬂConﬁmmﬁons_mayOS.doc





[Insert Date]

Subject:  Publi¢ Scoping Meeting
Northern Parkway Design Concept Report and Environmental Documentation
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We are writing to invite you to attend the next in a series of public informational meetings {fGpenR
) about proposed improvements to Northem Avenue. The meeting will be held on:

Wednesday, June 1, 2005 from »
5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. (BEHHHG I pEAHETE
Desert Spirit Elementary School
7355 West Orangewood, Glendale

The last public meeting for this project was held in July 2003. Progress has been made on designing the
new parkway since that time, and the City of Glendale and other participating agencies are ready to begin
environmental studies that will examine the effects of the project on neighborhoods and natural resources.
The environmental assessment will be conducted under the guidance of the Arizona Department of
Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration, since federal funds are likely to be used for the
proposed improvements. This meeting will be a public scoping meeting to learn about your ideas,
concerns, and suggestions for things that need to be looked at during the environmental process, which
will be conducted over the next year.

The City of Glendale is proposing to upgrade 12.5 miles of Northern Avenue between Grand Avenue us
60) and the Estrella Freeway (SR 303L). The western portion of the project, from Dysart Road to the
Loop 303, would be located on a new alignment %2 mile north of Northern Avenue. The Northern
Parkway would provide a mich-needed higher speed, higher-capacity east-west route in the central
portion of the West Valley where no freeways are planned. The alignment is in or adjacent to the cities of
Glendale, Peoria, and El Mirage. The proposed Northern Parkway would be a 6-lane, 45 mile-per-hour
roadway connecting directly with Grand Avenue and the Loop 303. The new roadway will be elevated
OVer major cross streets, eliminating several traffic signals and limiting access into adjacent areas.
Additional right-of-way will be needed ini various locations.

The Northern Parkway is an important project to the region. We need your ideas and thoughts on
preliminary engineering concepts and environmental concerns, so these can be addressed in upcoming
~ studies. We look forward to talking with you on June 1. If you need more information, please call

Sincerely,

Terry Johnson, Transportation Planning Manager
City of Glendale

P:X\City_of_Glendale\NorthernDCR30\EA \Public & Agency Consultation\Scoping\Newsletter & Flyer\Scoping
Invitation-landowners.doc





You are Invited to a Community Open House

For the Proposed

NORTHERN PARKWAY NOR

Design and Environmental Studies

0 When: (Wednesday, June 1, 2005
O Time: O Come any time between 4:00 and 8:00 PM

[0 Where: [Desert Spirit Elementary School

(V355 West Orangewood, Glendale, Arizona
a

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?
A high capacity arterial roadway with overpasses at major intersections that would
connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below).

PURPOSE OF MEETING:
To discuss your concerns and suggestions about Northern Parkway. These concerns
will be included in the design and environmental studies for this project.

FUNDING AND SCHEDULE:

Northern Parkway was included in Proposition 400 that was passed by the voters of
Maricopa County in November 2004, including local funding. This project would be
constructed in three phases. First, construction would start at Sarival to Dysart in 3 to
4 years, while the remaining phases would be constructed between 2015 and 2025.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URS Corporation:

Debra Duerr, Environmental Project Manager; (602) 648-242 |
Roger Miles, Design Project Manager, (602) 648-2328
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[0 Transportation

B[ Maricopa Association
O of Governments
®[Flood Control District
O of Maricopa County
B[Arizona Department
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Northern Parkway Public Informational Open House
December 8, 2005

STAFF NOTES

GENERAL SUMMARY

The fourth public meeting for the Northern Parkway Project was held at Desert Spirit Elementary
School from 4:30 to 8:00 PM on Thursday, December 8, 2005. The main purpose of the open
house was to update interested public on modifications and additions to the design concepts
that have occurred since the public scoping meeting on June 1.

The room was organized by station, each focusing on a geographic segment of the corridor.
There was also a station outlining general information about the whole project, including project
participants, history, schedule, and environmental process. Attendees were asked to complete
comment forms, either at the meeting or by mailing them to URS afterward; 31 comment forms
and one letter were returned at the meeting. Three additional comment forms were received in
the mail. A summary of comments received, both verbally by staff members and through the
comment forms, is provided below.

Approximately 63 members of the public attended the meeting. Based on addresses provided
on the sign-in sheets, approximately 31 attendees resided within the 115" to 103" Avenue area.
Organizations represented included City of Glendale, City of Peoria, MCDOT, FHWA, Maricopa
Association of Governments, and Sun City HOA. A list of staff and project partner attendees is
included with this summary. A Spanish-speaking staff person was also available for translation,
as needed.

VERBAL COMMENT SUMMARY

Questions, Issues, and Concerns

Alignments

* Quite a few people said that the southern alignment should be studied further.

* Many commented that Glendale Avenue would be a better choice because of the lack of
development west of Loop 101.

* A suggestion was made to use Butler Avenue as an alternative alignment for the entire
corridor.

* Some comments were received indicating alignment should be on the north side of Northern
Avenue between El Mirage Road and the Agua Fria River to impact fewer businesses.

Design & Options

* One person suggested a pedestrian overpass at 111" Avenue.

*  Will the new sidewalk between 103" and 107" be taken?

» Some felt that Option 2 (overpass at 107" Avenue with ‘jughandles”) was too complicated in
relation to neighborhood access north of Northern Parkway (between 107" and 103),

e At Station 4 (115" to 103" Avenue), approximately an equal number of people preferred
Option 1 (signals) as Option 2 (overpasses).

» Some people expressed concerns about the 8-lane section between 111" and 107" Avenue
being too wide.

¥ B





¢ One resident was concerned about the speed of traffic on the new eastbound Northern
Parkway (at 107" Avenue). She requested an acceleration lane for the traffic turning from
the 107" Avenue connector loop (jughandle) to the eastbound lanes. This should provide
enough distance for the entering traffic to merge smoothly with the eastbound traffic. She
also asked for a deceleration lane to provide easier access to the southbound connector
loop (jughandle) at 107" Avenue.

» No one favored the half interchange at 91* Avenue (Option 2, 103" to 91% Avenue).

Access

e One person did not like having to go west and then do a u-turn to go east for Option 1
between 115" and 103™ Avenue.

» One person suggested a “Texas u-turn” be provided at grade separation structures to
facilitate u-turn movements on the east end of the project.

¢ Concern about limits on access into 103" area due to safety and inconvenience (Country
Meadows Unit 4).

e Concerns about limits on access into 111" Avenue area (Suncliff 5). (These peopie had
attended the Suncliff 5 neighborhood meeting held on December 5.)

» One person suggested connecting 107" Avenue with Glen Harbor Boulevard to provide an
alternative access route for Country Meadows residents south of Northern Avenue.

e Access for residents and business owners between 103™ Avenue and 91% Avenue was a
concern, but many seemed happy with the concepts shown.

Other Issues

e Many people mentioned safety concerns about both current and future access to and from
Northern, with fast-moving traffic and many trucks.

* Many people were concerned with high speeds on the parkway and expressed skepticism
about measures to control speed.

e Some specific safety concerns were mentioned regarding school children or handicapped
residents having to cross Northern Avenue.

e Golf cart access was also mentioned as a safety concern.

The roadway was mentioned as a barrier to school busses that take children to school to the
north of the parkway.

* Question was received about annexation issue between cities of Glendale and El Mirage,
pertaining to western portion of the study area.

e Concern about trash from people attending sports events at the sports complex (beer cans,
etc.)

e Many people had concerns about noise and how their homes would be protected from noise
impacts, some specifically requested noise barriers and rubberized asphalt.

* Many people had concerns about house values decreasing after construction is complete.

» Concerns about initial construction dates and enduring construction were expressed.

* One property owner had concerns that his building permit for a planned strip mall would not
be approved by the City of Glendale due to this future roadway. (Although the address he
provided on the sign-in sheet is not his property address, a search through the Assessor
website indicates he is likely referring to property on the south side of Northern Avenue east
of El Mirage Road, Parcel # 501-54-008-J.)

Acquisition Concerns

e The owner of Parcel # 501-42-028 expressed concern about impacts to his property. The
proposed concept shows that a narrow sliver of his parcel is required for the roadway. It was
explained that the right-of-way and roadway were laid out with the intent of not impacting the






properties on the north side of the parkway. Since the layout was prepared, more accurate
property information was obtained. The roadway and right-of-way will be adjusted so that no
right-of-way will be required from Mr. Champagne’s parcel. Mr. Champagne uses a portion
of property south of his property for horse training. This south property is identified for
acquisition in its entirety per the current plans. Access to the property will not change from
the current access, which is from Olive Avenue to 143" Avenue to Butler Drive, parallel to
Northern Parkway. Butler Drive, which is a dirt road, will be separated from the parkway by a
new drainage channel and new fence or wall. Noise impacts from the parkway in 2030 will
also be evaluated.

¢ The owner of Parcel 501-42-025M attended the meeting; the entire parcel will be required
for the parkway. He is a very willing seller; however, he would like to sell sooner rather than
later. He was informed that the acquisition would probably occur in about 2008 unless he
demonstrated a financial hardship, in which case an advanced acquisition may be possible.

e Residents on the 91% Avenue to 71% Avenue segment (and other segments) were
concerned with right-of-way and property acquisition.

e One business owner was concerned with displacement, but seemed to be somewhat
mollified by the anticipated road widening date (2020 to 2025).

» A resident who operates a business out of her home east of 83™ Avenue wants the roadway
to be moved to the north past her property to avoid a take.

e A number of other landowners want to be purchased.

COMMENT FORM SUMMARY

General

= Nearly all of the comment forms were returned by residents in the area (24); a few
indicated they were property or business owners (12).

= 22 people heard about the meeting from the newsletter, while 6 people learned of the
meeting from the doorhanger, and 5 from the newspaper.

* ' Of those who responded to the question on project need, 12 people felt the project was
needed and 11 felt it was not. Some clarified that a high-capacity road is “too much,”
while others felt the area did not have the congestion or business to warrant such a
roadway.

= Make better use of vacant land to the south to avoid existing homes.

* One comment stated alternative modes of transportation should be considered first,
including carpooling, bus, train, and light rail.

* Access to homes in general was a concern, and u-turns (both the request for Texas u-
turns and opposition to requiring u-turns for access) were discussed.

= Several comments expressed concerns about speed and questioned the ability to
control it.

Alignments and Alternatives (General)
* About 18 comments stated strong support and preference for the Southern or
Glendale alignment.
= Afew comments stated the alignment should be moved to Olive.
= A few comments stated the focus should be on improvements to Grand Avenue
rather than this project. Other comments stated more generally that better existing
roads are needed so the Northern Parkway is not needed.






* Consider extending 107™ Avenue to Glen Harbor to increase access, especially
during construction of the parkway. (Other comments opposing this extension were
received for the 115" to 103™ Avenue segment.)

* Ramps and off-ramps between Loop 101 and 111" Avenue were requested to aid
right turn on and off the parkway.

* One commentor requested more one-way streets with reverse lanes to
accommodate traffic before the parkway is built.

* One comment suggested extending Northern Parkway to I-17 and the SR 51.

Sarival to Dysart

5 comments indicated residents were not in favor of that segment due to the desire to
use undeveloped areas and impacts to property (2 comments), a preference for the
southern route (2 comments), and a preference for using Olive (2 comments).

Two comments were in favor of this segment, stating it was open and non-intrusive, and
seemed to make sense.

Concern was expressed about the interim roadway, specifically regarding access to and
safety of the properties on the north side of Butler Drive.

Dysart to 115™ Avenue

2 comments were opposed to this segment due to a preference for the southern
alighment.

115" Avenue to 103 Avenue

4 comments preferred Option 2 (overpass at 107" and 115" Avenues) due to safety and
traffic flow.

7 comments preferred Option 1 (traffic signals at 111" and 107" Avenues) because they
like the left turn lanes and had concerns regarding the speed in Option 2 and lack of
acceleration/deceleration lanes.

5 comments stated they did not like either option.

Several commentors expressed concern about how people are supposed to enter the
expressway from a dead stop if speed will likely exceed 65 mph (most of these
comments were in association with opposition to Option 2. Design speed limit is 45
mph).

Concerns were expressed about the need for a pedestrian overpass, specifically for
children crossing to school. Pedestrians and bicyclists in general were also mentioned
as requiring an overpass in this segment.

Supﬁort was expressed for the alternative access out of Country Meadows Estates to
107" Avenue, as shown.

Requests were made for 107™ Avenue not to be opened up to Glendale Avenue to
prevent truck traffic being routed down this street and adjacent to the neighborhood.

Access to the park on 111" for pedestrians and bicyclists is a concern.

Suggestions were made to depress the parkway in this area.

Requests were made for turn lanes.

One resident had concerns about emergency vehicle access and if fire trucks could
make u-turns at the traffic signals at 107" Avenue and 111" Avenue (Option 1).

103" Avenue to 91% Avenue

3 comments preferred Option 1 (full traffic interchange at 91% Avenue) due to better

access.
3 comments preferred Option 2 (half traffic interchange at 91%') due to slower traffic and
better traffic flow.






= 3 comments were opposed to either option (due to impacts to quality of life and
challenging traffic and access to the Target area).

91° Avenue to 71° Avenue
= Six comments received liked the concept. Requests were made for a Texas u-turn and
the inclusion of stoplights to slow traffic.
= Concern was expressed regarding safe access to properties, from Northern Avenue.

71 Avenue to Grand Avenue
= Two supportive comments were received for this segment,
= One person questioned why the parkway wouldn’t extend to I-17.

Environmental Concerns

= Noise and air pollution concerns were mentioned numerous times (15 and 11 times,
respectively). Other concerns mentioned included property values, garbage, wildlife, and
views. Safety was mentioned several times in relation to specific segments, traffic
speeds, lack of stoplights, and pedestrian crossing.

= Two comments were received in which people expressed the desire to have been
notified about the project earlier or for more active citizen involvement (citizen’s advisory
group). ,

= Some comments stated that additional information should have been presented to the
public on noise, air pollution, landscaping, and truck limitations.

ACTION ITEMS

e D. Duerr - Call Pat Temes (resident) to coordinate date for neighborhood meeting for
Country Meadows Estates (working jointly with Mike Rogers)

e D. Duerr - Call Ron Parker to notify of neighborhood meeting for Country Meadows Unit 9
(working with Jennifer Racer on Unit 10 joint meeting). Also check mailing list to add him.

¢ D. Duerr - Call Kara Disotell at Kinney Management to set up neighborhood meeting for
Suncliff 3 & 4. Coordinate with Sara lilikaimen (resident) for notification.

¢ J. Soto — Email/distribute requested pdf files of boards to interested public

STAFF & PROJECT PARTNER ATTENDEES

URS

Roger Miles Juan Soto

Dan Stough Dave Hedlund

Sean Messner Lyndy Long

Roy Hookey Debra Duerr

Dana Wood

City of Glendale City of Peoria FHWA
Terry Johnson Dave Moody Sharon Gordon
Thomas Ritz Ken Davis
Maricopa County Maricopa Association of Governments

Bill Hahn : Eileen O’Connell

Roberta Crowe . Baloka Belezamo

Cheryl Toy Bob Hazlett






Loop 303 to Grand Avenue - Newsletter #4

For the Proposed

NORTHERN PARKWAY N

Design and Environmental Stu

dies

A Joint Project of the Cities of Glendale, Peoria, El Mirage, and Maricopa County

WHAT:  Community Open House for the Proposed
Northern Parkway —
Design & Environmental Studies

WHEN: Thursday, December 8,2005

TIME:  Come any time between 4:30 & 8:00 PM
WHERE: Desert Spirit Elementary School - Cafeteria
7355 West Orangewood
Glendale,AZ

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING

The purpose of the December 8 meeting is to update
people on additional traffic studies and alternative design
concepts that have been developed in response to
comments we heard from you at the June public
meeting, and from working with the agencies affected by
the parkway.

On June [,2005 a public scoping meeting was held at
Desert Spirit Elementary School to discuss the
proposed Northern Parkway project with neighbors and
interested members of the public. Comments we
received at the meeting are summarized on the back of
this newsletter

Northern Parkway would be a high capacity arterial
roadway, with overpasses at major intersections that

T

Peoria Ave.

Olive Ave.

Northern Ave.

Glendale Ave.

Bethany Home Rd.

I_Miragg

Northern Parkway

would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue
by expanding the existing Northern Avenue. The
redesigned roadway would have partial access control
to smooth traffic flows and improve safety. The Cities
of Glendale, Peoria and El Mirage and Maricopa County
jointly sponsor this project. It was included in
Proposition 400 that was passed by the voters of
Maricopa County in November 2004, including local
funding. The entire facility would be constructed in
phases over a 20-year period.

SUMMARY OF NEW ALTERNATIVES

To address local concerns as well as to improve traffic
flow and safety, several new design concepts have been
developed for portions of Northern Parkway. These
concepts include features like more neighborhood
access routes, fewer traffic signals, additional overpasses,
frontage roads in some locations, and ways of
separating local traffic from regional traffic. Alternative
alignments to Northern Avenue were also examined to
see if they would be feasible, but are not being
proposed for further study.

We would like to discuss these changes and updates of
the Northern Parkway project with the neighborhoods
and other interested parties to help us select which
alternatives to study in more depth. Your input is critical
to this decision.
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NORTHERN
VoI KT0RY

A Joint Project of the Cities of Glendale, Peoria, El Mirage, and Maricopa County

MAJOR PUBLIC ISSUES FROM SCOPING m Degradation of air quality
Here are the main suggestions and concerns we m Decrease in property values
heard from you during the June | meeting: m Negative effects on quality of life to adjacent
m Restriction of access to adjacent neighborhoods residential areas

(many concerns expressed about the area between m Should look at alternative alignments to

[07th and [ | Ith Avenues) Northern Avenue.
m Altered trdffic patterns within neighborhoods m Increased transit should be evaluated as an

because of modified access to and from alternative to improving roads.

Northern Parkway m free-flow traffic on the new roadway will help
m Lack of provision for pedestrian and bicycle travel commuters.

and access These issues will be addressed during the project
m Increased truck traffic environmental studies, and through the design of the
m Public safety concerns roadway, as possible, while meeting the regional
m Increased traffic noise transportation goals of the project.

Please plan to attend the next public open house to review the options for Northern Parkway:

Thursday, December 8, 2005
4:30 to 8:00 PM
Desert Spirit Elementary School - Cafeteria
7355 West Orangewood
Glendale,AZ

FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordinator, URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421 « debra_duerr@urscorp.com

Si usted quisiera hablar con alguien en Espafiol, llame por favor:
Jaun Soto, URS Corporation « (602) 648-2359

The study team is available to talk with neighborhoods, businesses, and organizations. Your comments and ideas are welcome at any time. Call Debra Duerr at (602) 648-2421 to set up a meeting.






Northern Parkway Project
Neighborhood Meetings Summary

Neighborhood Meetings Summary
Northern Parkway DCR/EA
for CTOC - May 4, 2006

Purpose:

Several public meetings have been held to update citizens on the progress of the
Northern Parkway project over the past three years. The most recent of these were in
June and December 2005. To supplement these meetings, the project sponsors
wanted to obtain a broader level of public input and ideas, and to gain better insight into
public preferences for the local design options being studied, by talking with residents of
the neighborhoods adjacent to Northern Avenue.

Approach:

All adjacent neighborhoods were contacted to determine their interest in meeting with
project team representatives. Meetings were held with 10 neighborhoods over a period
of several months, as their schedules permitted. Some of these meetings were
discussions with the homeowner associations at their regularly-scheduled meetings and
others were special events set up to discuss this project.

For each neighborhood meeting, fliers were distributed to all residents via mailing lists
provided by the property managers or through doorhangers distributed by volunteer
residents. An example flyer is attached.

At each meeting, project representatives provided detailed descriptions of the Northern
Parkway design concepts under consideration, and discussed with residents how these
might affect the neighborhood. The environmental assessment process, and project
implementation process and schedule, were also presented. Where relevant, residents
were asked if they preferred one design option over another. These meetings provided
an excellent opportunity for learning more about residents’ concerns and suggestions,
as well as ensuring that a wider range of potentially affected people are aware of the
proposed project.

Neighborhoods:
The neighborhoods with whom we met are:

Country Meadows Estates (Peoria) - January 21, 2006

Country Meadows Condos Unit 2 (Maricopa County) - February 20, 2006

Country Meadows Units 4 & 4A, combined (Peoria) - January 14, 2006

Country Meadows Units 9 & 10, combined (Maricopa County) - February 11, 2006
Meadowood (Peoria) - November 19, 2006

Suncliff 4 (Peoria) - March 6, 2006

Suncliff 5 (Peoria) - December 5, 2005

Rovey Farm Estates North (Glendale) - March 23, 2006






Northern Parkway Project
Neighborhood Meetings Summary

A discussion was also held with the Coalition of Arizona Bicyclists at a meeting of that
group on November 21, 2005.

Neighborhoods for which we were not able to arrange meetings are Summersett
Village, Country Meadows Townhouses Unit 1, and Country Meadows Unit 3.

Citizen Comments, Concerns, Suggestions:

1.

No consensus on design options for 107" to 111" - The options include
either two traffic signals or an overpass “jughandle” to provide better access to
and from the neighborhoods to compensate for loss of left turns at several
locations. While many people think the signals would improve access, many feel
they could increase accident potential and noise.

School-childrens’ safety - In the area between 103 and 111" many children
live on the south side of Northern and attend school on the north side. Their
ability to cross Northern Parkway safely is a concern to many parents. People
suggested that a safer situation is needed even in the absence of Northern
Parkway improvements, and this issue should be looked at by the City of Peoria.
Neighborhood access restrictions - Most residents were unhappy about
losing the unrestricted access they have today. People feel it will be
inconvenient to have to use alternate access points at major intersections rather
than the local street closest to them. Some suggested that making U-turns to
return to their streets could be a safety hazard. Some neighborhoods suggested
constructing additional access points at new locations to provide alternate
ingress and egress, and several of these suggestions have been incorporated
into the project design concept.

Traffic speed - Many people pointed out that traffic travels at high speeds on
Northern Avenue today, and are concerned that speeds will increase on the
Parkway. Pedestrian safety (mentioned in 2. above) is a concern, as well as the
ability to make safe turns into/out of local access streets; deceleration lanes were
suggested to accommodate turns. People would like to know how speed will be
controlled on the Parkway.

Traffic noise and air quality - People asked how the project may increase
noise and air quality. They want to know if noise walls would be built; some are
concerned about such walls blocking the views from yards.

Property values and disclosure obligation - Some people are concerned
that the Parkway would decrease the value of their property. A few said that they
would probably move before the project is constructed in their area, and wonder
if they would be obligated to disclose information about the project when they
sell.

Bicycle accommodation - Some residents, as well as the Arizona Bicycle
Coalition,would like to see the project provide bike lanes and connections to
other bike routes. It was pointed out that there is no long-distance east-west bike
route in the area for commuters. .

Use an alternate route - Many of the residents suggested simply avoiding
impacts to their neighborhood by routing the Parkway along Glendale Avenue. A
few suggested alternatives such as Olive or Butler.

1th






You are Invited to a Neighborhood Discussion

Des:gn and Enwronmental Studies

Special Neighborhood Meeting about Northern Parkway Concept
ALL RESIDENTS OF MEADOWOOD ARE INVITED TO JOIN US!

WHEN: Saturday, November 19, 2005
TIME: 10:00 AM
WHERE: At the mailboxes off of Loma Lmda

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?
Q A high-capacity arterial roadway with overpasses as major intersections
Q Would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below)
O Funding approved by voters as part of Proposition 400 in November 2004

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING
a To update you on new design concepts for Northern Parkway developed since the public scoping

meeting on June 1, 2005
O To talk with you about design concepts for Northern Parkway between 83" & 91% Avenues, as they

relate to Meadowood
Q To learn more about your ideas or concerns - Your input is critical to this decision.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordmator URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421 :

debra_duerr @urscorp.com

GENERAL PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE ALSO SCHEDULED
If you are not able to come to your neighborhood meeting, please plan on attending the general public open house to be held on
Thursday, December 8 at Desert Spirit Elementary School, 7355 W. Orangewood. Come any time between 4:30 and 8:00 PM.
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Special Neighborhood Meeting' about Northern Parkway Concept
ALL RESIDENTS OF SUNCLIFF 5 ARE INVITED TO JOIN US!

WHEN: Monday, December 5, 2005

TIME: 6:00 PM

WHERE: Country Meadows Country Club, 8411 N. 107" Avenue -
in the upstairs banquet room

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?
O A high-capacity arterial roadway with overpasses as major intersections
0 Would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below)
a Funding approved by voters as part of Proposition 400 in November 2004

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING
O To update you on new design concepts for portions of Northern Parkway developed since the public
scoping meeting on June 1, 2005
a To talk with you about design concepts for Northern Parkway between 107" and 111" Avenues, as they
relate to Suncliff Phase 5 access and other factors
a To learn more about your ideas or concerns - Your input is critical to this decision.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordinator, URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421

debra_duerr@urscorp.com

GENERAL PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE ALSO SCHEDULED
If you are not able to come to your neighborhood meeting, please plan on attending the general public open house to be held on
Thursday, December 8 at Desert Spirit Elementary School, 7355 W. Orangewood. Come any time between 4:30 and 8:00 PM.
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We Need Your Input!
Northern Parkway

SR Loop 303 to Grand Ave/US 60
Desigii aid Enviroiimeintal
Assessment

- The Maricopa County Department of
Transportation (MCDOT) urges you to attend a
very important Community Open House conducted
by the City of Glendale regarding design plans for
the future Northern Parkway between SR Loop 303
and Grand Avenue.

Northern Parkway, part of Glendale Onboard
Transportation Program approved by Glendale
voters in 2001and Prop 400, the recently passed
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), is a regional
east-west transportation corridor that will serve
five growing West Valley communities.

The Northern Parkway is being designed to
efficiently accommodate high traffic volumes with

A& Y A ¥ i / & d
MARICOPA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Community
Open House

4:30 p.m. to 8:00 pm.

Thursday
Decamhar 8 20053

AN alENe R W y e

Desert Spirit
Elementary School
Cafeteria

7355 W. Orangewood
Glendale, AZ

“For mor information

contact:

Roger Miles
URS Corporation

602-648-2328

Roger_Miles@
URSCorp.com

minimal traffic signals, intersection overpasses and entry/exit ramps at major
cross streets. The proposed six-eight lane parkway will follow existing
Northern Avenue from Grand Avenue to Dysart Road and then shift 1/2-mile
north to connect with SR Loop 303. Your input is a vital component of the

design phase.

Please stop by anytime between 4:30 p.m. and 8:00 p.m. to speak with
project team members. Maps and exhibits will be on display.

Reasonable accommodations may be made available for people with
disabilities with a minimum 72-hour notice. For more information on such
accommodations, contact Roberta Crowe at (602) 506-8003.

Si desea recibir esta informacion en Espafiol, favor llamar (480) 350-9288.
Con adviso de setenta y dos horas 0 mas, es posible obtener plans reasonables
para personas con discapacidades; lo mismo para representantes que hablan
Espafiol. Si quiere méas informacion, llamar (480) 350-9288.

District 4 Supervisor, Max Wilson
www.mcdot.maricopa.gov

The Right Systers The Right Time  The Right Cost






Comment Form - December 8, 2005

For the Proposed

NORTHERN PARKWAY

Public Open House

Please give us your comments. Return to the Sign-In table or mail to
Lyndy Long at URS Corporation, 7720 N. 16th Street, Suite 100, Phoenix, AZ 85020
by December 15, 2005.
Are you currently on the mailing list? O Yes U No

Please add me to the project mailing list. (note, we will require your mailing information below)

Name ) Address/City -

How did you hear about the meeting? (this helps us to know how best to provide project
information to interested members of the public)

U Flyer (mailed) U Doorhanger
O  Newspaper
O Other (please specify)

What is your interest in the project?

U Resident in the-area O Workin the area
O Property owner or farmer in the area QO Land developer
Q Business owner O Potential user of Northern Parkway

Station | - Do you think a high capacity flow east-west road is needed in this area to serve
future development and connect Loop 303, Loopl101, and Grand Avenue?

The displays at this open house are grouped by location along Northern Avenue. Please let us know
your thoughts about any or all of these segments by filling out the sections below.

Station 2 - Sarival Avenue to Dysart Road:
What do you think about the proposed concept?

Do you have suggestions for other alternative ideas?

Why?

Station 3 — Dysart Road to | 15* Avenue:
What do you think about the proposed concept?

Do you have suggestions for other alternative ideas?

Why!?






Comment Form - December 8, 2005

Station 4 — 115* Avenue to 103" Avenue: (There currently are 2 alternative options for this area.)

Do you have an option preference and if so, why? Please note any changes you would like to see in the options.

Q | prefer Option | Q | prefer Option 2

Station 5 — 103" Avenue to 91 Avenue: (There currently are 2 alternative options for this area.)

Do you have an option preference and if so why? Please note any changes you would like to see in the options.

U | prefer Option | Q | prefer Option 2

Station 6 — 91* Avenue to 71* Avenue:
What do you think about the proposed concept?

Do you have suggestions for other alternative ideas?

Why?

Station 7 - 71t Avenue to Grand Avenue:
What do you think about the proposed concept?

Do you have suggestions for other alternative ideas?

Why?

Are there any other alternatives (routing or design) we haven’t thought of or evaluated so far?

Do you have environmental concerns or issues you think should be addressed? (For a summary
of comments from the public scoping meeting held in June, please see the summary of issues
provided at Station 1.)

If there any other general comments you would like to provide please feel free to write them on the
blank sheet attached. Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts. :






You are Invited to a Neighborhood Discussion

Des:gn and Environmental Studres

Special Neighborhood Meeting about Northern Parkway Concept

ALL RESIDENTS OF COUNTRY MEADOWS UNITS 4 & 4A ARE INVITED TO
JOIN US!

WHEN: Saturday, January 14, 2006
TIME: 10:00 AM _
WHERE: Country Meadows Park (111" Avenue & Butler) — Large Ramada

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?
O A high-capacity arterial roadway with overpasses as major intersections
@ Would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below)
O Funding approved by voters as part of Proposition 400 in November 2004

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING
O To update you on new design concepts for portions of Northern Parkway developed since the public
scoping meeting on June 1, 2005
O To talk with you about design concepts for Northern Parkway that could affect your neighborhood
access and other factors
O To learn more about your ideas or concerns - Your input is critical to this decision.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordinator, URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421

debra_duerr@urscorp.com
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You are Invited to a Neighborhood Discussion

RTHERN PARKWAY

Design and Environmental Studies

Special Neighborhood Meeting about Northern Parkway Concept

ALL RESIDENTS OF COUNTRY MEADOWS ESTATES ARE INVITED TO
JOIN US!

WHEN: Saturday, January 21, 2006

TIME: 8:00 AM ‘

WHERE: Street Party on Manzanita, between 108" & 109" Avenues
BRING YOUR LAWN CHAIRS!

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?
Q- A high-capacity arterial roadway with overpasses as major intersections
Q Would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below)
Q Funding approved by voters as part of Proposition 400 in November 2004

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING

O To update you on new design concepts for portions of Northern Parkway developed since the public

scoping meeting on June 1, 2005
a To talk with you about design concepts for Northern Parkway that could affect Country Meadows

Estates access and other factors
Q To learn more about your ideas or concerns - Your input is critical to this decision.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordinator, URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421

debra_duerr@urscorp.com
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You are Invited to a Neighborhood Discussion

Design and Environmental Studies

ALL RESIDENTS OF COUNTRY MEADOWS UNITS 9’ & 10 ARE INVITED TO
JOIN US!

WHEN:  Saturday February 11, 2006

TIME: 10:00 a.m.

WHERE: The Ramada at the park located at the northwest corner of 109"
Avenue and Kaler Drive

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?
a A high-capacity east-west arterial roadway with overpasses as major intersections
O Would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below)
O Funding approved by voters as part of Proposition 400 in November 2004

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING

O To update you on several new design concepts for Northern Parkway, developed since the public

scoping meeting on June 1

O To present changes made in response to public concerns about neighborhood access

a To talk with neighborhood residents about these designs ideas

O To learn more about your ideas or concerns
To address local concerns about future car and pedestrian access several new design concepts have been
developed for the portion of Northern Parkway between 115™ and 103" Avenues. We would like to discuss
these with your neighborhood to help us select which alternatives to study in more depth. Your input is critical to
this decision.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordinator, URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421

debra_duerr@urscorp.com
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You are Invited to a Neighborhood Discussion

| Design and Environmental Studies

Special Neighborhood Meeting about Northern Parkway Concept
for Country Meadows Condominiums Unit 2

PROJECT REPRESENTATIVES WILL ATTEND YOUR HOA MEETING

WHEN: Monday, February 20, 2006
TIME: 7:00 PM - at your homeowners’ association meeting

WHERE: Menke Funeral Home, 12420 N. 103" Avenue at Grand
(second building behind the funeral home)

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?
O A high-capacity arterial roadway with overpasses as major intersections
O  Would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below)
a Funding approved by voters as part of Proposition 400 in November 2004

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING
Q To update you on new design concepts for portions of Northern Parkway developed since the public
scoping meeting on June 1, 2005
0 To talk with you about design concepts for Northern Parkway between 107™ and 111" Avenues, as they
relate to Country Meadows Condos access and other factors
0O To learn more about your ideas or concerns - Your input is critical to this decision.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:
Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordinator, URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421

debra_duerr@urscorp.com
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You are Invited to a Neighborhood Discussion

Des:gn and Enwronmental Studies

ALL RESIDENTS OF SUNCLIFF 4 ARE INVITED TO JOIN US!
Project Representatives Will Attend your March HOA Meeting

WHEN: Monday, March 06, 2006
TIME: 6:30 PM
WHERE: Arrowhead Shopping Center, Bridge Studio

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?
O A high-capacity arterial roadway with overpasses as major intersections (see rendering to the rlght)
0  Would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below)
a Funding approved by voters as part of Proposition 400 in November 2004

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING

0O To update you on several new design concepts for Northern Parkway, developed since the public

scoping meeting on June 1

O To present changes made in response to public concerns about neighborhood access

Q To talk with neighborhood residents about these designs ideas

Q To learn more about your ideas or concerns
To address local concerns about future car and pedestrian access, several new design concepts have been
developed for the portion of Northern Parkway between 115™ and 103™ Avenues. We would like to discuss
these with the neighborhoods to help us select which alternatives to study in more depth. Your input is critical to
this decision.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordinator, URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421

debra_duerr@urscorp.com
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You are Invited to a Neighborhood Discussion

Des:gn and Enwronmental Studies

Special Neigh_borhood Meeting for Rovey Farm Estates

WHEN: Thursday, March 23, 2006
TIME: 6:30 PM - at your homeowners’ association meeting
WHERE: Cotton Boll Elementary School, 8540 W. Butler Avenue

WHAT IS NORTHERN PARKWAY?

O A high-capacity arterial roadway with overpasses as major intersections (see rendering to the right)
Q Would connect Loop 303, Loop 101, and Grand Avenue (see map below)
O Funding approved by voters as part of Proposition 400 in November 2004

PURPOSE OF THE MEETING

a To update you on several new design concepts for Northern Parkway, developed since the public
scoping meeting on June 1

a To present changes made in response to public concerns about neighborhood access

a To talk with neighborhood residents about these designs ideas

a To learn more about your ideas or concerns
To address local concerns about future car and pedestnan access, several new design concepts have been
developed for the portion of Northern Parkway between 83" Avenue and Loop 101. We would like to discuss
these with the neighborhoods to help us select which alternatives to study in more depth. Your input is critical to

this decision.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Debra Duerr, Environmental Studies Coordinator, URS Corporation
(602) 648-2421

debra_duerr@urscorp.com
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AIR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND

26 May 2005

Mr. James R. Mitchell

Director, Community Initiatives Team
56th Fighter Wing

14185 West Falcon Street

Luke AFB AZ 85309-1629

Mr. Ed Beasley

City Manager, City of Glendale
City Hall 4th Floor, Suite 431
5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale AZ 85301-2599

Re: Northermn Parkway 30% Plans & DCR, SR 303L to 67th Avenue
Luke AFB letter dated 14 March 2005

Mr. Beasley

This letter supersedes our letter same subject dated 14 March 2005.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide additional comments for the Northern Parkway
30% Plans & DCR from the SR 303L to 67th Avenue. Northern Parkway will be located along
the existing Northern Avenue from Grand Avenue to Dysart Road. West of Dysart Road,
Northern Parkway will shift to the north, but to a new position being 250 feet south of the
original 1/2 mile north of Northern Avenue, from Litchfield Road to Loop 303. The meeting
concerned construction from Loop 303 to Dysart Road, to be completed by 2010. Plans call for
the coastruction of a Northern Parkway overpass of Litchfield Road. To avoid approach
problems with the Luke AFB Runways 21L and 21R; the recommended proposal was to paitially
depress Litchficld Road or Northemn Parkway approximately 10 feet with a maximum road
surface elevation of not more than 13 feet above natural ground elevation. Concrete barriers and
light poles would be above this elevation.

Luke AFB concurs with the overpass as recommended, with the following stipulations:

1. Improvements at the grade separation structurc including streetlights should: not exceed
30 feet above the existing patural ground io the area.

2. Light from the streetlights should be directed downward.

3. The intensity of the streetlights should be as low as feasible.





4. Structures (signs, lights) attached to the bridge, or any accouterments added in
conjupction to the bridge construction, inside the Accident Potential Zone (APZ)

should be frangible or breakaway type.

In addition, the 56th FW Communications Squadron just completed a Radio Frequency modeling
study concerning the potential impact on our Air Traffic Control and Landing System
(ATCALS). Two models were tested and both show that the impact is minimal. It should also be
noted that above ground utilities should be restricted in the APZ | areas.

If there arc any questions, please contact my Community Planner, Mr. Bob Dubsky, at
(623) 856-6195.

Sincerely

.i— N

JAMES R. MITCHELL

cc:
Colonel Randell S. Meyer, Vice Commander, 56th Fighter Wing

Colonel David L. Orr, 56th Fighter Wing :
Mr. Terry Johnson, Project Manager, 5800 West Glenn Drive. Suite 315, Glendale AZ 85301
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Job No. 23444098 )
Northern Parkway30% Plans & DCR
Loop 303 to Grand Avenue

Meeting Notes
Peoria Fire Department Meeting — January 31, 2006

ATTENDEES:

Howard Munding — City of Peoria Fire Department
Scott Ferguson — City of Peoria Fire Department
Robert McKibben — City of Peoria Fire Department
Larry Rooney — City of Peoria Fire Department
Roger Miles — URS Corp.

MEETING NOTES:
Mr. Miles presented an overview of the Northern Parkway project and phasing.

Neighborhood access between 115" Avenue and 103™ Avenue was discussed. Option 1 with the
traffic signals at 111" and 107™ Avenues was presented. The fire department representatives
expressed concerns about the accident potential at the signalized intersections and about the
capability of fire trucks making u-turns at the signalized intersections. The fire department said
that the geometric requirements for fire trucks should be consistent with WB-50 type trucks.
URS will model a WB-50 at the intersections and determine if this u-turn movement can be
made.

The signalized intersections at 107" and 111" Avenues would be removed under Option 2. 107"
Avenue would be elevated over the parkway and have “jughandle” type roadways both north and
south of the parkway that would connect Northern Parkway with 107" Avenue. Only right-in
and right-out movements would be allowed at the “jughandle” and parkway intersections. In
addition, a grade separated interchange at 115" Avenue would be provided in Option 2 to
accommodate u-turn movements that would have occurred at 111"™ Avenue in Option 1. The
Peoria fire department expressed preference for Option 2 due to the increased safety of
performing u-turns at 115™ Avenue and the good north-south mobility that the 107" Avenue
overpass provides.

cc:  Attendees
Bill Hahn, MCDOT
Terry Johnson, Glendale
Dave Moody, Peoria
Jerry Horacek, El Mirage
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Job No. 23444098 _
Northern Parkway30% Plans & DCR

Loop 303 to Grand Avenue

Meeting Notes
Glendale Fire Department Meeting — February 22, 2006

ATTENDEES:

Jim Higgins — Fire Chief, City of Glendale Fire Department
Greg Victor — City of Glendale Fire Department
Roger Miles — URS Corp.

MEETING NOTES:
Mr. Miles presented an overview of the Northemn Parkway project and phasing.

Neighborhood access between 115" Avenue and 103™ Avenue was discussed. Option 1 with the
traffic signals at 111™ and 107" Avenues was presented. The fire department representatives
expressed concerns about the accident potential at the signalized intersections and about the
capability of fire trucks making u-turns at the signalized intersections. City Standard Detail G-
954 depicts the City’s fire truck turning requirements.

The signalized intersections at 107" and 111" Avenues would be removed under Option 2. 107"
Avenue would be elevated over the parkway and have “jughandle” type roadways both north and
south of the parkway that would connect Northern Parkway with 107" Avenue. Only right-in
and right-out movements would be allowed at the “jughandle” and parkway intersections. In
addition, a grade separated interchange at 115" Avenue would be provided in Option 2 to
accommodate u-turn movements that would have occurred at 111" Avenue in Option 1. The
Glendale fire department expressed preference for Option 2 due to the increased safety of
performing u-turns at 115" Avenue and the good north-south mobility that the 107" Avenue
overpass provides. In addition, Chief Higgins supported the connection between 107" and Glen
Harbor Blvd.

ACTION ITEMS:
* URS will provide pdf files of the display boards used in the meeting
* URS will provide a roll plot showing the entire Northern Parkway Corridor

cc:  Attendees
Bill Hahn, MCDOT
Terry Johnson, Glendale
Dave Moody, Peoria
Jerry Horacek, El Mirage





URS

June 16, 2006

BLM - Phoenix Office

Teri A. Raml, District Manager
21605 N. 7" Avenue

Phoenix, AZ 85027-2929

Re:  Property Ownership/Management
Dear Ms. Raml:

URS is preparing an environmental assessment for a proposed upgrade to approximately 12.5
miles of Northern Avenue between Grand Avenue (US 60) and the Estrélla Parkway (SR
303L) in Maricopa County, Arizona.This project is within the jurisdictions of Glendale,
Peoria, El Mirage, and unincorporated Maricopa County. Please see the enclosed map for the
project vicinity (Figure 1-2).

If you would be so kind, please provide me with information as to whether or not the BLM
has ownership or management of lands within the project area shown on the enclosed map
(Northern Parkway - Proposed Concept), and the location of those lands, Thank you in
advance for your assistance. Please feel free to contact me with any questions you may have
at 602-648-2479, or by email at Ben_Lively@urscorp.com.

Sincerely,

Ben Lively
Environmental Planner

Enclosed: Vicinity Map, Proposed Concept Map

URS Corporation

7720 North 16th Street, Suite 100

Phoenix, AZ 85020 )

Tet: 602.371.1100

Fax: 602.371.1615 PCity_of_Glendale\WNorthemDCRIMEAPubc & Agency Consultaton\BLM Property Ownership Inquiry.doc





Janc(t;o Napolitano Ari zona
State Land Department

1616 W. Adams Street Phoenix, AZ 85007 www _land.state.az.us

Mark Winkieman
State Land

July 7, 2006

Ben Lively

URS Corporation

7720 North 16% Street, suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85020

Re: Northemn Avenue EIS
Dear Mr. Lively,

Per your letter request of June 16, 2006 the Arizona State Land Department has reviewed our GIS files and
concludes that there are no State Trust Lands immediately impacted by your study. We would like to be
copied on any minutes and information regarding this plan as it is developed. Please direct this information
to Greg Keller of our Planning Section at 1616 W. Adams Street, Phoenix Arizona 85007

Ao fofrn

Gordon Taylor

c: Greg Keller






URS

June 16, 2006

Arizona State Land Department
Jim Adams

1616 W. Adams St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Re:  Property Ownership
Dear Mr. Adams:

URS is preparing an environmental assessment for a proposed upgrade to approximately 12.5
miles of Northern Avenue between Grand Avenue (US 60) and the Estrella Parkway (SR
303L) in Maricopa County, Arizona.This project is within the jurisdictions of Glendale,
Peoria, El Mirage, and unincorporated Maricopa County. Please see the enclosed map for the

project vicinity (Figure 1-2).

If you would be so kind, please provide me with information as to whether or not the State
Land Department has ownership of lands within the project area shown on the enclosed map
(Northern Parkway - Proposed Concept), and the location of those lands. Thank you in
advance for your assistance. Please feel free to contact me with any questions you may have
at 602-648-2479, or by email at Ben_Lively@urscorp.com.

Sincerely,

Ben Lively
Environmental Planner

Enclosed: Vicinity Map, Proposed Concept Map

URS Corporation

7720 North 16th Street, Suite 100

Phoenix, AZ 85020

Tel: 602.371.1100

Fax: 602.371.1615 PCity_of_Glendale\NorthemDCRINEAIPublic & Agency ConsidtatomASLD Property Ownership nquiry.doc





“Dave Swanson " To <Ben_lively@urscorp.com>
<SWANSON@wapa.gov> cc "Carla Cristeili” <CRISTE@wapa.gov>, “John Holt™
07/11/2006 08:48 AM <HOLT@wapa.gov>

Subject Re: Transmission Line Ownership Inquiry

Ben, we checked and Western does own a transmission line that would be
crossed by the proposed upgrade. The upgrade would cross Western's
Liberty-Westwing 230-kV Transmission Line at the middle of the section
line between sections 31, T3N,RI1E and 6, T2N, R1E. At a minimum, a
license agreewent would be needed from Western for crossing the
transmission line right- of—way. I have copied Carla Cristelli,
Western's Realty Specialist in Phoenix. She should be contacted
regarding application for a license agreement. If the upgrade would
affect Western's transmission line (require structure relocation or
other modifications), then additional environmental and engineering
requirements would apply. I have copied John Holt, Western's
Environmental Manager in Phoenix. He can address Western's
environmental review requirements for any modifications. He or Carla
can refer you to the appropriate engineering contact.

Western also owns a transmission line that parallels the proposed
upgrade in sections 31 to 36 in T3N, RI1E.

Dave Swanson

email: swanson@wapa.gov

Phone: 720-962-7261 !
Pax: 720-962-7263

>>> <Ben_Lively@URSCorp.com> 6/26/2006 9:10 AM >>>

Dear Mr. Swanson:

URS 1is preparing an env1ronmental assessment for a proposed

upgrade to

approxxmately 12.5 miles of Northern Avenue between Grand Avenue {Us
60)

and the Bstrella Parkway (SR 303L) in Maricopa County, Arizona.This
pro;ect

is within the jurisdictions of Glendale, Peoria, El1 Mirage,

and
unincorporated Maricopa County. Please see the attached map for the

project
vicinity (Figure 1 -2).

If you would be so kind to provide me with information as to whether or

not
the Western Area Power Admlnlstratlon has ownership of

transmission or
power lines within the project area shown on the attached map

{Northern
Parkway - Preliminary Concept), and the location of those

transmission or






power lines (GIS data if possible). Thank you in advance for

your
assistance. Please feel free to contact me with any questions you may

have
at 602-648-2479, or by email at Ben_Lively@urscorp.com.

Best Regards,

Ben Lively

Environmental Planner

URS Corporation

7720 North 16th Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, AZ 85020

tel. 602.648.2479
fax.602.371.1615
Ben_Lively®urscorp.com

(See attached file: Figure_1—2~StudyArea.pdf)(See attached file:
Project_Overview_ll—l?-OS.pdf)

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential. If you receive this

message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not

retain, )
distribute, disclose or use any of this information and you should

destroy
the e-mail and any attachments or copies.

= IEZI

Fiowe_1-2_StudpArea_1.pdf Project_Overview_11-17-05_1.pdf






URS

June 16, 2006

WAPA — Desert Southwest Region
P.O. BOX 6457

21605 N. 7™ Avenue

Phoenix, AZ 85027-2929

Re:  Transmission/Power Line Ownership
Dear Sir or Madam:

URS is preparing an environmental assessment for a proposed upgrade to approximately 12.5
miles of Northern Avenue between Grand Avenue (US 60) and the Estrella Parkway (SR
303L) in Maricopa County, Arizona.This project is within the jurisdictions of Glendale,
Peoria, El Mirage, and unincorporated Maricopa County. Please see the enclosed map for the
project vicinity (Figure 1-2).

If you would be so kind, please provide me with information as to whether or not the Western
Area Power Administration has ownership of transmission or power lines within the project
area shown on the enclosed map (Northern Parkway - Proposed Concept), and the location of
those transmission or power lines. Thank you in advance for your assistance. Please feel free
to contact me with any questions you may have at 602-648-2479, or by email at
Ben_Lively@urscorp.com.

Sincerely,

Ben Livelyb
Environmental Planner

Enclosed: Vicinity Map, Proposed Concept Map

URS Corporation

7720 North 16th Street, Suite. 100

Phoenix, AZ 85020

Tel: 602.371.1100 .

Fax: 602.371.1815 PCity_of_Glandale\NorthemDCR3IMEAWPubIc & Agency ConsubtaioWAPA Trans Line Oy p Inquiry.doc






Y
United States Department of the Interior %

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
Phoenix Area Office mgﬁ:@i
6150 West Thunderbird Road .
Glendale, Arizona 85306-4001

JUL 14 2006
Mr. Ben Lively
Environmental Planner
URS Corporation
7720 N. 16™ Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, AZ 85020

Subject: United States Ownership/Management Jurisdiction along the Northeni Parkway
Proposed Concept Between Grand Avenue (US 60) and Estrella Parkway (SR 303L)
(Your Letter Dated June 16, 2006)

Dear Mr. Lively:

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Larry Koontz, of my
staff, at 623-773-6247, or by E-mail at Ikoontz@ic.usbr.gov.

Sincerely,
Peter O. ' e
Chief, Water and Lands Division

Enclosure

cc: Mr. Richard A. “Al” Dickie, Property Management Supervisor, Salt River Project Agricultural
Improvement and Power District, P.O. Box 52025, PAB-348, Phoenix, AZ 85072-2025






URS

June 16, 2006

BOR — Phoenix Area Office

Carol Lynn Erwin

6150 West Thunderbird Road
. Glendale, AZ 85306-4001

Re:  Property Ownership/Management
Dear Ms. Erwin:

URS is preparing an environmental assessment for a proposed upgrade to approximately 12.5
miles of Northern Avenue between Grand Avenue (US 60) and the Estrella Parkway (SR
303L) in Maricopa County, Arizona.This project is within the jurisdictions of Glendale,
Peoria, El Mirage, and unincorporated Maricopa County. Please see the enclosed map for the
project vicinity (Figure 1-2).

If you would be so kind, please provide me with information as to whether or not the BOR
has ownership or management of lands within the project area shown on the enclosed map
(Northern Parkway - Proposed Concept), and the location of those lands. Thank you in
advance for your assistance. Please feel free to contact me with any questions you may have
at 602-648-2479, or by email at Ben_Lively@urscorp.com. i

Sincerely,

Ben Lively
Environmental Planner

Enclosed: Vicinity Map, Proposed Concept Map

URS Corporation

7720 North 16th Street, Suite 100

Phoenix, AZ 85020

Tel: 602.371.1100

Fax: 602.371.1615 PACiy_of_Giendale\NorthemDCRINEAWubic & Agency Consultation\BOR Property Ownership Inquiry.doc





Northern Parkway Environmental Assessment
DRAFT - MEETING SUMMARY

PROJECT NUMBER: URS Project No. 23445412.03100

MEETING DATE: September 17, 2008

MEETING LOCATION: Maricopa County Department of Transportation (MCDOT)
PURPOSE: Illustrate alternatives to the Corps of Engineers in accordance with a

Memorandum of Understanding/Operating Agreement for FHWA
projects involving the Corps of Engineers

PARTICIPANTS: Al Katan (MCDOT), Alex Ariaga (MCDOT), Mike Sabatini
(MCDOT), Craig Seppelfrick (MCDOT), Joe Pinto (MCDOT), Burke
Lokey (FCDMC), Bob Stevens (FCDMC), John Hathaway (FCDMC),
Sallie McGuire (USACE), Terry Johnson (City of Glendale), Melissa
Maiefeski (ADOT Environmental), Mary Frye (FHWA), Roger Miles
(URS), Kim Bidle (URS)

RECORDED BY: Kim Bidle
HANDOUTS: None
MEETING NOTES:

Terry Johnson opened the meeting and initiated introductions. Roger Miles began the meeting by
providing an overview of the alternatives and the project. Roger described the locations of the
alternatives, operational issues, and the anticipated time line for construction. Roger noted that
construction of the bridge at the Agua Fria crossing would begin in 2014 and construction of the first
bridge at the New River would begin in 2024 according to the current phasing plan adopted by the
Northern Parkway Executive Committee. The timing of construction is important to the Section 404
permit process for the Northern Parkway project and the Agua Fria River Channelization project. A
majority of discussion during this meeting was about the timing of the two projects and how that would
trigger the Section 404 process.

Kim Bidle gave a brief presentation about the potential jurisdictional waters of the U.S. that are within the
study boundaries of the Northern Parkway project and are described in the Draft Environmental
Assessment (EA). Kim noted that an official delineation of potential jurisdictional waters was not
prepared for the EA because of the timing of construction versus the expiration date of approved
delineations. An assessment of potential jurisdictional waters was prepared by Kim based on criteria used
for identifying ordinary high water marks, aerial imagery, and calculations done via Geographic
Information Systems.

John Hathaway gave an overview of plans to channelize the Agua Fria River in the vicinity of the
Northern Parkway project in accordance with the adopted Agua Fria River Watercourse Master Plan.
John noted that he has had meetings with the USACE about the channelization project and the option of
applying for a regional 404 permit. The group noted the channelization of the river would likely increase
the jurisdictional area.






General discussion occurred about which project would need to apply for a Section 404 permit. It was
noted that whichever project occurs first must coordinate closely with the other project so that potential
mpacts to jurisdictional waters would be adequately accommodated and appropriate mitigation could be
applied. Mary Frye asked Sallie McGuire if she would like to see the project purpose and need and the
alternatives to see that the information within the Draft EA would be in compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act component of a Section 404 permit. Sallie agreed to review the information.

ACTION ITEMS:

* URS will revise the water resources section of the Draft EA to include impact acres of potential
jurisdictional waters with and without the existence of the Agua Fria channelization project.

* The Flood Control District will continue to work with property owners related to developing a
Special District for the channelization project and the Flood Control District will likely be
responsible for obtaining a Section 404 permit on behalf of the land owners prior to construction
of the Northern Parkway project '





Maricopa County

Department of Transportation

2201 W. Durangn St

Phocrix A7 8989 October 31, 2008
Phone: 602-506-4622

Fax: GU2-506-4858

WWW.mancopa.gov

Mr. Roger Miles, Project Manager
"URS Corporation

7720 N. 16th Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85020

Dear Mr. Miles:

Re:  Northemn Parkway Environmental Assessment — Mitigation Measures
Fedenal Project No. STP-MMA-0(034) B
TRACS No. 0000 MA MMA SS593 01C

The Maricopa County Department of Transportation will be designated as the
lead agency to implement the Northem Parkway project as described in the
Northern Parkway Design Concept Report (DCR) according to an
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) pending final approval by the Maricopa
County Board of Supervisors. Accordingly, we have reviewed the mitigation
measures in the Environmental Assessment (EA) and concur with these measures
as included in the Draft EA. ’ ’

Sincerely,

s 0

B. Hauskins, P.E.
Transportation Director

cc Melissa Maiefski, ADOT
Terry Johnson, City of Glendale
- Sharon Gordon, FHWA
Clem Ligocki, MCDOT
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SECTION 4(f) INFORMATION
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Appendix J - Sec

tion 4(f) Information

The following table describes recreational resources Wlthln the Northern Parkway study area that were
excluded from Section 4(f) consideration.

imim AN st
PO i j LU iSIGETausnh

Potential Section
4(f) property

Falcon Dunes Golf
Course

Southeast corner of Northern
Parkway and Reems Road
(see Figure J-1)

Publicly owned, but use
restricted to military
personnel

Reason for exclusion

Reference

Personal communication
with Rusty Mitchell, Luke
AFB, Director of Community
Initiatives Team

Neighborhood
Playground

Northeast corner of Northern
Parkway and 111th Avenue

HOA, not for public use

Privately owned by Suncliff{Maricopa County Assessor's

web site and field visit

Agua Fria River

Maricopa County
(Agua Fria River)

At Northern Avenue between
El Mirage Road and 115th
Avenue

North and south of Northern

Parkway east of El Mirage

Flood Control District of
Maricopa County

plan could include
recreational facilities,

may be by private

rt

ublic pri
-

be channelized by a
private channelization

Road

district

(FCDMC) channelization

however implementation

channelization district, not

Publicly owned, but may

Personal communication
with John Hathaway, Greg
Jones, and Chuck Williams
of FCDMC

Personal communlcatlon
with John Hathaway, Greg
Jones, and Chuck Williams
of FCDMC






Northern Parkway DCR & EA
Loop 303 to Grand Avenue

Meeting Notes
Glendale Parks and Recreation Department Coordination Meeting — December 18, 2008

ATTENDEES:

William Schwind, CPM, Deputy Director, City of Glendale Parks and Recreation Department
Terry Johnson, AICP, Deputy Director, City of Glendale Transportation Department

Bob Darr, PE, Transportation Planning Manager, City of Glendale Transportation Department
Timothy Quinn, ASLA, Landscape Architect, City of Glendale Engineering Department

Greg Rodzenko, PE, City of Glendale Engineering Department

Roger Miles, PE, Project Manager, URS

MEETING NOTES:

Northern Parkway Overview: Roger Miles explained that Northern Parkway is a major
transportation project extending from Loop 303 to US 60 (Grand Avenue). Construction of
Northern Parkway is planned to be phased beginning in 2010 and ending in the year 2025. The
project includes elevated roadway sections at major intersections and bridges over the Agua Fria
River, the New River, Loop 101, and 67" Avenue/Grand Avenue.

Funding of Northern Parkway includes federal STP funds. Federal funding requires an
environmental assessment conforming to federal standards. Included in the environmental
assessment is an evaluation of public lands planned to be used to construct the roadway
improvements. More particularly, an evaluation was made of publicly owned sites used for
recreational purposes. The potential impacts of Northern Parkway improvements to three such
sites were discussed with City staff as follows.

Northern Horizon Park: This is a relatively new park located near 63 Avenue and Northern
Avenue. The land (approximately 35.6 acres) bounded by Northern Avenue to the north, 63™
Avenue to the east, and the BNSF railroad spur to the west is owned by the City of Glendale and
is within a regional drainage basin. The eastern half of the park along 63 Avenue is currently
developed while the west half of the park land along the BNSF spur tracks and Grand Avenue is
not developed. The developed area, which is open to the general public, includes facilities for a
dog park, playground, picnic areas, a youth bike safety course, and a paved parking area.

Future development of the western portion of the park area is limited. The development concept
includes a trail along the perimeter of the park forming a loop. Desert landscaping and
pedestrian lighting would be installed adjacent to the trail and be located between the park
boundary and the top of bank of the drainage basin. The interior of the undeveloped park land
would be seeded with native grasses. These conceptual improvements are not currently funded





URS

Northern Parkway DCR & EA
Meeting Notes — December 18, 2008
Page 2

or in the current Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) and are not likely to be construction within the
next 10-15 years.

Northern Parkway improvements along Grand Avenue and along Northern Avenue would
require approximately 0.9 acres of the undeveloped portion of the City park land. The roadway
improvements including pavement, curb and gutter, offset sidewalk and landscaping would
require reconstruction of a portion of the drainage basin banks and relocation of headwalls for
drainage pipes. The offset sidewalk and landscaping could be incorporated into the park trail
loop.

New River Trail and Linear Park: The New River is a channelized watercourse that crosses
Northern Avenue between 103" and 99™ avenues. The property is owned by the Flood Control
District of Maricopa County (FCD). The City of Glendale Transportation Department has
completed a design concept report (DCR) to construct a multiuse path along the New River
terminating at Northern Avenue, which is the northern city limit of Glendale. The pathway
would intersect Northern Avenue at grade and go under the future Northern Parkway (bypass).
The multi-use path is in the City of Glendale Transportation Plan and programmed for
construction in FY 2010-11. In addition, The City of Glendale Parks and Recreation Master
Plan designates the New River channel as a future “Linear Park/Open Space”. No linear park
improvements are funded or in the Glendale CIP.

Northern Parkway improvements would require approximately 2.7 acres of the New River
Channel to construct roadway improvements including new pavement, sidewalk, curb and gutter,
Northern Parkway bridge, and eastbound Northern Avenue bridge.

Raymond Kellis High School: Raymond Kellis High School is a relatively new high school in
the Peoria Unified School District located on 91 Avenue about 1000 feet south of Northern
Avenue. The City of Glendale has recently entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA)
with the school district to allow the City Parks and Recreation Department use of lighted fields,
parking lots, and other facilities for recreational purposes. The City will install lighting in
exchange for use of the facilities.

Northern Parkway improvements would not require any right-of-way from the school. However,
the Northern Parkway project would include construction of Hayward Avenue immediately north
of the school from 91% Avenue to 89" Avenue and require 450 sq ft of right-of-way from the
school to install the city standard sight distance triangle at the intersection of Hayward and 91°
Avenue. The street construction would provide alternative access to the Rovey Farm Estates to
help mitigate reduced access along Northern Parkway.

cc:  Attendees





Northern Parkway DCR & EA
Loop 303 to Grand Avenue

Meeting Notes
Peoria Parks and Recreation Department Coordination Meeting — December 30, 2008

ATTENDEES:

Kirk Haines, City of Peoria Parks and Recreation Department
Ben Wilson, City of Peoria Engineering Department

Dave Moody, City of Peoria

Roger Miles, PE, Project Manager, URS

MEETING NOTES:

Northern Parkway Overview: Roger Miles explained that Northern Parkway is a major
transportation project extending from Loop 303 to US 60 (Grand Avenue). Construction of
Northern Parkway is planned to be phased beginning in 2010 and ending in the year 2025. The
project includes elevated roadway sections at major intersections and bridges over the Agua Fria
River, the New River, Loop 101, and 67" Avenue/Grand Avenue.

Funding of Northern Parkway includes federal STP funds. Federal funding requires an
environmental assessment conforming to federal standards. Included in the environmental
assessment is an evaluation of public lands planned to be used to construct the roadway
improvements. More particularly, an evaluation was made of publicly owned sites used for
recreational purposes.

New River Trail and Linear Park: The New River is a channelized watercourse that crosses
Northern Avenue between 103" and 99" avenues. The property is owned by the Flood Control
District of Maricopa County (FCD). The City of Peoria is proposing to construct a multiuse path
along both sides of the New River terminating at Northern Avenue, which is the southern city
limit of Peoria. The multi-use path is in the City of Peoria CIP and programmed for construction
in FY 2010-11. In addition, The City of Peoria Parks and Recreation Master Plan designates the
New River channel as a future “Linear Park/Open Space”. No linear park improvements are
funded or in the Peoria CIP.

Northern Parkway improvements would require approximately 2.7 acres of the New River
Channel to construct roadway improvements including new pavement, sidewalk, curb and gutter,
Northern Parkway bridge, and eastbound Northern Avenue bridge.

Mr. Haines said that ideally the multi-use pathway would be continuous under the existing
bridge and under the 2 additional new bridges with connections to the Northern Avenue street,
which could provide uninterrupted pedestrian and bicycle flow. There would be no at-grade
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crossings of eastbound or westbound Northern Avenue or Northern Parkway bypass, which
would optimize safety. Based on experience at other locations, this option could cost in the
range of $1.5 million. However, a less desirable solution of signalized at-grade crossings of the
eastbound and westbound Northern Avenue roadways could work if the signals were
interconnected with adjacent signals and since separate signals would be installed for each
direction.

cc:  Attendees
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URS
Record of Conversation
Northern Parkway Environmental Assessment
Project Number 23445412.00350

Date: January 15, 2009 Time: 10:15 a.m.
Recorded by:  Lou Maslyk Phone Number: 602-280-8785
Talked with: Steve Smarik, Environmental Affiliation: AZ Natural Resource
Coordinator, Farm and Ranch Lands Conservation Service (NRCS)
Protection
Nature of Call (incoming, outgoing, e-mail, visit): Outgoing Phone Call
Reference: 1. EA Section 4.10, Prime and Unique Farmlands
2. Status of AZ NRCS Review of the Proposed Northern Parkway Corridor
3. Status of NRCS-CPA-106 Form Completion (e.g. Conversion Impact Rating for

Corridor Type Projects)

Details of Conversation:

1.

2.
3.

Call placed to determine status of referenced items to enable URS to complete the referenced EA
section.

LJM referenced the previous call to Mr. Smarik on the same topic on October 23, 2008.

Mr. Smarik remembered the project and working with Polly Ready to complete the NRSC review in
August 2008 time frame.

LJM provided the Federal Project Number and the ADOT TRACS Number to help him identify the
project.

Mr. Smarik looked through his files but could not locate any information about the project or any of the
items URS provided him. This included mapping provided to AZ NRCS by URS with each of the three
proposed alternatives shown.

The objective of the AZ NRCS was to determine the acreage amounts of prime and/or unique
farmlands, or farmlands of statewide importance.

The AZ NRCS prepared Form NRCS-CPA-106, Farmland Impact Rating for Corridor Type Projects in
conjunction with URS. URS finalized the form and sent it to Mr. Smarik for his signature on August
25, 2008, but Mr. Smarik did not respond.

Mr. Smarik stated that the NRCS has 90 days to act on a Form NRCS-CPA-106. If no response is
forthcoming, Mr. Smarik stated that the agency or proponent of the action may proceed without the
signed rating form, as the NRCS failed to act within the mandated time frame.

P:\City_of _Glendale\NorthernDCR30\EA\Current EA\EA_July_09\Appendices\Appendix K\ROC_Steve
Smarik_NRCS_14Jan09_Imaslyk.doc






U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

NRCS-CPA-106

(Rev. 1-91)

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

T
8/25/08 Sheet 1 of _1

1. Name of Project Northern Parkways

5. Federal Agency Involved L
Federal Highways Administration

2. Type of Project  ransportation Corridor

6. County and State paricopa County, Arizona

PART ll (To be completed by NRCS)

1. Date Request Received by NRCS

2. Person Completing Form

3. Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or local important farmland?
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form).

ves [ n~no [

4. Acres lrrigated [ Average Farm Size

5. Major Crop(s) 6. Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction

Acres:

%

7. Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

Acres: %

8. Name Of Land Evaluation System Used

9. Name of Local Site Assessment System

10. Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Alternative Corridor For Segment

Corridor A Corridor B Corridor C Corridor D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 617 617 720
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services 0 0 0
C. Total Acres In Corridor 617 617 720 0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative
value of Farmiland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points})
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency} Corridor Maximum
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c)) | Points
1. Area in Nonurban Use 15 8 8 8
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 5 5 5
3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed 20 3 3 3
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government - 20 0 0 0
5. Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 9 9 9
6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 0 0 0
7. Availablility Of Farm Support Services 5 5 5 5
8. On-Farm Investments 20 8 8 8
9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 0 0 0
10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 5 5 5
TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 43 43 43 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100
Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment) 160 43 43 43 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 43 43 43 0
1. Corridor Selected: 2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be 3. Date Of Selection: 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Converted by Project:
I~
yes [ w~o [
5. Reason For Selection:
Signature of Person Completing this Part:

(Pottes. Roade, -~ (IFS Cor ptsalesn

' DATE

§)25/08

NOTE: Complefe a form for eacyf'segment with more thafl one Alternate Corridor
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