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

Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director for

Transportation/State Engineer

August 9, 2019

Ms. Cheri Bouchér Submitted by email to pep@azgfd.com
Transportation Project Evaluation Specialist

Arizona Game and Fish Department WMHB — Project Evaluation Program

5000 W. Carefree Highway

Phoenix, AZ 85086-5000

RE: [010-C(222)S] [FO252 01L and F0252 02L] [Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State
Route 387]
AGFD Online Review: [HGIS-09390]

Dear Ms. Bouchér:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is planning to widen Interstate 10 (I-10) from milepost (MP)
161.0 at the State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to MP 187.1, east of the Tl at SR 387. The
segment of 1-10 between MP 172.6 and 173.6 (Gila River Bridge) is excluded from this project, but will be
addressed under a separate project. The approximately 26-mile corridor is located primarily within the Gila River
Indian Community and also within the cities of Phoenix and Chandler in Maricopa County, Arizona, and the City
of Casa Grande in Pinal County, Arizona (Figure 1 — State Map and Figure 2 — Vicinity Map). The type of widening
(e.g., widening in the median of I-10, to the outside of I-10) and other improvements along I-10 have not been
determined and will be studied through the Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment being
prepared for the proposed project.

[-10 at the SR 202L (Santan) Tl is an urban freeway with 6, 12-foot-wide lanes in each direction, 3 northbound
and 3 southbound. South of Pecos Road, at approximately MP 162.5, I-10 leaves the metropolitan Phoenix area,
becomes a rural freeway dropping to 2 lanes in each direction around MP 164.2. I-10 remains a rural facility
through the Gila River Indian Community. Near Casa Grande, at approximately MP 187, the I-10 once again
transitions to 3 lanes in each direction. The median area of I-10 is open desert with the exception of the
northern mile of the proposed project which includes a median barrier system. The median shoulder widths
along I-10 vary from approximately 2 to 4 feet, and are generally 10 feet on the outside.

The purpose of the project is to increase the vehicular capacity of I-10 in the study area. I-10 is a major
transportation artery route for freight and passenger vehicular traffic, connecting Arizona’s largest major
metropolitan cities of Phoenix and Tucson. Further, the I-10 corridor provides a principle link for freight traffic
from the ports of California, movement of international commerce, and plays a key role in the transportation
infrastructure of Arizona, contributing to its economic success. The sections of I-10 both north and south of the
study area have already been expanded to three lanes in each direction by ADOT, as noted above, and this
proposed action would continue the expansion process to meet the need of increased travel demand and traffic
congestion on this existing 4-lane section of I-10 in the study area by improving the overall capacity of I-10 in
Maricopa and Pinal Counties.

The Project would generally include the following construction-related activities:
e Widen the segment of I-10 from SR 202L to Riggs Road to include one general purpose and one high-
occupancy vehicle lane (HOV) in each direction.
e Widen I-10 between Riggs Road and MP 187 to include one general purpose lane in each direction.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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e Upgrade Tl ramps to current design standards and to improve vertical clearance at Riggs Road,
Goodyear Road, Nelson Road, SR 587, and Seed Farm Road.

e Replace bridges spanning I-10 at Dirk Lay Road and Gas Line Road to accommodate the widened
freeway (existing bridge piers are at the edge of the current roadway)

e Acquire new right-of-way (ROW) and easement, if required.

e Modify drainage features where necessary.

e Relocate utilities, if required.

e Install or modify signing, pavement striping, lighting (202L to Riggs Road), freeway management
systems, and traffic signal as necessary.

Permanent ground disturbance as a result of this project is anticipated from constructing new travel lanes, exit
and entrance ramps, and curbs and gutters; extending existing drainage structures and their associated features
(i.e. wing-walls and headwalls); and installing embedded posts or poles for new signs and lights. Permanent
erosion and sediment control measures, such as rip-rap, would also likely be installed at extended drainage
structures and result in additional permanent ground disturbance. Temporary ground disturbance would be
generated from constructing new shoulders, equipment and vehicles maneuvering off-pavement, and staging
and stockpiling activities. Vegetation located within the footprint of the new travel lanes, shoulders, and
drainage structure extensions would be removed and include trees, cacti, shrubs, and grasses. Some trees and
cacti scoped for removal would likely be salvaged and replanted within the limits of the project once
construction is complete; and all temporarily disturbed areas will be seeded with a native seed mix. Construction
would occur within ephemeral watercourses and night-time work is anticipated.

The project limits are principally located within ADOT’s I-10 ROW via agreement with the Gila River Indian
Community. New ROW may be needed at the TlIs and the grade separations being replaced. As design
progresses, ROW may be required in other locations.

A list of species potentially occurring within the project area was obtained using the AGFD On-Line
Environmental Review Tool. This project was submitted on-line for your review on July 9, 2019 and is recorded
as Project ID: HGIS-09390. If you or others in your agency have any specific concerns, suggestions or
recommendations pertaining to this specific project please let us know by responding to the address listed
below. This can include information on wildlife movement, habitat issues, or seasonal concerns to name a few.

If the AGFD would like to have continued involvement with this project please include an expression of interest,
individual contact information and a description of specific concerns. If no concerns or requests for future
coordination are identified, ADOT will consider our coordination complete for the project.

Please submit your comments or concerns by September 9, 2019, to ADOT c/o:

Tracy Goyak

HDR

20 E. Thomas Road, Suite 350
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Email: tracy.goyak@hdrinc.com
Phone: 602.522.4331

Fax: 602.522.7707

Thank you for your time and assistance.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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Sincerely,

Justin White
Biology Program Manager
ADOT Environmental Planning

Enclosures: Figure 1 — State Location Map
Figure 2 — Project Vicinity Map

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019, and executed by FHWA and ADOT.
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director

Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director for

Transportation/State Engineer

August 9, 2019

Captain Chad Hinderliter

Arizona Department of Public Safety — Metro South
2222 W. Encanto Blvd.

Phoenix, AZ 85009

Subject: Scoping Letter

RE: [010-C(222)S] [FO252 01L and F0252 02L] [Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State
Route 387]

Dear Captain Hinderliter:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is planning to widen Interstate 10 (I-10) from milepost (MP)
161.0 at the State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to MP 187.1, east of the Tl at SR 387. The
segment of I-10 between MP 172.6 and 173.6 (Gila River Bridge) is excluded from this project, but will be
addressed under a separate project. The approximately 26-mile corridor is located primarily within the Gila River
Indian Community and also within the cities of Phoenix and Chandler in Maricopa County, Arizona, and the City
of Casa Grande in Pinal County, Arizona (Figure 1 — State Map and Figure 2 — Vicinity Map). The type of widening
(e.g., widening in the median of I-10, to the outside of I-10) and other improvements along I-10 have not been
determined and will be studied through the Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment being
prepared for the proposed project.

[-10 at the SR 202L (Santan) Tl is an urban freeway with 6, 12-foot-wide lanes in each direction, 3 northbound
and 3 southbound. South of Pecos Road, at approximately MP 162.5, I-10 leaves the metropolitan Phoenix area,
becomes a rural freeway dropping to 2 lanes in each direction around MP 164.2. |-10 remains a rural facility
through the Gila River Indian Community. Near Casa Grande, at approximately MP 187, the I-10 once again
transitions to 3 lanes in each direction. The median area of I-10 is open desert with the exception of the
northern mile of the proposed project which includes a median barrier system. The median shoulder widths
along I-10 vary from approximately 2 to 4 feet, and are generally 10 feet on the outside.

The purpose of the project is to increase the vehicular capacity of I-10 in the study area. I-10 is a major
transportation artery route for freight and passenger vehicular traffic, connecting Arizona’s largest major
metropolitan cities of Phoenix and Tucson. Further, the I-10 corridor provides a principle link for freight traffic
from the ports of California, movement of international commerce, and plays a key role in the transportation
infrastructure of Arizona, contributing to its economic success. The sections of I-10 both north and south of the
study area have already been expanded to three lanes in each direction by ADOT, as noted above, and this
proposed action would continue the expansion process to meet the need of increased travel demand and traffic
congestion on this existing 4-lane section of I-10 in the study area by improving the overall capacity of I-10 in
Maricopa and Pinal Counties.

The Project would generally include the following construction-related activities:
e Widen the segment of I-10 from SR 202L to Riggs Road to include one general purpose and one high-
occupancy vehicle lane (HOV) in each direction.
e Widen I-10 between Riggs Road and MP 187 to include one general purpose lane in each direction.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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e Upgrade Tl ramps to current design standards and to improve vertical clearance at Riggs Road,
Goodyear Road, Nelson Road, SR 587, and Seed Farm Road.

e Replace bridges spanning I-10 at Dirk Lay Road and Gas Line Road to accommodate the widened
freeway (existing bridge piers are at the edge of the current roadway)

e Acquire new right-of-way (ROW) and easement, if required.

e Modify drainage features where necessary.

e Relocate utilities, if required.

e Install or modify signing, pavement striping, lighting (202L to Riggs Road), freeway management systems,
and traffic signal as necessary.

The project limits are principally located within ADOT’s I-10 ROW via agreement with the Gila River Indian
Community. New ROW may be needed at the Tls and the grade separations being replaced. As design
progresses, ROW may be required in other locations.

This letter serves as your invitation to review the proposed project based on the information outlined above. If
you have any specific concerns or suggestions pertaining to this specific proposed project, please let us know.

Please submit your comments or concerns by September 9, 2019, to ADOT c/o:

Audrey Unger

HDR

20 E. Thomas Road, Suite 350
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Email: audrey.unger@hdrinc.com
Phone: 602.522.4323

Fax: 602.522.7707

Thank you for your time and assistance.

Sincerely,

A Ot

Steve Olmsted
NEPA Assignment Manager
ADOT Environmental Planning

Enclosures: Figure 1 — State Location Map
Figure 2 — Project Vicinity Map

C: Audrey Unger, HDR, Inc.
The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for

this project are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019, and executed by FHWA and ADOT.
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director

Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director for

Transportation/State Engineer

August 9, 2019

Captain Dave Nilson

Arizona Department of Public Safety — District 6
410 West Centennial

Casa Grande, AZ 85222

Subject: Scoping Letter

RE: [010-C(222)S] [FO252 01L and F0252 02L] [Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State
Route 387]

Dear Captain Nilson:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is planning to widen Interstate 10 (I-10) from milepost (MP)
161.0 at the State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to MP 187.1, east of the Tl at SR 387. The
segment of I-10 between MP 172.6 and 173.6 (Gila River Bridge) is excluded from this project, but will be
addressed under a separate project. The approximately 26-mile corridor is located primarily within the Gila River
Indian Community and also within the cities of Phoenix and Chandler in Maricopa County, Arizona, and the City
of Casa Grande in Pinal County, Arizona (Figure 1 — State Map and Figure 2 — Vicinity Map). The type of widening
(e.g., widening in the median of I-10, to the outside of I-10) and other improvements along I-10 have not been
determined and will be studied through the Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment being
prepared for the proposed project.

[-10 at the SR 202L (Santan) Tl is an urban freeway with 6, 12-foot-wide lanes in each direction, 3 northbound
and 3 southbound. South of Pecos Road, at approximately MP 162.5, I-10 leaves the metropolitan Phoenix area,
becomes a rural freeway dropping to 2 lanes in each direction around MP 164.2. |-10 remains a rural facility
through the Gila River Indian Community. Near Casa Grande, at approximately MP 187, the |-10 once again
transitions to 3 lanes in each direction. The median area of I-10 is open desert with the exception of the
northern mile of the proposed project which includes a median barrier system. The median shoulder widths
along I-10 vary from approximately 2 to 4 feet, and are generally 10 feet on the outside.

The purpose of the project is to increase the vehicular capacity of I-10 in the study area. I-10 is a major
transportation artery route for freight and passenger vehicular traffic, connecting Arizona’s largest major
metropolitan cities of Phoenix and Tucson. Further, the I-10 corridor provides a principle link for freight traffic
from the ports of California, movement of international commerce, and plays a key role in the transportation
infrastructure of Arizona, contributing to its economic success. The sections of I-10 both north and south of the
study area have already been expanded to three lanes in each direction by ADOT, as noted above, and this
proposed action would continue the expansion process to meet the need of increased travel demand and traffic
congestion on this existing 4-lane section of I-10 in the study area by improving the overall capacity of I-10 in
Maricopa and Pinal Counties.

The Project would generally include the following construction-related activities:
e Widen the segment of I-10 from SR 202L to Riggs Road to include one general purpose and one high-
occupancy vehicle lane (HOV) in each direction.
e Widen I-10 between Riggs Road and MP 187 to include one general purpose lane in each direction.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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e Upgrade Tl ramps to current design standards and to improve vertical clearance at Riggs Road,
Goodyear Road, Nelson Road, SR 587, and Seed Farm Road.

e Replace bridges spanning I-10 at Dirk Lay Road and Gas Line Road to accommodate the widened
freeway (existing bridge piers are at the edge of the current roadway)

e Acquire new right-of-way (ROW) and easement, if required.

e Modify drainage features where necessary.

e Relocate utilities, if required.

e Install or modify signing, pavement striping, lighting (202L to Riggs Road), freeway management systems,
and traffic signal as necessary.

The project limits are principally located within ADOT’s I-10 ROW via agreement with the Gila River Indian
Community. New ROW may be needed at the Tls and the grade separations being replaced. As design
progresses, ROW may be required in other locations.

This letter serves as your invitation to review the proposed project based on the information outlined above. If
you have any specific concerns or suggestions pertaining to this specific proposed project, please let us know.

Please submit your comments or concerns by September 9, 2019, to ADOT c/o:

Audrey Unger

HDR

20 E. Thomas Road, Suite 350
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Email: audrey.unger@hdrinc.com
Phone: 602.522.4323

Fax: 602.522.7707

Thank you for your time and assistance.

Sincerely,

A Ot

Steve Olmsted
NEPA Assignment Manager
ADOT Environmental Planning

Enclosures: Figure 1 — State Location Map
Figure 2 — Project Vicinity Map

C: Audrey Unger, HDR, Inc.
The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for

this project are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019, and executed by FHWA and ADOT.
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director

Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director for
Transportation/State Engineer

August 9, 2019

Mr. Russell Benford Submitted by email to russell.benford@gric.nsn.us
Wildlife Biologist

Gila River Indian Community Department of Environmental Quality

5350 North 48™ Street, Suite 120

Chandler, AZ 85226

RE: [010-C(222)S] [FO252 01L and F0252 02L] [Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State
Route 387]

Dear Mr. Benford:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is planning to widen Interstate 10 (I-10) from milepost (MP)
161.0 at the State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to MP 187.1, east of the Tl at SR 387. The
segment of I-10 between MP 172.6 and 173.6 (Gila River Bridge) is excluded from this project, but will be
addressed under a separate project. The approximately 26-mile corridor is located primarily within the Gila River
Indian Community and also within the cities of Phoenix and Chandler in Maricopa County, Arizona, and the City
of Casa Grande in Pinal County, Arizona (Figure 1 — State Map and Figure 2 — Vicinity Map). The type of widening
(e.g., widening in the median of I-10, to the outside of I-10) and other improvements along I-10 have not been
determined and will be studied through the Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment being
prepared for the proposed project.

[-10 at the SR 202L (Santan) Tl is an urban freeway with 6, 12-foot-wide lanes in each direction, 3 northbound
and 3 southbound. South of Pecos Road, at approximately MP 162.5, I-10 leaves the metropolitan Phoenix area,
becomes a rural freeway dropping to 2 lanes in each direction around MP 164.2. I-10 remains a rural facility
through the Gila River Indian Community. Near Casa Grande, at approximately MP 187, the 1-10 once again
transitions to 3 lanes in each direction. The median area of I-10 is open desert with the exception of the
northern mile of the proposed project which includes a median barrier system. The median shoulder widths
along I-10 vary from approximately 2 to 4 feet, and are generally 10 feet on the outside.

The purpose of the project is to increase the vehicular capacity of I-10 in the study area. I-10 is a major
transportation artery route for freight and passenger vehicular traffic, connecting Arizona’s largest major
metropolitan cities of Phoenix and Tucson. Further, the I-10 corridor provides a principle link for freight traffic
from the ports of California, movement of international commerce, and plays a key role in the transportation
infrastructure of Arizona, contributing to its economic success. The sections of I-10 both north and south of the
study area have already been expanded to three lanes in each direction by ADOT, as noted above, and this
proposed action would continue the expansion process to meet the need of increased travel demand and traffic
congestion on this existing 4-lane section of I-10 in the study area by improving the overall capacity of I-10 in
Maricopa and Pinal Counties.

The Project would generally include the following construction-related activities:
e Widen the segment of I-10 from SR 202L to Riggs Road to include one general purpose and one high-
occupancy vehicle lane (HOV) in each direction.
e Widen I-10 between Riggs Road and MP 187 to include one general purpose lane in each direction.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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e Upgrade Tl ramps to current design standards and to improve vertical clearance at Riggs Road,
Goodyear Road, Nelson Road, SR 587, and Seed Farm Road.

e Replace bridges spanning I-10 at Dirk Lay Road and Gas Line Road to accommodate the widened
freeway (existing bridge piers are at the edge of the current roadway)

e Acquire new right-of-way (ROW) and easement, if required.

e Modify drainage features where necessary.

e Relocate utilities, if required.

e Install or modify signing, pavement striping, lighting (202L to Riggs Road), freeway management
systems, and traffic signal as necessary.

Permanent ground disturbance as a result of this project is anticipated from constructing new travel lanes, exit
and entrance ramps, and curbs and gutters; extending existing drainage structures and their associated features
(i.e. wing-walls and headwalls); and installing embedded posts or poles for new signs and lights. Permanent
erosion and sediment control measures, such as rip-rap, would also likely be installed at extended drainage
structures and result in additional permanent ground disturbance. Temporary ground disturbance would be
generated from constructing new shoulders, equipment and vehicles maneuvering off-pavement, and staging
and stockpiling activities. Vegetation located within the footprint of the new travel lanes, shoulders, and
drainage structure extensions would be removed and include trees, cacti, shrubs, and grasses. Some trees and
cacti scoped for removal would likely be salvaged and replanted within the limits of the project once
construction is complete; and all temporarily disturbed areas will be seeded with a native seed mix. Construction
would occur within ephemeral watercourses and night-time work is anticipated.

The project limits are principally located within ADOT’s I-10 ROW via agreement with the Gila River Indian
Community. New ROW may be needed at the TlIs and the grade separations being replaced. As design
progresses, ROW may be required in other locations.

This letter serves as your invitation to review the proposed project based on the information outlined above. If
you have any specific concerns or suggestions pertaining to this specific proposed project, please let us know.

Please submit your comments or concerns by September 9, 2019, to ADOT c/o:

Tracy Goyak

HDR

20 E. Thomas Road, Suite 350
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Email: tracy.goyak@hdrinc.com
Phone: 602.522.4331

Fax: 602.522.7707

Thank you for your time and assistance.

Sincerely,

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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Justin White
Biology Program Manager
ADOT Environmental Planning

Enclosures: Figure 1 — State Location Map
Figure 2 — Project Vicinity Map

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019, and executed by FHWA and ADOT.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director

Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director for
Transportation/State Engineer

August 9, 2019

Arizona Ecological Services Office Field Supervisor Submitted by email to incomingazcorr@fws.gov
Attn: Bob Lehman, ADOT Liaison

US Fish & Wildlife Service

9828 N. 31° Avenue, Suite C3

Phoenix, AZ 85051

RE: [010-C(222)S] [FO252 01L and F0252 02L] [Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State
Route 387]
USFWS Consultation Code: [02EAAZ00-2019-SLI-0766]

Dear Field Supervisor:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is planning to widen Interstate 10 (I-10) from milepost (MP)
161.0 at the State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to MP 187.1, east of the Tl at SR 387. The
segment of I-10 between MP 172.6 and 173.6 (Gila River Bridge) is excluded from this project, but will be
addressed under a separate project. The approximately 26-mile corridor is located primarily within the Gila River
Indian Community and also within the cities of Phoenix and Chandler in Maricopa County, Arizona, and the City
of Casa Grande in Pinal County, Arizona (Figure 1 — State Map and Figure 2 — Vicinity Map). The type of widening
(e.g., widening in the median of I-10, to the outside of I-10) and other improvements along I-10 have not been
determined and will be studied through the Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment being
prepared for the proposed project.

[-10 at the SR 202L (Santan) Tl is an urban freeway with 6, 12-foot-wide lanes in each direction, 3 northbound
and 3 southbound. South of Pecos Road, at approximately MP 162.5, I-10 leaves the metropolitan Phoenix area,
becomes a rural freeway dropping to 2 lanes in each direction around MP 164.2. I-10 remains a rural facility
through the Gila River Indian Community. Near Casa Grande, at approximately MP 187, the 1-10 once again
transitions to 3 lanes in each direction. The median area of I-10 is open desert with the exception of the
northern mile of the proposed project which includes a median barrier system. The median shoulder widths
along I-10 vary from approximately 2 to 4 feet, and are generally 10 feet on the outside.

The purpose of the project is to increase the vehicular capacity of I-10 in the study area. I-10 is a major
transportation artery route for freight and passenger vehicular traffic, connecting Arizona’s largest major
metropolitan cities of Phoenix and Tucson. Further, the I-10 corridor provides a principle link for freight traffic
from the ports of California, movement of international commerce, and plays a key role in the transportation
infrastructure of Arizona, contributing to its economic success. The sections of I-10 both north and south of the
study area have already been expanded to three lanes in each direction by ADOT, as noted above, and this
proposed action would continue the expansion process to meet the need of increased travel demand and traffic
congestion on this existing 4-lane section of I-10 in the study area by improving the overall capacity of I-10 in
Maricopa and Pinal Counties.

The Project would generally include the following construction-related activities:
e Widen the segment of I-10 from SR 202L to Riggs Road to include one general purpose and one high-
occupancy vehicle lane (HOV) in each direction.
e Widen I-10 between Riggs Road and MP 187 to include one general purpose lane in each direction.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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e Upgrade Tl ramps to current design standards and to improve vertical clearance at Riggs Road,
Goodyear Road, Nelson Road, SR 587, and Seed Farm Road.

e Replace bridges spanning I-10 at Dirk Lay Road and Gas Line Road to accommodate the widened
freeway (existing bridge piers are at the edge of the current roadway)

e Acquire new right-of-way (ROW) and easement, if required.

e Modify drainage features where necessary.

e Relocate utilities, if required.

e Install or modify signing, pavement striping, lighting (202L to Riggs Road), freeway management
systems, and traffic signal as necessary.

Permanent ground disturbance as a result of this project is anticipated from constructing new travel lanes, exit
and entrance ramps, and curbs and gutters; extending existing drainage structures and their associated features
(i.e. wing-walls and headwalls); and installing embedded posts or poles for new signs and lights. Permanent
erosion and sediment control measures, such as rip-rap, would also likely be installed at extended drainage
structures and result in additional permanent ground disturbance. Temporary ground disturbance would be
generated from constructing new shoulders, equipment and vehicles maneuvering off-pavement, and staging
and stockpiling activities. Vegetation located within the footprint of the new travel lanes, shoulders, and
drainage structure extensions would be removed and include trees, cacti, shrubs, and grasses. Some trees and
cacti scoped for removal would likely be salvaged and replanted within the limits of the project once
construction is complete; and all temporarily disturbed areas will be seeded with a native seed mix. Construction
would occur within ephemeral watercourses and night-time work is anticipated.

The project limits are principally located within ADOT’s I-10 ROW via agreement with the Gila River Indian
Community. New ROW may be needed at the TlIs and the grade separations being replaced. As design
progresses, ROW may be required in other locations.

If you or others in your agency have any specific concerns, suggestions or recommendations pertaining to this
specific project please let us know by responding to the address listed below. This can include information on
wildlife movement, habitat issues, or seasonal concerns to name a few.

Please submit your comments or concerns by September 9, 2019, to ADOT c/o:

Tracy Goyak

HDR

20 E. Thomas Road, Suite 350
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Email: tracy.goyak@hdrinc.com
Phone: 602.522.4331

Fax: 602.522.7707

Thank you for your time and assistance.

Sincerely,

Justin White
Biology Program Manager

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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ADOT Environmental Planning
Enclosures: Figure 1 — State Location Map

Figure 2 — Project Vicinity Map

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019, and executed by FHWA and ADOT.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
206 S. 17th Ave. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov
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Maricopa County

Department of Transportation

Transportation Systems

Management Division August 20’ 2019
2001 W, Durango Street

Phoenix, AZ 85009

Phone 602-506-8676

Fax: 602-506-H758

\-.'\\-“--.mcdr'lt'.mnr::np-.l.gcw Audrey Unger
HDR
20 East Thomas Road, Suite 350
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

RE: [010-C(222)s] [F0252 01L and F0252 02L] [ Interstate 10 Corridor
Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387]

Dear Ms. Unger:

Maricopa County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) has received
notification of the Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L to State
Route 387 and provides the following input.

Riggs Road, owned and operated by MCDOT, crosses the study area.
MCDOT requests continued involvement in the study to ensure MCDOT
right-of-way impacts are known, minimal and appropriately permitted.

Sincerely,

M‘%%
Denise Lacey ‘

Planning Branch Manager




Schippers, Susanna

From: Russell Benford <Russell.Benford@gric.nsn.us>

Sent: Friday, August 23, 2019 3:01 PM

To: Goyak, Tracy

Cc: jwhite@azdot.gov

Subject: Re: I-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter

thank you, Tracy. Have a good weekend.

Sent from my Verizon 4G LTE Smartphone

------ Original message------

From: Goyak, Tracy

Date: Fri, Aug 23, 2019 2:44 PM

To: Russell Benford,

Cc: Justin White;

Subject:RE: 1-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter
Hi Russ,

To answer your question, here are the definitions for the acronyms/terms you inquired about.

CBC — Concrete Box Culvert

RCBC — Reinforced Concrete Box Culvert

Training Dike — earthen berm

CMP arch — Corrugated Metal Pipe arch, typically used for sites where headroom is limited and provides hydraulic
advantages at low flows

Thanks and have a great day,
Tracy

Tracy Goyak
D 602.522.4331 M 702.409.4501

hdrinc.com/follow-us
From: Justin White [mailto:jwhite@azdot.gov]
Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 2:15 PM

To: Goyak, Tracy <Tracy.Goyak@hdrinc.com>
Subject: Re: I-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter

Tracy,
Will you please reply back to Russ and cc me on his questions below? Thank you

Justin

On Thu, Aug 22, 2019 at 10:08 AM Russell Benford <Russell.Benford@agric.nsn.us> wrote:

hi Justin,



Thank you for sharing this useful information. From Tracy's email, you can infer alot about the new/current
climate at GRIC DEQ. Thus, responses may be slowed as they work through various channels. | apologize in
advance to both of you for any delay or inconvenience this might cause.

Could you (or Tracy) please let me know what:

CBC

RCBC
Training dike
CMP arch

stand for on the KMZ file that Mr. Bombardier created?

thanks,

Russ

Russell Benford, PhD, CWB « Environmental Program Manager

Wildlife & Ecosystems Management Program

Department of Environmental Quality « Gila River Indian Community

PO Box 97 « 45 South Church Street « Sacaton, AZ 85147

(520) 562-2761 office » (520) 610-2269 cell « (520) 562-2245 fax « www.gricdeg.org

From: Justin White <jwhite@azdot.gov>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 9:20 AM

To: Russell Benford

Subject: Fwd: I-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter

Russ,

Please see answers to your questions below as well as the comments received from your office by our
consultants. If you have any questions please let me know.

Thanks

Justin



—————————— Forwarded message ---------

From: Goyak, Tracy <Tracy.Goyak@hdrinc.com>

Date: Wed, Aug 21, 2019 at 8:54 AM

Subject: RE: I-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter
To: Justin White <jwhite@azdot.gov>

Hi Justin,

| apologize for my delayed response to your email. | needed to inquire with the PM about these items and verify if HDR
or Aztech (our sub for biology and 404 on this project) should be addressing this. In addition, | received a call on
Monday from Will Antone, Director of the GRIC Department of Environmental Quality, stating environmental inquiries
related to work on Tribal lands must first go through him. Specifically, he was referring to the bio scoping letter
received by Russ Benford. Because Will Antone has specifically requested HDR speak solely with him moving forward, it
may be a good idea for you to communicate the information | am providing to Russ. If you would like to discuss this
further, feel free to give me a call at the 602.522.4331 or 702.409.4501. HDR’s responses to Russ’ questions are
provided below in red. I've also attached a .kmz file as discussed in the response to the first bulleted item.

Thanks and have a great day,
Tracy

Hi Justin,

I hope this finds you well. I recently received a solicitation for feedback on a proposed project to widen 1-10 as
it runs through the Gila River Indian Community. I’m presently developing a response. To do so, 1’d benefit by
having a schematic or other technical information on culverts that cross under the freeway. Notably, I’'m
curious to know:

e Where is each located: The entire corridor is crossed by hundreds of culvert pipes, many 24’ to 36’ in
diameter. We currently do not have a complete inventory of all culverts. Our PM, Brian Bombardier has a
KMZ of the large and significant culverts (see attached)—there are also levees and dikes, which can be ignored
for now.

e What are the styles, dimensions, etc., of each: see previous bullet

e Which will be modified (extended, replaced, etc.) as a result of this project: As for which will be modified,
that is yet undefined. If we widen to the median these culverts will largely be unaffected, as most already cross
under the entire median. There may be a few median inlets leading to these culverts and those would likely
need to be modified, but that would be it. If, on the other hand we widen to the outside, then each of these
culverts ends would likely need to be extended, and any associated ditches, swales, or channels would need to
be modified accordingly. The I-10 widening project has not yet developed or screened alternatives, so this is
the extent of our current information.

I’d appreciate any information you could provide.

Also, when do you anticipate having more information about the scope of the project that will address
improvements on/around the Gila River Bridge? Is it safe to assume these are sister projects, and that the work
will be completed. These are actually different projects being worked on by completely different teams. The
Gila River Bridge project is planned to be advanced ahead of the 1-10 widening project.

Tracy Goyak



D 602.522.4331 M 702.409.4501

hdrinc.com/follow-us

From: Justin White [mailto:jwhite@azdot.gov]

Sent: Friday, August 16, 2019 2:01 PM

To: Goyak, Tracy <Tracy.Goyak@hdrinc.com>

Subject: Fwd: FW: I-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter

Tracy,
Can you or the project engineer please provide answers to these questions?
Thank you

Justin

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Russell Benford <Russell.Benford@gric.nsn.us>

Date: Fri, Aug 16, 2019 at 1:55 PM

Subject: FW: 1-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter
To: Justin White <jwhite@azdot.gov>

Hi Justin,

I hope this finds you well. I recently received a solicitation for feedback on a proposed project to widen 1-10 as
it runs through the Gila River Indian Community. I’m presently developing a response. To do so, 1’d benefit by
having a schematic or other technical information on culverts that cross under the freeway. Notably, I’'m
curious to know:

e Where is each located
e What are the styles, dimensions, etc., of each

e Which will be modified (extended, replaced, etc.) as a result of this project

I’d appreciate any information you could provide.

Also, when do you anticipate having more information about the scope of the project that will address
improvements on/around the Gila River Bridge? Is it safe to assume these are sister projects, and that the work
will be completed

thanks,
Russ

Russell Benford, PhD, CWB « Environmental Program Manager

Wildlife & Ecosystems Management Program

Department of Environmental Quality « Gila River Indian Community
4



PO Box 97 « 45 South Church Street » Sacaton, AZ 85147
(520) 562-2761 office * (520) 610-2269 cell » (520) 562-2245 fax * www.gricdeq.org

From: Goyak, Tracy [mailto:Tracy.Goyak@hdrinc.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 08, 2019 4:27 PM

To: Russell Benford <Russell.Benford@gric.nsn.us>

Cc: Justin White <jwhite@azdot.gov>

Subject: 1-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter

Dear Mr. Benford,

The scoping letter and maps for ADOT’s Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State
Route 387 are attached for your review. Please let us know if you have any questions or comments.

Regards,

Tracy Goyak
Biologist/ Team Lead

HDR

20 East Thomas Road, Suite 2500
Phoenix, AZ 85012-3118

D 602.522.4331 M 702.409.4501
tracy.goyak@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us

This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the
individual(s)named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate,
distribute or copy this email. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have
received the e-mail by mistake

and permanently delete this e-mail from your system. E-mail transmission cannot be
guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be intercepted, corrupted,
lost, destroyed, arrive

late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not accept liability
for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message, which arise as a result of
e-mail transmission. If verification is required please request a hard-copy version.

This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the
individual(s)named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate,
distribute or copy this email. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have
received the e-mail by mistake

and permanently delete this e-mail from your system. E-mail transmission cannot be
guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be intercepted, corrupted,
lost, destroyed, arrive

late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not accept liability
for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message, which arise as a result of
e-mail transmission. If verification is required please request a hard-copy version.

This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the
individual(s)named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate,
distribute or copy this email. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have
received the e-mail by mistake



and permanently delete this e-mail from your system. E-mail transmission cannot be
guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be intercepted, corrupted,
lost, destroyed, arrive

late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not accept liability
for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message, which arise as a result of
e-mail transmission. If verification is required please request a hard-copy version.



_ | GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS OFFICE: (520) 562-3343
POST OFFICEBOX G FAX: (520) 562-3336
SACATON, AZ 85147
MEMORANDUM
September 3, 2019
TO: Steve Olmsted
NEPA Assignment Manager
ADOT Environmental Planning
THRU: Audrey Unger
HDR
FROM: Brian Shipman, P.E. &5
Acting Senior Civil Engineer
Department of Public Works
Gila River Indian Community
THRU: Tom Guenther = &~
Acting Director
Department of Public Works
Gila River Indian Community
RE: [010-C(222)S] [F0252 01L and F0252 02L] 1-10 Corridor Study 202 to 387

Gila River Indian Community Department of Public Works currently has a 16” Water main in a
36 casing located north of Nelson Road. The work was installed per ADOT Permit No.
P1203458.

The Community Master Plan identifies water mains on both Queen Creek Road and Riggs Road.
The steel casing was installed outside the ROW with jack and bore method. The same construction
method is expected for future installs.

The water main on Riggs currently stops east of the I-10 and west of the 347. Red Tail Hawk
Hospital, on Queen Creek and Price, is in operation east of the [-10 and has requested to be
connected into the Community water system. The water is currently located on the west of 347
and south on Riggs Road.

The Department of Public Works does not have any sewer mains crossing the 1-10. The City of
Chandler has a sewer main near near Qld Maricopa (Wild Horse Pass) Exit.



Schippers, Susanna

From: Chad Hinderliter <CHINDERLITER@AZDPS.GOV>

Sent: Thursday, September 5, 2019 11:24 AM

To: Unger, Audrey C.

Subject: Agency Scoping Meeting

Attachments: FO252 01L and F0252 02L_scoping letter_ AZDPS1.pdf; F0252 01L and F0252 02L_scoping

letter_AZDPS2.pdf

Ms. Unger,

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed project. | currently oversee our Metro South Highway Patrol
District, which overlaps this project on Interstate 10 from SR202 to Riggs Road. My only question deals with the
overpasses at Wild Horse Pass, SR347 and Riggs. Will the upgrade of ramps at Riggs be limited to only the on and off
ramps? Or will it include a redesign of the overpass to help accommodate rush hour traffic? Will the Wild Horse Pass
and SR347 overpass be included? During large events (New Year’s Eve, concerts, etc.), traffic has backed up southbound
to SR202. SR347 continues to be heavily congested with traffic during rush hour. Is there anything within this project
that will help alleviate the congestion?

Thank you,

Chad Hinderliter, Captain
Metro South Highway Patrol
602-223-2506

From: Robert Foster <RFoster@AZDPS.GOV>

Sent: Thursday, September 05, 2019 10:04 AM

To: David Nilson <DNilson@AZDPS.GOV>; Chad Hinderliter <CHINDERLITER@AZDPS.GOV>; PIO_Unit
<PIO_Unit@azdps.gov>

Subject: Fw: Agency Scoping Meeting

Gentleman,

Please see attached email and attachments request from Audrey Unger, HDR Eng Inc.

I misunderstood her original requestt as to "completion v. study" due to a bad phone connection. | did
however advise her that we would respond and advise regarding the MULTI- Agency study.

Please let me know if | can be of assistance.

Best regards,



Rob Foster #10293

Casa Grande, AZ

From: Unger, Audrey C. <Audrey.Unger@hdrinc.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 5, 2019 9:17 AM

To: Robert Foster <RFoster@AZDPS.GOV>

Subject: RE: Agency Scoping Meeting

Hi Rob,

As | mentioned on the phone, | requested an e-mail from AZDPS in order to invite DPS to the agency scoping meeting
(includes all agencies) for I-10 Corridor Study from essentially SR 202L to SR 387. Scoping, under the National
Environmental Policy Act helps the lead agency, in this case ADOT, determine the scope of issues to be addressed and
any known issues related to the proposed action on the I-10. This is a very early process. Attached are the scoping letters
that were sent to your agency.

We discussed using your email and that you would forward to the appropriate individuals. Are you still good with this
approach? Thanks for your help.

From: Robert Foster [mailto:RFoster@AZDPS.GOV]
Sent: Thursday, September 5, 2019 9:04 AM

To: Unger, Audrey C. <Audrey.Unger@hdrinc.com>
Subject: Fw: Agency Scoping Meeting

From: Robert Foster

Hi Audrey,

In reply to your request- Please confirm with details so that | can make the appropriate connection.

Confirming your phone and contact information,

Audrey Unger

AUDREY.UNGER@HDRINC.COM

HDR INC.



602-522-4323

Request to schedule professional meeting RE: Completion of Interstate project near Mile Post 187

I'll also reach out to Metro South for addition interested contacts.

It was nice talking with you!

Thank you for the consideration and call.

Best regards,

Rob Foster

State Trooper #10293
520-836-1057 Ext 1

Casa Grande, AZ.



From: Willard Antone 111

To: Goyak. Tracy

Cc: QCastro@azmag.gov; dwhite@wildhorsepass.com; Ryan Eberle; Tkelso@azdot.gov; clopez@azdot.gov
Subject: 1-10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387 Scoping Letter

Date: Monday, September 9, 2019 5:06:43 PM

Attachments: image003.png

WEMP Response to Proposed 1-10 Widening Sep 2019.pdf

Good Afternoon Tracy,

The Department of Environmental Quality’s Wildlife & Ecosystems Program has reviewed
the proposed project identified as [010-C(222)S] [F0252 01L and F0252 02L] [Interstate 10
Corridor Study: State Route 202L (Santan) to State Route 387] and has provided
comments/recommendations based on the information provided. The comments are specific to
wildlife and native vegetation as the this request was sent to Russell Benford, Wildlife
Program Manager. If you are requesting a full review from our department please notify us
promptly. If you have any questions please feel free to contact myself or Ryan Eberle, Air
Quality Program Manager, regarding this project, thank you.

Willard W. Antone Ill, CPM
Director
Gila River Indian Community

Main: (520) 562-2234 | Direct: (520) 562-2755
Mobile: (520) 610-7297 | Email: Willard.Antoneiii@gric.nsn.us

Department of Environmental Quality
Mailing: P.O. Box 97, Sacaton, AZ 85147
Physical: 5350 N. 48 St., Ste. 120, Chandler, AZ 85226

Website: www.GRICDEQ.org
DEQ Logo

Vision Statement - A Healthy, Sustainable Environment for Future
Generations

his message contains confidential information and is intended only for the
ndividual(s)named. If you are not the named addressee you should not
isseminate, distribute or copy this email. Please notify the sender
immediately b{ e-mail 1T you have received the e-mail by mistake

and permanently delete this e-mail from your system. E-mail transmission
cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be
intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive

late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not accept
liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message, which
arise as a result of e-mail transmission. IT verification is required please
request a hard-copy version.

-
i
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GILARIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

September 9, 2019

Ms. Tracy Goyak, HDR

c/o Arizona Department of Transportation
206 S. 17th Ave.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

RE: [010-C(222)S] [F0252 01L and F0252 02L] [Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L
(Santan) to State Route 387]

Ms. Goyak,

Thank you for contacting the Gila River Indian Community’s Wildlife & Ecosystems
Management Program about the proposed widening of the Interstate 10 freeway (I-10) from
milepost (MP) 161.0 at the State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to MP 187.1,
east of the Tl at SR 387 (excluding the Gila River Bridge segment of the project) to increase the
vehicular capacity of 1-10 in the study area. | understand that the proposed action would include
but not be limited to:

e widening of existing traffic lanes, either toward the median or shoulder of the existing
road,

e upgrading TIs;

improving vertical clearances at Riggs Road, Goodyear Road, Nelson Road, SR 587, and

Seed Farm Road overpasses;

replacing bridges spanning I-10 at Dirk Lay Road and Gas Line Road;

modifying drainage features;

installing signage, pavement striping, lighting and signals; and

acquiring new right-of-way (ROW), if necessary.

All currently proposed activities are principally located within ADOT’s 1-10 ROW via
agreement with the Gila River Indian Community, but the engineering demands of the expansion
may require the negotiation and acquisition of new ROW.

I have reviewed the project proposal based on information disclosed in the scoping letter, dated
August 9, 2019, that you sent. I am writing to share general concerns and suggestions pertaining
to the proposed project, with the understanding that a formal design proposal has not yet been
rendered, nor has a formal environmental assessment of the project been conducted.



My initial comments about the proposed project generally relate to three areas of concern:
wildlife permeability, exotic species and roadside trash. | provide general perspective about each
area of concern below.

Wildlife Permeability

Fencing. Presently, aging five-wire fencing is placed along the ROW and generally maintained,
but the fence is cut or damaged at numerous places (Figure 1). In other places, substrate beneath
the fence eroded such that terrestrial wildlife species that have potential to enter the ROW are
able to do so (Figure 2). In places where the fence is compromised, its functionality as a safety
barrier is rendered ineffective.

Figure 1. Damage to fencing along I-10.



Figure 2. Erosion along fencing allowing terrestrial wildlife to enter the I-10 ROW.

In the future, the entire length of freeway should be fenced with five-wire or (as appropriate)
cyclone and/or post-and-cable fencing to discourage egress into the ROW of humans and
terrestrial wildlife. The fence should be maintained in perpetuity in a condition that prevents
egress of people and animals into the ROW.

The southern extent of the project area (south of Dirk Lay Road [MP180] — Casa Blanca Rd [MP
186]) contains medium to high quality habitat for mule deer. Deer have been observed in this
area on both sides of the freeway. Therefore, 8 ft cyclone fencing should be used as an exclusion
barrier for deer and other large ungulates (i.e. horses and cows) and connected to large culverts
that accommodate passage of such animals. Such fencing should be tied in to culverts with 8 ft
Type 4 woven fabric with hog rings (i.e. hog wire).

The same extent of the project area also contains medium to high quality habitat for desert
tortoises (a species of conservation concern) on both sides of the freeway. The freeway is likely
to jeopardize the welfare of individual animals attempting to cross it. Therefore, fencing in this
section should include small animal exclusion fencing with either 1 in x 2 in or 0.5 in cells (to
US Fish & Wildlife specification for desert tortoises).

Culverts and Underpasses. Presently, scores of culverts and underpasses (hereafter, “culverts”)
perforate the freeway corridor. Most are built in low areas where storm water would naturally
flow; many are built in obvious ephemeral washes that experience regular flow in storm events.

Most structures presently in use are corrugated metal pipes of various sizes and shapes (round,
oval and arch) that extend, uninterrupted, from the shoulder of the southbound lane to the
shoulder of the northbound lane under both lanes of traffic (Figure 3).



Figure 3. Corrugated metal pipe which spans the entire length across Interstate 10.

In some cases, the natural substrate at one or both ends of the drainage structure is eroded
(Figure 4), rendering the structure useless as a dispersal aid.

Figure 4. Culvert with natural substrate eroded.



While such structures offer few resources for wildlife (note that they retain some value as day-
roosts for birds and larger animals such as coyotes), evidence suggests that some, typically the
larger ones that are level with and contain natural substrate and in which an exit route is evident
(Figure 5), are being utilized by wildlife (Figure 6). Other types of structures, notably concrete
box culverts and reinforced concrete box culverts, seem to be used regularly by wildlife.

Figure 5. Culvert with an evident exit route visible to crossing wildlife.

Figure 6. Evidence of wildlife usage of concrete box culvert with natural substrate.



In the future, culvert improvements should accommodate free and safe passage of terrestrial
wildlife. Species that are known to utilize existing wildlife culverts and underpasses include
coyote, bobcat, gray fox, kit fox, mule deer, javelina and feral horses, desert cottontail, black-
tailed jackrabbit, skunks (various species) and rodents (round-tailed ground squirrel, kangaroo
rat, pocket mice etc.). Additional species that have potential to use underpasses and that could be
accommodated to mitigate safety risks to humans or wildlife and/or population connectivity
concerns include the Sonoran Desert tortoise, Tucson shovel-nosed snake, Gila monster,
American badger and snakes (various species). While some of these species may not be of
special concern, the reduction of the amount of roadkill within the ROW will have the added
effect of reducing the secondary mortality caused by the attraction of wildlife to the roadkill
carrion (i.e. vultures, coyotes, owls, foxes etc.).

Culverts designed to accommodate wildlife permeability should be connected to roadside
fencing using angles >45° from the roadside fence and designed to direct animals parallel to the
thoroughfare and into the culvert. Egress to culverts should not utilize standard rip rap; instead,
they should utilize grouted rip rap and/or articulated block to facilitate wildlife movements.

When possible, culverts in natural washes, should be widened to a minimum 3:2 width to height
ratio. Natural substrate beneath the structures should be retained. Steel culverts, pipes and other
drainage structures that have potential to accommodate wildlife but that are unlikely to retain
sediment should be grouted so that a near-natural substrate persists.

When practical, and especially for larger structures that could accommodate larger animals such
as ungulates including javelina, mesocarnivores and mustelids, drainage structures should
include sky lighting (i.e. open ceilings) in the median to decrease the “tunnel effect” and
encourage wildlife utilization. Additionally, natural root balls or vegetation salvaged from the
ROW and placed along walls throughout the culvert to provide cover for small mammals,
reptiles and amphibians.

Lighting. Roadside lighting has potential to affect migratory behavior and attract, both directly
(because it can be perceived as a navigation aid) and indirectly (because it also attracts insect
prey) birds, bats, reptiles and amphibians. Roadside lighting should therefore be used minimally,
only as safety requires. When roadside lighting is required, lights that are low to the ground and
that only illuminate the road surface should be utilized (guidance should be taken from lighting
used in Saguaro National Park), also incandescent or short wavelength LED bulbs should be
used to reduce the attraction of wildlife.

Bridges. Highway bridges sometimes provide useful habitat for bats, including the lesser long-
nosed bat (a species of conservation concern). Because the more heavily-trafficked portion of
bridges at Queen Creek, Riggs, Nelson, Casa Blanca, Seed Farm, Gas Line and Dirk Lay Roads
is under the bridge where bats are most likely to roost, bat use of these bridges seems unlikely
but remains unknown. Therefore, prior to the initiation of construction, each bridge should be
monitored for bat occupancy. If occupied, appropriate avoidance, minimization and mitigation
measures should be taken to conserve local bat populations. Additionally, new construction of
bridges should be designed to accommodate bat occupancy, as it has on Ina Road west of 1-10.



The proposed project will include renovation and, in some cases, reconstruction of bridges at
Queen Creek, Riggs, Nelson, Casa Blanca, Seed Farm, Gas Line and Dirk Lay Roads. While
bridges in high-traffic areas are seldom used by wildlife as crossing structures, bridges in low-
traffic areas where habitat quality is good can facilitate permeability. Thus, bridges at Gas Line
and Dirk Lay Roads should be reconstructed to accommodate safe, shared use of motor vehicles
and wildlife. This design could include such features as a natural (i.e. not paved) substrate and/or
a split-lane to accommodate each class of user. Dirk Lay Road is an especially good candidate
for such a design.

Exotic Species

Native Plant Species. Presently, the plant species composition in the I-10 ROW is a mix of
native and exotic species. Some native species that predominate in the ROW include brittle bush,
white bursage, triangle-leaf bursage, salt bush, creosote, velvet mesquite, desert broom, desert
marigold and saguaro. Many, if not all, of the abundance of these species can be attributed to
seeding and maintenance efforts made after the freeway’s original construction.

Despite efforts to encourage a native plant community in the ROW, the ROW has been (and
continues to be) overwhelmed with exotic and often invasive species including buffel grass, red
brome, stinknet, London rocket, Sahara mustard, Mediterranean grass, Russian thistle and
cheeseweed mallow. These exotic and invasive plant species create a variety of resource
management challenges, including an increased risk of wildfire ignition and spread, increased
allergen load and related adverse effects on human health, threatening transmission of pathogens
to agricultural crops and the incursion of invasive weeds into natural and relatively unadulterated
areas of the Gila River Indian Community (GRIC or Community). In GRIC, non-agricultural
exotic and invasive species occur almost exclusively within and adjacent to the ROWSs of high-
speed, high volume thoroughfares such as I1-10 (Figure 7). Concentrations of exotic plants in and
introductions of exotic plants from such roads threaten and degrade natural areas in GRIC that
have both cultural and ecological importance.



Figure 7. Invasion of stinknet along the Interstate 10 ROW.

The significance of GRIC’s natural areas that are being affected negatively by freeway-borne
exotics is illustrated by the existence of a Native Plant Ordinance (GR-03-90) within the
Community. GRIC’s Native Plant Ordinance enshrines in law some culturally important species
that are jeopardized by exotic plant species and that have potential to be affected by the proposed
project. These include saguaro cactus, velvet mesquite, ironwood, palo verde (foothill and blue),
barrel cactus, hedgehog cactus, fishhook cactus and cholla cactus.

Presently, ADOT’s efforts to control the introduction and spread of exotic and invasive plant
species within the proposed project area are inadequate. Herbicide treatments within the
proposed project area are rare and seem to be given low priority compared to rights-of-way in
other parts of the state that ADOT maintains.

Native Plant Salvage. Prior to construction, all healthy native plants protected by GRIC’s Native
Plant Ordinance and that have potential to be negatively affected by project activities and/or the
operation and maintenance of the improved thoroughfare should be salvaged and either re-
utilized in the proposed project or made available to the Community for translocation and use.
Plants translocated within the ROW should be monitored and maintained for no fewer than five
years to ensure success in their re-establishment.

Herbicide Treatment of Exotic Plant Species. For no fewer than five years prior to project
implementation, surveys for exotic and invasive plant species in the ROW should be conducted.
The distribution of exotic and invasive species in the ROW should be documented (mapped), and
populations of exotic and invasive plant species in the ROW should be eliminated in and in the
immediate vicinity of the ROW. Herbicide treatments should be conducted multiple times per
year and for a period of time adequate enough to ensure that the seed banks of exotic and
invasive plant species in and surrounding the ROW are depleted. Herbicide treatments should
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persist in perpetuity to ensure that native plant species have a competitive advantage over exotics
that persist and that continue to be introduced into the ROW.

Native Plant Propagation. When the proposed project is executed, the ROW and areas
surrounding the ROW that have been treated with herbicide to reduce the abundance of exotic
and invasive plant species should be vigorously re-seeded with a mix of endemic plant species
that are known to thrive in soils and microclimates in areas targeted for restoration.

Weed Barrier. When the proposed project is executed, one or more barriers that prevent the
incursion and spread of exotic and invasive plant species should be incorporated into the design
of the project. The barrier could be spatial (i.e. enough distance of open and maintained ground
to prevent even wind-borne seeds from re-entering the Community) or physical (an inanimate or
living fence to achieve the same goal). Whatever the design, the weed barrier should be
monitored and maintained for effectiveness. Future weed incursions in and near the ROW should
be treated proactively with herbicide.

Roadside Trash

In the present, the 1-10 is a major point source of solid and hazardous waste in the Community. A
persistent stream of debris, which includes household trash, yard waste and automotive parts, is
left in the ROW by motorists. Commercial vehicles including improperly covered trash trucks
often disperse refuse within the ROW; leaking and crashed commercial vehicles introduce
hazardous waste into the Community’s air, soil and surface water. While refuse is regularly
collected between Queen Creek Road (MP 164) and Casa Blanca Road (MP 176) by ADOT
contractors, efforts are insufficient to prevent trash from being introduced into built and natural
areas of the Community. Furthermore, waste, not only from sources previously mentioned but
also from ADOT and its contractors (Figure X) is introduced and left in the ROW south of Casa
Blanca Road (MP 176). In the future, a comprehensive waste control, removal and response
protocol should be developed in collaboration with Community resource managers and first-
responders, and implemented in perpetuity by ADOT.



Figure 8. ADOT and its contractors contribute to the refuse load on Interstate 10; refuse south of SR-587 is rarely
collected and remains a persistent problem and risk for the Community.

| appreciate the opportunity to respond and look forward to subsequent discussions to improve
the design and implementation of this proposed road-widening project.

Sincerely,

Russell Benford, PhD, CWB

Environmental Program Manager

Wildlife & Ecosystems Management Program
Department of Environmental Quality

Gila River Indian Community
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GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY

Executive Office of the Governor & Lieutenant Governor
“Putting Our People First”

Robert Stone

Licutenant Governor

Stephen ‘Roe Lewis

Governor

September 18, 2019

Mr. Steve Olmsted

NEPA Assignment Manager
ADOT, Environmental Planning
206 S. 17* Ave.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear Mr. Olmsted:

The Gila River Indian Community (the Community) has received your August 9, 2019 letter
inviting the Community to provide scoping comments (Scoping Letter) and your September 5,
2019 letter inviting the Community to serve as a Cooperating Agency (Cooperating Agency Letter)
regarding the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review of the Arizona Department of
Transportation’s (ADOT) proposed project to widen Interstate 10 from milepost 161.0 to milepost
187.1 (the 1-10 Expansion Project).

As noted in your Scoping Letter, ADOT is proposing the I-10 Expansion Project “to increase the
vehicular capacity of I-10 . . . to meet the need of increased travel demand and traffic congestion
on the existing four-lane section of I-10 in the study area,” which is “predominantly located within
the Gila River Indian Community.” The Scoping Letter further recognizes that the project could
require ADOT to “acquire new Right-of-Way (ROW) and easement” for the widened roadway and
traffic interchange ramps, to “modify drainage features,” and to “relocate utilities.”

Given the location of the project, any build alternative selected by ADOT will impact the
Community. As such, ADOT’s NEPA study, which the Scoping Report indicates will be an
Environmental Assessment (EA), must include careful identification and evaluation of impacts on
the Community, including its lands, natural and cultural resources, trust resources, viewsheds, and
built environment. Similarly, the EA must identify and study measures to mitigate any significant
or adverse impacts on the Community, especially if the EA concludes with a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI).

While the Community cannot list each and every potential impact or area of concern, some of the
most readily apparent impacts that need to be evaluated as part of ADOT’s NEPA review include:
altering drainage patterns; physical disturbance to or destruction of cultural resources; alteration
or removal of vegetation; grading of Community lands; impacts to water quality; impacts to
Community infrastructure and utilities; and the need for construction easements and
encroachments on Community lands. Even more significantly, ADOT must thoroughly evaluate

525 West Guu Ki « P.O. Box 97 - Sacaton, Arizona 85147
Telephone: 520-562-9841 - Fax: 520-562-9849 - Email: executivemail@gric.nsn.us



and be able to demonstrate the absolute need for any additional ROW on Community Tribal or
Allotted Trust lands. Finally, in addition to the scoping comments above, a number of Community
Departments are reviewing the Scoping Letter, and may have further comments specific to their
areas of jurisdiction and expertise.

In addition, given the location of the project, the potential impacts on lands and resources over
which the Community has jurisdiction, and the Community’s unique expertise, ADOT’s NEPA
process and the overall project will benefit significantly if the Community serves as a Cooperating
Agency. Accordingly, the Community accepts ADOT’s invitation to serve as a Cooperating
Agency, and looks forward to continued close coordination with ADOT as the Project's NEPA
study move forward.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments and this request.

Sincerely,

D vl P

Stephen R. Lewis, Governor
Gila River Indian Community

Cc (viaemail): Ms. Audrey Unger (Audrey.unger@hdrinc.com)
HDR, Inc.
20 E. Thomas Road, Suite 350
Phoenix, AZ 85012



September 19, 2019

Tracy Goyak

HDR

20 East Thomas Road, Suite 2500
Phoenix, AZ 85012

Re:  Review of the F0252 01L and F0252 02L I-10 Road Widening project
Dear Ms. Goyak:

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) reviewed your Project Evaluation
Request dated August 9, 2019, regarding the road widening of the Interstate 10 from mileposts
(MP) 161.0 to 187.1 (excluding MP 172.6-173.6, the Gila River Bridge) in Maricopa County. It
is the Departments understanding that this project will include bridge replacements, modifying
drainages, and possibly relocating utilities.

Based on the provided information the Department has the following recommendations:

e There may be suitable habitat for the western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia
hypugaea), a special status species that is regulated under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA), within the vicinity of your project. If suitable habitat for this species is present
within or adjacent to your project area, the Department recommends conducting an
occupancy survey for western burrowing owl to determine if this species occurs within
your project footprint. Guidelines for conducting this survey are found in Burrowing Owl
Project Clearance Guidance for Landowners which can be accessed on-line through the
Department’s website. Please note that the survey should be conducted by a surveyor that
is certified by the Department. If an active burrowing owl burrow is detected, please
contact the Department and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for direction, in
accordance with the Burrowing Owl Project Clearance Guidance for Landowners.

https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/speciesofgreatestconservneed/raptor-management/burro

wing-owl-mangement/
e Given that bridges will be replaced, please determine if these bridges are structurally

suitable to provide day and/or night time roosting habitat for bats (refer to Page 7 of the
Bridge Guidelines below); bats may use structures seasonally, so evidence of bat use,
such as guano, should also be evaluated. It is noted that your letter states that construction
is expected to start in the fall of 2014 and last 2 months; however, if construction is
delayed or could encroach on the breeding season, impacts could occur to a maternity
colony of bats, if present. If necessary, bat surveys should be conducted prior to any work
on or immediately adjacent to the bridge; surveys should be scheduled far in advance of
proposed work to allow for schedule modification to avoid disruption of maternity roosts
during the breeding season, and again immediately prior to construction. If the project

azgfd.gov | 602.942.3000
5000 W. CAREFREE HIGHWAY, PHOENIX AZ 85086
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Tracy Goyak
September 6, 2019

Page 2

will impact a roosting feature, roost friendly designs should be incorporated into the
design plans to replace loss of roosting habitat. Refer to the Guidelines for Bridge
Construction or Maintenance to Accommodate Fish & Wildlife Movement and Passage,
for additional guidance on bats as appropriate.
https://s3.amazonaws.com/azgfd-portal-wordpress/Portallmages/files/wildlife/planningFo
r/wildlifeFriendlyGuidelines/BridgeGuidelines.pdf

Please refer to Guidelines for Culvert Construction to Accommodate Fish & Wildlife
Movement and Passage, found on the Department’s website, and incorporate guidance as
appropriate for culvert reconstruction. More specifically, rip-rap is difficult for many
species to traverse. If rip-rap is required on the ground in front of the culvert, it should be
buried, back-filled with topsoil, or at least a portion of it should be covered by another
substrate that would allow wildlife to move through the culverts.
https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife/planning/wildlifeguidelines/

If underground utilities are relocated and/or trenching occurs, trenching and backfilling
crews should be close together to minimize the amount of open trenches at any given
time. Avoid leaving trenches open overnight. Where trenches cannot be back-filled
immediately, escape ramps should be constructed at least every 90 meters. Escape ramps
can be short lateral trenches or wooden planks sloping to the surface. The slope should be
less than 45 degrees (1:1). Trenches that have been left open overnight should be
inspected and animals removed prior to backfilling.

The Department understands that ADOT will comply with the Arizona Native Plant Law for any
ground disturbing activities, efforts will be made to minimize ground disturbance, and all
temporarily disturbed land will be re-seeded to minimize erosion. In addition, the Department
understands that, in accordance with ADOT Environmental Planning Group’s (EPG’s)
guidelines, invasive species and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) will be addressed within
the proposed project’s biological report, if applicable.

The Department appreciates the opportunity to provide an evaluation of impacts to wildlife or
wildlife habitats associated with the F0252 01L and F0252 02L I-10 Road Widening project. If
you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at (623) 236-7222, and visit our
website for additional guidelines at https://www.azgtd.com/wildlife/planning/wildlifeguidelines/.

Sincerely,

7

Andrew Cavalcant
Project Evaluation Program Specialist, Habitat Branch
Arizona Game and Fish Department

CC:

Ginger Ritter, Project Evaluation Program Supervisor
John Windes, Habitat Program Manager, Region V

AGFD# M19-08122301



GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY

Executive Office of the Governor & Lieutenant Governor
“Putting Our People First”

Stephen Roe Lewis

i
Governor

Robert Stone

Licutenanl Goyvernor

October 7, 2019

Mr. Steve Olmsted

NEPA Assignment Manager
ADOT, Environmental Planning
206 S. 17" Ave.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear Mr. Olmsted:

In further response to your August 9, 2019 letter inviting the Gila River Indian Community to
provide scoping comments (Scoping Letter), the Community has collected additional comments
from its Departments that will have jurisdiction over or expertise concerning Arizona Department
of Transportation’s (ADOT) proposed project to widen Interstate 10 from milepost 161.0 to
milepost 187.1 (the Project). These Community Departments include: Department of
Transportation (GRIC DOT); Land Use Planning and Zoning (LUPZ); Department of
Environmental Quality (GRIC DEQ); Department of Public Works (DPW) and Pima-Maricopa
Irrigation Project (P-MIP), as well as the Community’s Utility Authority (GRICUA) and Gila
River Telecommunications, Incorporated (GRTI).

On September 18, 2019, the Community submitted initial scoping comments, which indicated that
the Environmental Assessment (EA) must include a careful identification and evaluation of
impacts on the Community, including its lands, natural and cultural resources, trust resources, and
built environment, and must identify and study measures to mitigate any significant or adverse
impacts on the Community.! That letter further stated that the Community would send a follow-
up letter with comments from Community Departments, which are set forth below and supplement
the Community’s prior Scoping Comments.

Transportation Impacts and Needs

ADOT’s study should consider and address the function and condition of all the existing bridges
and interchanges within the Project’s Study Area in the Community. The existing bridges (Dirk

! The specific impacts of concern identified in Governor Lewis® letter included: altering drainage patterns; physical
disturbance to or destruction of cultural resources; alteration or removal of vegetation; grading of Community lands;
impacts to water quality; impacts to Community infrastructure and utilities; the need for construction easements and
encroachments on Community lands; and the potential need to acquire additional ROW on Community Tribal or
Allotted Trust lands.

525 West Gu u Ki « P.O. Box 97 - Sacaton, Arizona 85147
Telephone: 520-562-9841 - Fax: 520-562-9849 - Email: executivemail@gric.nsn.us
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Lay Road, Seed Farm Road, Gas Line Road, Nelson Road, and Goodyear Road) are all functionally
obsolete, which include approach lanes and bridge decks that are too narrow, very poor pavement
condition, and grade issues where approach lanes meet the bridge decks. These bridges also have
barriers and guard rails that do not meet current standards and should be improved when I-10
construction takes place.

The existing interchanges (not including the two major interchanges at SR347/Queen Creek and
Wild Horse Pass Blvd.) each have unique issues. The interchange at SR 587/Casa Blanca Road
has met warrants for signals at the cross streets on each side of I-10, but which cannot be retrofitted
without considerable work to the ramps and cross streets. The ramps at this interchange are also
problematic and no longer meet interstate design standards. In addition, the Riggs Road
Interchange base structure may be sound, but the approach pavement and bridge deck are very
suspect.

Both GRIC DOT’s and MAG’s Long Range Transportation Plans call for an interchange at Seed
Farm Road. As such, the scope of ADOT’s study should include the addition of an interchange at
Seed Farm Road, with corresponding analyses of interchange designs and footprints.

Finally, the expanded I-10 roadway should not serve as a designated or preferred route, road, or
highway for the transportation of hazardous or radioactive materials, as regulated by the Federal
Motor Carrier Safety Administration. Conversely, I-10 within the Project area should be
designated as a “restricted” route for the transportation of these materials.

P-MIP Canals and Infrastructure

Under the Arizona Water Settlements Act of 2004, the Community waived its claims against the
United States in exchange for the promise of Central Arizona Project (CAP) water. Upon reaching
the Reservation this CAP water is then conveyed throughout the Reservation in a network of
ditches, canals, and other waterways (including P-MIP, San Carlos Irrigation Project (SCIP), and
Gila River Indian Irrigation and Drainage District (GRIIDD)) for the Community’s agricultural
and commercial needs.

Enclosed with this letter is a memorandum prepared by David DeJong, P-MIP Director, which
addresses potential impacts of the I-10 Project on the P-MIP, GRIIDD, and SCIP facilities.

Drainage

The Sacaton Area Drainage Master Study (ADMS)® identifies runoff generated from watersheds
located in Sacaton and adjacent mountain ranges. It does not, however, account for flows from
watersheds upstream in the actual Gila River. While the eventual discharge reflected in the ADMS

2 The Sacaton Area Drainage Master Study was completed to provide the Community with a detailed depiction of the
existing drainage/flooding conditions within the study area. The Community has used the results to (i) develop, assess
and select viable flood hazard mitigation alternatives at the regional, semi-regional, and local levels; (ii} to recommend
local drainage improvements to existing facilities; and (iii) support of Community-led initiatives, such as home site
development and plan and design of future drainage infrastructure.
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into the Gila River may be useful to ADOT, LUPZ believes this study data is not comparable to
the Flood Insurance Study (FIS) findings and have different times of concentration.

Land Surveys

ADOT should be aware that the retracement survey of the existing right-of-way and any new
surveys of acquired lands must be completed by a surveyor under the Certified Federal Surveyors
Program (CFedS) and will also need to meet GRIC Survey Requirements. (A copy of these
requirements are enclosed.)

Wildlife Impacts

The Community Department of Environmental Quality’s Wildlife & Ecosystems Program
submitted Scoping Comments under separate cover, dated September 9, 2019.

Utility Corridor

ADOT’s study should analyze the placement of fiber optic cable along the I-10 corridor within the
Project area. The Community requests that ADOT and MAG engage directly with GRTI (and
GRTI counsel) on this issue.

Electrical Meters

If the Project will require the installation of electrical meters, a permit will be required by Building
Safety.

Department of Public Works

The Community’s Department of Public Works submitted a Scoping Comment letter dated
September 3, 2019.

Thank you for your consideration of these additional scoping comments.

Sincerely,

o,

Stephen R. 18, mor
Gila River Indian Community

Cc (via email): Ms. Audrey Unger (Audrey.unger@hdrinc.com)
HDR, Inc.
20 E. Thomas Road, Suite 350, Phoenix, AZ 85012



GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY

Pima-Maricopa Irrigation Project
Administration * Design = Construction * Engineering

Memorandum

To:  Javier Ramos, Office of General Counsel \m
! % My
From: David H. DeJong, Ph.D., Director i’:}[)o‘{f v
J

Date: September 26, 2019 g
Re:  ADOT I-10 widening and potential impacts to Community Irrigation Infrastructure

The Pima-Maricopa Irrigation Project (P-MIP) has undertaken a review of the proposed I-10
Wildhorse Pass Corridor improvements to determine potential impacts to Community irrigation
infrastructure. P-MIP is undertaking this review for P-MIP, SCIP, and GRIIDD facilities that
may be impacted by the project. While we understand that it is likely that ADOT will construct
additional lanes within the existing right-of-way, we have provided comments that will be valid
if ADOT adds lanes outside of the existing easement. Our comments begin at the Community
boundary just south of Loop 202 and flow north to south.

1. The P-MIP Memorial (MM-ID) pipeline crosses I-10 (~I-10 MP 161+70) adjacent to the
ADOT Southeast Valley Regional Drainage System (SEVRDS) channel. Should ADOT elect
to add any lanes through this corridor we do not see any impacts with respect to the MM-ID
pipeline. See figure 1 for an aerial view of the MM-ID alignment.

Figure 1: Memorial Pipeline and Westside Level Top Canal south of Loop 202.

Post Office Box C * 192 South “A” Street » Sacaton, Arizona 85147
Main Office (520) 562-6700 « Fax (520) 562-6791



2. The Westside IA Level Top Canal runs parallel to I-10 between ADOT MP 161+90 to
MP 162, with the SEVRDS channel between I-10 and the WS-IA Canal. If ADOT
remains with the existing footprint there are no impacts to the Level Top Canal. Should
ADOT elect to widen the easement at this point not only would the SEVRDS channel be
impacted but the WS-IA Level Top Canal would be impacted. See figure 1 for an aerial
view of the WS-IA Level Top Canal.

3. Just north of the WS-IB pipeline is the old Broadacres Canal, which crosses I-10 at ~MP
162. This canal crosses under I-10 but is no longer connected to the Gila Drain on the
east side of the Interstate. This pipeline crossing under I-10 was abandoned in place and
should ADOT conduct any excavations it will need to be aware of the abandoned pipe.
This pipe crossing is shown on the GIS aerial in figure 1.

4. The Gila Drain is an active drain that conveys water from the Salt River Project north of
the Community to the Gila River. It crosses I-10 just north of Wild Horse Pass Boulevard
near ADOT MP 162+30. P-MIP does not see any impacts to the drain. We do inquire
where the drainage in the median will go and whether there will be any changes to the
drainage with potential improvements in this stretch of I-10. See figure 2.

Figure 2: Gila Drain north of WildHorse Pass Boulevard.

5. Between Queen Creek Road and Riggs Road on the west side of I-10 at about ADOT MP
164+50 to 167+25, P-MIP has potential canal, Westside VE reach. This reach of future
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canal runs north of Riggs Road adjacent to I-10 to Queen Creek Road before turning west
adjacent to and south of Queen Creek Road. This project is 100% designed and should
ADOT expand its right-of-way to the west between ADOT MP 164+50 to 167+25 P-MIP
would have to redesign the project. No right-of-way has been acquired and per Council
Resolution GR-328-15 approved November 4, 2015, this reach has been eliminated from
P-MIP’s current construction que. Should future funding be available, this reach, pending
Council approval, could be constructed. This reach is shown in figure 3 below.

. Between Riggs Road and Goodyear Road (between approximate ADOT MP 167+25 to
169+75) on the west side of I-10, P-MIP has another future canal: Westside VB Canal.
This canal runs adjacent to I-10 from just north of Goodyear Road to Riggs Road and
then just north of Riggs Road the canal turns west and follows Riggs Road out of
ADOT’s easement. This segment of canal is at a 30% design and may be constructed in
the future. No right-of-way has been acquired and per Council Resolution GR-328-15
approved November 4, 2015, this reach has been eliminated from P-MIP’s current
construction que. Should future funding be available, this reach, pending Council
approval, could be constructed. Should I-10 right-of-way be extended to the west, P-MIP
would have to redesign the entire reach. This reach is shown in figure 3.

Figure 3: Future reaches between Goodyear Road and Queen Creek Road.



7. The Westside VA Canal and siphon under I-10 (at approximately ADOT MP 169+80)
have been constructed. P-MIP has no concerns with I-10 lanes being constructed within
the median or with additional overburden placed on the pipeline. However, should ADOT
expand outward, the inlet and outlet structures of the Westside VA siphon under 1-10
would need to be extended as there is insufficient room for operations and maintenance
personnel to turn around. ADOT would need to extend both the siphon and relocate the
inlet and outlet structures in order to provide adequate turnaround space for O&M
operators. See figure 4 below for this reach.

igure 4: Westside VA pipeline under 1-10 north of Goodyear Road

8. The Community has identified a managed aquifer recharge site (MAR 8B) adjacent to I-
10 between Nelson Road and the Gila River, at approximately ADOT MP 173480 to
174+40. This MAR 8B site will commence off Canal 13 at the point at which the canal
turns west and away from I-10 at ~ADOT MP 174+40. P-MIP has a 60% design for the
new MAR 8B site and is in the process of acquiring right-of-way that abuts the current
ADOT easement. This design is scheduled to be completed by the end of calendar year
2019. Should ADOT widen I-10 beyond its current easement, P-MIP will need to
redesign the MAR 8B facility and re-acquire right-of-way. This is shown in figure 5
below.

9. Canal 13 runs under I-10 via a 54” RCP pipeline just north of Nelson Road at
approximately ADOT MP 174+40. The canal then runs to the northwest adjacent to I-10
(MP 174400 to 174+40). If ADOT constructs new lanes within the median of I-10, the
pipe may need to be replaced as it is approximately 50 years old (P-MIP did not replace

4



the pipe when it improved Canal 13 in 2010-2011) and at a minimum it will need to be
extended. If ADOT extends its right-of-way beyond the current easement it will interrupt
the access road on the east side of the interstate, access that is the sole ingress and egress
for several residents who live on the southeast corner of the Gila River and I-10.
Moreover, any expansion of the ADOT easement will impact the inlet and outlet
structures on Canal 13. These structures were constructed by P-MIP in 2010-2011. Any
ADOT expansion will also necessitate Canal 13 being moved west, requiring new right-
of-way and a design for Canal 13 and a redesign of the MAR 8B pipeline and canal to the
Gila River. The Canal 13 design is at the 90% design stage for that portion west if I-10.
Canal 13 east of [-10 is completed. This is shown in figure 5 below.

[SIPHON UNDER 10

Figure 5: Canal 13 and MAR site 8B south of the Gila River.

10. There is a portion of old Canal 13 that siphons under I-10 right at ADOT MP 174+00.
This canal is shown on the east side of [-10 with the siphon under I-10 remaining in place
and currently unused. The old canal alignment was rerouted when I-10 was constructed in
the 1960s. While this siphon is not currently in use, P-MIP has protected its alignment in
the event additional MAR sites were developed west of I-10. The existing old Canal 13
siphon (we believe a 36” pipe) remains under [-10 with the headwalls on either side of
the interstate at the edge of the [-10 easement This is shown on Figure 5..



11.

12.

Casa Blanca Canal box culvert under I-10 (10°x7”) at approximately ADOT MP 177+00.
This inlet and outlet structure is at the edge of the I-10 right-of-way and any expansion of
the interstate will eliminate the turn-around space for operations and maintenance
personnel at the inlet and outlet structures. Any widening of I-10 will necessitate the
extension of the inlet and outlet headwalls. This is shown in figure 6 below.

The Casa Blanca drainage channel is located just to the south of the Casa Blanca Canal
box culvert under 1-10 at approximately ADOT MP 174+10. Regardless of whether
ADOT expands outward or goes inward this drainage box will be impacted. Should the I-
10 project move outward, the inlet and outlet will need to be extended; should the I-10
widening move inward the box will need to be extended within the median. The drainage
channel and box is visible on figure 6 below.

Figure 6: Casa Blanca Canal and Drainage Channel Impacts south of Casa Blanca Road.

13.

There are three Gila River Farms (GRF) laterals that cross under I-10: these include
Lateral 7-4 (at ADOT MP 177+85), Lateral 7-5 (MP 178+50), and Lateral 7-6 (MP
179+50). Any extension outward will impact the inlet and outlet headwalls of these
laterals. Should I-10 go inward we believe these laterals are protected. Figure 7 shows
these laterals.



Figure 7: Gila River Farms laterals and I-10 Impacts.

14. Southside Canal box culvert under I-10 (6’x6’) at ADOT MP 180+30. There is an old
unused (but not abandoned) box just to the north (ADOT MP 180+20 and within the
Southside Canal alignment) as well as the current I-10 box culvert. The unused box is
being maintained for future deliveries should additional lands west of I-10 go into
production. The current box is shown connecting to the canal on either side of the
interstate. The current drainage channel is shown in the curved section south of the canal.
Should the new interstate extend outside of the existing ADOT easement the headwalls
will need to be extended. Should ADOT go to the interior, the drainage boxes will need
to be repalced and extended. These impacts are shown below in figure 8.



[SOUTHSIDE CANAL DRAINAGE]

Figure 8: Southside Canal unused and current box culvert and drainage channel under I-10.

15. Southside Canal Levee at ADOT MP 181+00. The levee protecting the Southside Canal
is located about one mile south of the existing canal. The levee runs in a west-northwest
direction and conveys stormwater under I-10 to the west. There is a six barrel box culvert
under I-10 (at a skew and shown in figure 9) that will be impacted by any outward
expansion of I-10 and any inward fill will require the box culvert to be extended or
replaced.



Figure 9: Southside Levee and six barrel box culvert.
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Types of Surveys and Agreements

Types of Surveys
1. Results of Survey

2. Boundary Survey
3. Topographic Survey
4. Boundary and Topographic Survey (Boundary Survey)
5. Right of Way Map (Results of Survey)
6. Easement Exhibit (Results of Survey)
7. Results of Survey for Service Line Agreement (Results of Survey)
8. Existing Conditions Survey (Topographic Survey)
9. Display Map (Topographic Survey)
10. Plot Plan Survey (Topographic Survey)
11. Sketch Plan (Topographic Survey)
12. Preliminary Plat (Boundary Survey)
13. Final Plat (Results of Survey)
Definitions:

Results of Survey includes: boundary lines and a legal description
Boundary Survey includes: boundary lines, legal description, and improvements
Topographic Survey includes: boundary lines, improvements, and ground elevations

Types of Agreements
Right of Ways and Easements

1. Abandonment — Boundary Survey, Demolition Plan
Renewal — Existing Conditions Survey, Right of Way Map
New — Topographic Survey, Civil Design, Right of Way Map, As-Built Survey
Existing without Right of Way — Existing Conditions Survey, Right of Way Map
Improvements — Topographic Survey, Civil Design, As-Built Survey

vk wnN

Leases and Land Assignments
1. Abandonment — Boundary Survey, Demolition Plan
Renewal — Boundary Survey
New — Boundary Survey, Topographic Survey, Civil Design, As-Built Survey
Existing without Lease or Assignment — Boundary Survey
Improvements — Topographic Survey, Civil Design, As-Built Survey

vk wnN

Service Line Agreements
1. Existing Conditions Survey, Civil Design, Results of Survey Service Line Agreement, As-Built
Survey, Right of Way Map

Land Permit
1. Boundary Survey

Commercial Subdivision (See types of surveys items 11-13)

Industrial Subdivision (See types of surveys items 11-13)

10-25-17



Types of Surveys and Agreements

Minor Subdivision (See types of surveys items 11-13)

Residential Subdivision (See types of surveys items 11-13)

Revisions:
9-7-17 added Plot Plan Survey checklist
10-25-17 revised Land Permit agreement

10-25-17



Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Topographic Survey Requirements

Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS

Official seal and registration number

Date survey was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

All data necessary for mathematical closure

(Intentionally left blank)

Basis of bearings

GRIC Resolution GR-18-97 system of coordinates (GRIC Survey Control Network)

0. Both record and measured bearings and distances shown (record if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W

note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. Gores or overlaps along exterior boundary shown

14. All monuments found or set labeled

15. (Intentionally left blank)

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included in legal description

18. Reference documents listed

19. (Intentionally left blank)

20. Surveyors certification

21. Section ties minimum to two corners record and measured (record if applicable)

22. Survey meets minimum standards set forth and adopted by the Arizona Board of
Technical Registration (with exception of recording)

23. Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) required

24. Section location map shown with bearings, distances and monumentation shown

25. Maximum allowable relative positional precision for all boundary monuments will be 0.07
feet plus 50 parts per million

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and
meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes

28. Sheet index map

29. Location of all buildings, if none so note

30. Location of buildings and improvements within 5 feet of boundary

31. Physical evidence of encroaching structural appurtenances

32. Driveways, alleys of access on or crossing property shown

33. Substantial visible improvements in addition to buildings

34. Parking areas and stripes

35. Indication of public way on land

36. Location of utilities observable, floodplain and zoning Information

RRroo~NoO~WNE
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Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Topographic Survey Requirements

Additional Topographic Items

a. ldentify survey or legal description being retraced to define subject parcel(s)
b. GRIC control points used identified on survey
c. Temporary benchmark (2) located on site and listed in table and on survey
d. Spot elevations, finish floors, manhole rims & inverts
e. Contours with break lines used
f.  Building setbacks shown

Deliverables:

37. Three hard copies of drawing 24x36, RLS signed and sealed
38. AutoCAD file

39. Parcel closure report

40. (Intentionally left blank)

04-30-15



Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Boundary and Topographic Survey Requirements

Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS

Official seal and registration number

Date survey was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

All data necessary for mathematical closure

Point of commencement and point of beginning shown

Basis of bearings

GRIC Resolution GR-18-97 system of coordinates (GRIC Survey Control Network)

0. Both record and measured bearings and distances shown (record if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W

note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. Gores or overlaps along exterior boundary shown

14. All monuments found or set labeled

15. Monuments placed at all corners

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included in legal description

18. Reference documents listed

19. Legal description included record and measured (record if applicable)

20. Surveyors certification

21. Section ties minimum to two corners record and measured (record if applicable)

22. Survey meets minimum standards set forth and adopted by the Arizona Board of
Technical Registration (with exception of recording)

23. Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) required

24. Section location map shown with bearings, distances and monumentation shown

25. Maximum allowable relative positional precision for all boundary monuments will be 0.07
feet plus 50 parts per million

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and
meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes

28. Sheet index map

29. Location of all buildings’ if none so note

30. Location of buildings and improvements within 5 feet of boundary

31. Physical evidence of encroaching structural appurtenances

32. Driveways, alleys of access on or crossing property shown

33. Substantial visible improvements in addition to buildings

34. Parking areas and stripes

35. Indication of public way on land

36. Location of utilities observable, floodplain and zoning Information

RRroo~NoO~WNE
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Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Boundary and Topographic Survey Requirements

Additional Topographic Items

a. ldentify survey or legal description being retraced to define subject parcel(s)
b. GRIC control points used identified on survey
c. Temporary benchmark (2) located on site and listed in table and on survey
d. Spot elevations, finish floors, manhole rims & inverts
e. Contours with break lines used
f.  Building setbacks shown

Deliverables:

37. Three hard copies of drawing 24x36, RLS signed and sealed
38. AutoCAD file

39. Parcel closure report

40. Legal description in electronic format

04-30-15



Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Boundary Survey Requirements

Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS

Official seal and registration number

Date survey was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

All data necessary for mathematical closure

Point of commencement and point of beginning shown

Basis of bearings

GRIC Resolution GR-18-97 system of coordinates (GRIC Survey Control Network)

0. Both record and measured bearings and distances shown (record if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W

note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. Gores or overlaps along exterior boundary shown

14. All monuments found or set labeled

15. Monuments placed at all corners

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included in legal description

18. Reference documents listed

19. Legal description included record and measured (record if applicable)

20. Surveyors certification

21. Section ties minimum to two corners record and measured (record if applicable)

22. Survey meets minimum standards set forth and adopted by the Arizona Board of
Technical Registration (with exception of recording)

23. Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) required

24. Section location map shown with bearings, distances and monumentation shown

25. Maximum allowable relative positional precision for all boundary monuments will be 0.07
feet plus 50 parts per million

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and
meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes

28. Sheet index map

29. Location of all buildings, if none so note

30. Location of buildings and improvements within 5 feet of boundary

31. Physical evidence of encroaching structural appurtenances

32. Driveways, alleys of access on or crossing property shown

33. Substantial visible improvements in addition to buildings

34. Parking areas and stripes

35. Indication of public way on land

36. Location of utilities observable, floodplain and zoning Information

RRoOoo~NoOrWNE

Deliverables:

37. Three hard copies of drawing 24x36, RLS signed and sealed
38. AutoCAD file

39. Parcel closure report

40. Legal description in electronic format

4-30-15



Preliminary Plat Checklist Project No. Date

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Ownership if other than the community, the address shall also be included.

Date, title, scale, north arrow and notation stating sketch plan preliminary plat or
final plat.

Any significant natural or man made features.

All streets and lot lines and approximate dimensions.

Existing public utilities within close proximity of the subdivision.

Planned use of each lot other than for a single-family home.

Land use of adjacent properties.

A legal description and area in square feet of the land to be subdivided.

A small scale location map or sketch showing the location of the subdivision
within the general vicinity.

Ownership and use of all adjacent properties.

Location, widths, type of construction, and names of all existing and platted
streets, alleys or other known public ways and easements, railroad and utility right
of ways, parks, cemeteries, water courses, irrigation facilities, drainage ditches,
areas subject to flooding, bridges and other pertinent data as determined by the
subdivision administrator on the land proposed to be subdivided and within on
hundred and fifty (150) feet of the proposed subdivision.

Existing sewers, water mains, culverts and other underground structures within
the street and in sizes and grades indicated immediately adjacent with the pipe.
Layout and width of all new street right of ways and easements.

Cross section of the road design indicating the depth and type of base and
pavement. If required the type and design of curbing: width, location and type of

walkways and location and type of lighting.

12-23-08



Preliminary Plat Checklist Project No. Date

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

The signature and seal of a surveyor licensed by the State of Arizona.

The signature and seal of a professional engineer licensed by the State of Arizona.
Sequential numbering of each lot.

Planned use, if other than single family residential.

Approximate dimensions and area of each lot.

Proposed building setback lines.

Any building on the site or within 150 feet of the boundary.

Soil types (may be on a separate map).

Cultural Resource Survey.

Contours at vertical intervals not more than 2 feet.

Plans for sewage disposal, either individual septic systems or central collection
and treatment.

Plans for water supply including, water supply source, line size and all related
improvement information.

Provisions for fire protection, including hydrant location and type, water line size
and pressure, accessibility for fire fighting equipment. All fire protection
improvements are subject to approval by the GRIC Fire Dept.

Storm water drainage plans.

Copies of any easement, lease or protective covenant documents.

Proposed layout and architectural renderings of structures, other than single-
family homes.

Improvement plans for street, sidewalk or irrigation facilities construction.

The exact width of all easements, streets and alleys.

12-23-08



Preliminary Plat Checklist Project No. Date

33. The name of all roads and streets within the subdivision of abutting the
subdivision.

34. All watercourses, irrigation or drainage facilities pertinent to the subdivision.

35. Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS.

36. Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types.

37. Basis of bearings (GRIC resolution GR 18-97 system of coordinates).

38. The recorded length and bearing of the exterior boundaries of the subdivision with
reference to an established corner or corners. (Both record and measured)

39. All monuments found or set labeled.

40. Surveyor’s certification.

41. Section ties minimum two corners record and measured.

Deliverables:

3 — Hard copies of drawing, 24x36 sheet, and 2”” margin on left edge with 1” margin

drawn completely around each sheet, RLS sealed and signed.

1 — Disc with drawings and coordinate list .txt.

Notes:

3 12-23-08



Final Plat Check list Project No. Date

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Ownership if other than the community, the address shall also be included.

Date, title, scale, north arrow and notation stating sketch plan preliminary plat or
final plat.

Any significant natural or man made features.

All streets and lot line dimensions.

A legal description and area in square feet of the land to be subdivided.

The recorded length and bearing of the exterior boundaries of the subdivision with
reference to an established corner or corners. (Both record and measured)
Ownership and use of all adjacent properties.

Layout and width of all new street right of ways and easements.

The signature and seal of a surveyor licensed by the State of Arizona.

Sequential numbering of each lot.

Planned use, if other than single family residential.

Dimensions and area of each lot.

Proposed building setback lines.

Radii of all curves and lengths (minimum of three elements shown, if not tangent
note)

All monuments erected, corners and other points established in the field in their
proper places.

The exact width of all easements, streets and alleys.

The name of all roads and streets within the subdivision of abutting the
subdivision.

When a circular curve of 30 feet or less is used to round off the intersection

between two straight lines it shall be tangent to both straight lines.

12-23-08



Final Plat Check list Project No. Date

19. The dimensions bearings and distances of all lot lines.

20. The exact length and bearing of all exterior boundary lines, public grounds,
meander lines and easements unless they parallel a noted boundary.

21. Certification form detailed in Appendix A.

22. Area of all lots, tracts and streets.

23. Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS.

24. Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types.

25. Basis of bearings (GRIC resolution GR 18-97 system of coordinates).

26. All monuments found or set labeled.

27. Vicinity map.

28. Section ties minimum two corners record and measured.

Deliverables:

3 — Hard copies (Mylar) of drawing, 24x36 sheet, and 2” margin on left edge with 1”
margin drawn completely around each sheet, RLS sealed and signed.

1 — Disc with drawings and coordinate list .txt.

1- Lot closure report.

Notes:

2 12-23-08
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Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Results of Survey Requirements

Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS

Official seal and registration number

Date survey was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

All data necessary for mathematical closure

Point of commencement and point of beginning shown

Basis of bearings

GRIC Resolution GR-18-97 system of coordinates (GRIC Survey Control Network)

0. Both record and measured bearings and distances shown (record if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W

note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. Gores or overlaps along exterior boundary shown

14. All monuments found or set labeled

15. Monuments placed at all corners

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included in legal description

18. Reference documents listed

19. Legal description included record and measured (record if applicable)

20. Surveyors certification

21. Section ties minimum to two corners record and measured (record if applicable)

22. Survey meets minimum standards set forth and adopted by the Arizona Board of
Technical Registration (with exception of recording)

23. Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) required

24. Section location map shown with bearings, distances and monumentation shown

25. Maximum allowable relative positional precision for all boundary monuments will be 0.07
feet plus 50 parts per million

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and
meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes

28. Sheet index map

RRoOoo~NOrWNE

Deliverables:

29. Three hard copies of drawing 24x36, RLS signed and sealed and PDF
30. AutoCAD file

31. Parcel closure report

32. Legal description in electronic format

4-12-16



Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Results of Survey for Service Line Agreement Requirements

Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS

Official seal and registration number

Date survey was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

All data necessary for mathematical closure

Point of commencement and point of beginning shown

Basis of bearings

GRIC Resolution GR-18-97 system of coordinates (GRIC Survey Control Network)

0. Both record and measured bearings and distances shown (record if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W

note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. Gores or overlaps along exterior boundary shown

14. All monuments found or set labeled

15. Monuments placed at all corners

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included in legal description

18. Reference documents listed

19. Legal description included record and measured (record if applicable)

20. Surveyors certification

21. Section ties minimum to two corners record and measured (record if applicable)

22. Survey meets minimum standards set forth and adopted by the Arizona Board of
Technical Registration (with exception of recording)

23. Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) required

24. Section location map shown with bearings, distances and monumentation shown

25. Maximum allowable relative positional precision for all boundary monuments will be 0.07
feet plus 50 parts per million

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and
meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes

28. Sheet index map

RRoOoo~NOO~WNE

Additional Results of Survey for Service Line Agreement Items

a. Proposed service line shown with bearings and distances tied to section
b. Point of terminus shown
c. Width of service line shown

Deliverables:

29. Three hard copies of drawing 24x36, RLS signed and sealed and PDF
30. AutoCAD file

31. Parcel closure report

32. Legal description in electronic format

2-12-17



Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Right of Way Survey Requirements

Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS

Official seal and registration number

Date survey was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

All data necessary for mathematical closure

Point of commencement and point of beginning shown

Basis of bearings

GRIC Resolution GR-18-97 system of coordinates (GRIC Survey Control Network)

0. Both record and measured bearings and distances shown (record if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W

note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. Gores or overlaps along exterior boundary shown

14. All monuments found or set labeled

15. Monuments placed at all corners

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included in legal description

18. Reference documents listed

19. Legal description included record and measured (record if applicable)

20. Surveyors certification

21. Section ties minimum to two corners record and measured (record if applicable)

22. Survey meets minimum standards set forth and adopted by the Arizona Board of
Technical Registration (with exception of recording)

23. Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) required

24. Section location map shown with bearings, distances and monumentation shown

25. Maximum allowable relative positional precision for all boundary monuments will be 0.07
feet plus 50 parts per million

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and
meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes

28. Sheet index map

RRoOoo~NOO~WNE

Additional Right of Way Items

BIA Pima Agency

Applicants Certificate

Surveyors Affidavit

Surveyors Note

Centerline Distance Check

Right of Way Area Equals Exhibit Area

~poooTw

Deliverables:

Three hard copies of drawing 24x36, RLS signed and sealed and PDF
AutoCAD file

Parcel closure report

Legal description in electronic format

PwnE
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Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Existing Conditions Survey Requirements

Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS

Official seal and registration number

Date survey was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

All data necessary for mathematical closure

(Intentionally left blank)

Basis of bearings

GRIC Resolution GR-18-97 system of coordinates (GRIC Survey Control Network)

0. Both record and measured bearings and distances shown (record if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W

note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. Gores or overlaps along exterior boundary shown

14. All monuments found or set labeled

15. (Intentionally left blank)

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included in legal description

18. Reference documents listed

19. (Intentionally left blank)

20. Surveyors certification

21. Section ties minimum to two corners record and measured (record if applicable)

22. Survey meets minimum standards set forth and adopted by the Arizona Board of
Technical Registration (with exception of recording)

23. Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) required

24. Section location map shown with bearings, distances and monumentation shown

25. Maximum allowable relative positional precision for all boundary monuments will be 0.07
feet plus 50 parts per million

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and
meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes

28. Sheet index map

29. Location of all buildings, if none so note

30. Location of buildings and improvements within 5 feet of boundary

31. Physical evidence of encroaching structural appurtenances

32. Driveways, alleys of access on or crossing property shown

33. Substantial visible improvements in addition to buildings

34. Parking areas and stripes

35. Indication of public way on land

36. Location of utilities observable, floodplain and zoning Information

RRroo~NoO~WNE
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Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Existing Conditions Survey Requirements

Additional Existing Conditions Items

a. ldentify survey or legal description being retraced to define subject parcel(s)

b. GRIC control points used identified on survey

c. Temporary benchmark (2) located on site and listed in table and on survey
(If applicable)

d. (Intentionally left blank)

e. (Intentionally left blank)

f. Building setbacks shown

Deliverables:

37. Three hard copies of drawing 24x36, RLS signed and sealed and PDF
38. AutoCAD file

39. Parcel closure report

40. (Intentionally left blank)

02-12-17



EXAMPLE



EXAMPLE



EXAMPLE



Gila River Indian Community Subdivision Process

Phase |. LUAR for La

Residential Subdivision

Authority: Subdivision Ordinance GR-126-99

nd Assignment

1. Applicant meets with LUPZ
Planning to identify lands for
subdivision and review
submittal requirements

2. Applicant to obtain
District Approval by
Motion

3. Applicant works with the
Office of Community
Manager on funding for the
project.

—>

4. Land Use Action
Review (LUAR) is
conducted by LUPZ
Planning Development

—

5. Land Assignment processed
thru P&Z Commission, NRSC
and Community Council for
approval

Phase Il. Sketch Plan

6. Tribal Projects assists Applicant to
hire a Registered Land Surveyor and

Engineer to prepare the Sketch Plan,
Preliminary and Final Plat

Phase Ill. Preliminary Subdivision Plat

7. Engineer submits a Sketch Plan to
Planning for review by Technical

Stakeholders

8. Engineer and Applicant present
Sketch Plan to LUPZ Subdivision
Section for P&Z Commission
approval

9. Engineer prepares the
Preliminary Plat (topo and

10. Engineer submits
Preliminary Plat to

11. Engineer and Applicant
submit Preliminary Plat and to

12. Engineer and Applicant
submit Preliminary Plat to

13. Engineer and Applicant
submits Preliminary Plat to

boundary survey) based > Planning for reviewand > LUPZ Subdivision Section for [ I&léz%:sfubdivi_sion Sgction —> Subdivision Section for
on approved Sketch Plan approval by Technical P&Z Commission review and orreview an Community Council action
. recommendation

Stakeholders recommendation
Phase IV. Final Subdivision Plat
14. Engineer prepares 15. Engineer submits 16. Engineer and Applicant 17. Engineer and Applicant 18. LUPZ Subdivision
the Final Plat (Results of Final Plat to LUPZ submit Final Plat to LUPZ submit Final Plat to LUPZ Section submits Final Plat
Survey) based on —>| Subdivision Section to —>| Subdivision Section for P&Z > Subdivision Section for —>| to Governor for signature

approved Preliminary Plat

prepare P&Z Commission
submittal packet

Commission for signature

NRSC for signature

Submit to LTRO for
recordation and GRIC GIS

Phase V. Constructio

n

19.

bid

construction contractor

Tribal Projects solicits

20. Tribal Projects
provides construction

21. Tribal Projects notifies
Subdivision Administrator

S

management

of completion and
inspection of project

*If there are no significant changes made, the Final Plat may be signed by P&Z Commission, NRSC and the Governor.
*If there significant changes made, the steps in Phase Il should be repeated.

20170331




Gila River Indian Community Subdivision Process

Commercial Subdivision

Authority: Subdivision Ordinance GR-126-99

Phase I. LUAR Prepared by LUPZ — Planning Development

1. Meeting with Planning to
identify tribal lands for
subdivision and review
submittal requirements

2. Developer to obtain
District Approval by
Motion

3. Land Use Action
Review (LUAR) is
conducted by Planning
Development

4. LUAR is submitted to
developer upon approval
by LUPZ Director

Phase Il. Sketch Plan by Land Developer

5. Submit a Sketch Plan to
Planning for review by
Technical Stakeholders

6. Developer presents
Sketch Plan and LUAR
to P&Z Commission for
approval

Phase lll. Preliminary Subdivision Plat by Land Developer

7. Developer prepares
the Preliminary Plat
(Topo and Boundary
Survey) based on
approved Sketch Plan

8. Developer submits 9. Developer submits
Preliminary Plat to Preliminary Plat and
Planning for review and N LUAR to Planning &
approval by Technical Zoning Commission for
Stakeholders review and
recommendation

10. Developer submits
Preliminary Plat, LUAR
and Resolution to NRSC
for review and
recommendation

11. Developer submits
Preliminary Plat to
Community Council for
action

Phase IV. Final Subdivision Plat by Land Developer

12. Developer prepares
the Final Plat (Results of
Survey) based on
approved Preliminary
Plat

—

13. Developer submits
Final Plat to Planning to

14. Developer submits
Final Plat to Planning &

prepare P&Z —>{ Zoning Commission for
Commission submittal signature
packet

15. Developer submits
Final Plat to NRSC for
signature

16. Developer submits
Final Plat to Governor
for signature

And recorded with
LTRO & GRIC GIS

*If there are no significant changes have been made, the Final Plat may be signed by P&Z Commission, NRSC and the Governor.

*If there significant changes made, the steps in Phase Il should be repeated.

20170331




Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Display Map — Sketch Plan Requirements

Name, address, telephone number of applicant

(Intentionally left blank)

Date display or sketch was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

(Intentionally left blank)

(Intentionally left blank)

(Intentionally left blank)

(Intentionally left blank)

0. Record bearings and distances shown (if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W
note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. (Intentionally left blank)

14. (Intentionally left blank)

15. (Intentionally left blank)

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included (if applicable)

18. Reference documents listed (if applicable)

19. (Intentionally left blank)

20. (Intentionally left blank)

21. (Intentionally left blank)

22. (Intentionally left blank)

23. (Intentionally left blank)

24. Section location map with Public Land Survey System nomenclature (if applicable)

25. (Intentionally left blank)

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and

meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes (if applicable)

28. (Intentionally left blank)

29. Location of all buildings, if none so note (imagery can be used)

30. Location of buildings and improvements within 5 feet of boundary (imagery can be used)

31. (Intentionally left blank)

32. Driveways, alleys of access on or crossing property shown (imagery can be used)

33. Substantial visible improvements in addition to buildings (imagery can be used)

34. (Intentionally left blank)

35. Indication of public way on land (imagery can be used)

36. Location of all utilities observable (imagery can be used)

RRroo~NoO~®WNE

Deliverables:

37. Three hard copies of drawing, minimum size 11 x17, and PDF
38. (Intentionally left blank)
39. (Intentionally left blank)
40. (Intentionally left blank)
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Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Plot Plan Survey Requirements

Name, address, telephone number and signature of RLS

Official seal and registration number

Date survey was completed and revision dates

Graphic scale and north arrow

Legend included — symbols, abbreviations, line weights and types

All data necessary for mathematical closure

(Intentionally left blank)

Basis of bearings

GRIC Resolution GR-18-97 system of coordinates (GRIC Survey Control Network)

0. Both record and measured bearings and distances shown (record if applicable)

1. Adjoining documented parcels, easements and right of ways labeled — if no doc. R/W

note, include street names

12. All easements evidenced by recording documents shown — if no doc. Easement note

13. Gores or overlaps along exterior boundary shown

14. All monuments found or set labeled

15. (Intentionally left blank)

16. Vicinity map

17. Gross land area of parcel(s) included in legal description

18. Reference documents listed

19. (Intentionally left blank)

20. Surveyors certification

21. Section ties minimum to two corners record and measured (record if applicable)

22. Survey meets minimum standards set forth and adopted by the Arizona Board of
Technical Registration (with exception of recording)

23. Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) required

24. Section location map shown with bearings, distances and monumentation shown

25. Maximum allowable relative positional precision for all boundary monuments will be 0.07
feet plus 50 parts per million

26. Title including: lot, block, tract or subdivision name; the section, township, range and
meridian, county and state, visible address and the owner or leaseholders name

27. General notes

28. Sheet index map

29. (Intentionally left blank)

30. (Intentionally left blank)

31. (Intentionally left blank)

32. (Intentionally left blank)

33. (Intentionally left blank)

34. (Intentionally left blank)

35. (Intentionally left blank)

36. (Intentionally left blank)

RRroOoo~NoO~®WNE
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Gila River Indian Community Office of Land Use Planning and Zoning
Plot Plan Survey Requirements

Additional Plot Plan Items

Identify survey or legal description being retraced to define subject parcel(s)
GRIC control points used identified on survey

(Intentionally left blank)

(Intentionally left blank)

(Intentionally left blank)

(Intentionally left blank)

~Pooop

Deliverables:

37. Three hard copies of drawing 24x36, RLS signed and sealed and PDF
38. AutoCAD file

39. Parcel closure report

40. (Intentionally left blank)

9-7-17



United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
Pima Agency
P.O.Box 8
Sacaton, Arizona 85147
IN REPLY REFER TO:
Superintendent

FEB 072020

Steve Olmsted, NEPA Assignment Manager
ADOT Environmental Planning

1611 W. Jackson Street, MD EM02
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

RE: Interstate 10 Corridor Study; State Route 202L to State Route 387
Dear Mr. Olmsted:

Thank you for your invitation dated January 31, 2020 for the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) Pima Agency
to be a cooperating agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for preparation of an
Environmental Assessment (EA) related to the aforementioned project. BIA Pima Agency appreciates and
accepts your invitation to be a cooperating agency as we have special expertise we can offer to assist in the
preparation and review of the EA and as we also have jurisdiction by law (issuance of easements, temporary
construction easements, rights-of-entry etc.). We look forward to working with you in a collaborative effort

»that will satisfy the requirements of both our agencies. Please keep us appraised of alternatives
development, public outreach, meetings, etc. so that we can participate and have associated documents
recorded in our project file.

If you have any questions, please contact me by phone at (520) 562-3326 or via e-mail at
Cecilia.baker{@bia.gov,

Sincerely,

Cecilia Baker
Superintendent

Cc: Beau Goldstein, BIA Pima Agency



GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY

June 3, 2021

Carlos Lopez, PE

Project Manager

Arizona Department of Transportation
Multimodal Planning Division

206 S. 17th Ave. MD 310B

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear Mr. Lopez,

Thank you for your April 22, 2021 letter requesting the Gila River Indian Community’s
(Community) consensus on the Arizona Department of Transportation’s (ADOT) Tentative
Recommended Build Alternative (TRBA) for the I-10 Loop 202 to SR 387 Study. Based upon the
Community’s review of the TRBA, I can confirm that the Community and ADOT have reached
consensus on the TRBA, as follows:

[-10 Mainline ML2
Wild Horse PassInterchange WH2
SR 347 / Queen Creek Interchange QC2
Riggs Road Interchange RR4
Goodyear Road GY2
Nelson Road NR2
SR 587 / Casa Blanca Interchange CB6
Gasline Road GL3

Seed Farm Road SF4

Dirk Lay Road DL4
SR 187/ SR 387/ Pinal Interchange PA3

Fiber OpticTrunkline Build




Tentative Recommended Build Alternative
For the I-10 Loop 202 to SR 387 Study
Page 2 of 2

Please note that this determination of consensus on the TRBA is limited to progressing the
Recommended Build Alternative to the next phase of the Environmental Assessment and Design

Concept Report, and does not constitute the Community’s official review of or comments on the
overall 1-10 Project.

Thank you,

A/Zﬂw// % bt

David White
Gila River Indian Community

CC: Javier Ramos, Senior Counsel, Office of the General Counsel
[an A. Shavitz, Lippes Mathias Wexler & Friedman, LLP
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Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L to State Route 387 ADD

Regulatory Background

This appendix contains background information on the regulations that apply to the resource areas
discussed in the environmental assessment (EA) in Part IV, Affected Environment, Environmental

Consequences, and Mitigation.

Land Ownership, Jurisdiction, and Land Use

Arizona law requires that communities update their general or comprehensive plans every 10 years. These
plans establish goals and policies to guide future growth and development for 20 or more years and
include elements for land use, transportation, housing, economic development, recreation, energy, and
public services.

Social and Economic Considerations

Social and economic impacts are not regulated by federal, state, or local governments. The Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT) National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) guidelines require a
socioeconomic impact analysis. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Executive Order 12898 require

an evaluation of potentially disproportionate adverse effects on protected populations.

Cultural Resources

The proposed Interstate 10 (I-10) project qualifies as a federal undertaking subject to compliance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended (54 U.S. Code [USC]
Section 300101 et seq.) and its implementing regulations (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR]

Section 800). Section 106 requires the responsible federal agency to consider the effects of its actions on
historic properties and provide the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation an opportunity to comment on
the undertaking. Historic properties are cultural resources that qualify for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP)." Pursuant to 23 USC Section 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated
April 16, 2019, ADOT has been assigned the lead agency for the undertaking’s NHPA compliance.

The project’s area of potential effects (APE) is the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking
may directly or indirectly cause changes in the character or use of historic properties, if such properties
exist [36 CFR Part 800.16(d)]. ADOT defined the APE in consultation with the Gila River Indian Community
(Community) Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) and the Arizona State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO). The APE subject to direct effects is defined as the I-10 easement and right-of-way from

1 Resources are evaluated for listing using four criteria: Criterion A (association with an important event), Criterion B
(association with an important person significant in the past), Criterion C (embodiment of a distinctive design of a given
type, period, or method of construction), and Criterion D (has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important in
prehistory or history).

ADOT Project Nos. F0252 01L and F0252 02L December 2021 | B-1
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Draft Environmental Assessment
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milepost 161.0 to milepost 172.6 and from milepost 173.6 to milepost 187.1, street rights-of-way outside
the 1-10 easement in the environmental footprint of the Recommended Build Alternative, and any areas
outside the I-10 right-of-way and easement needed to facilitate construction, such as temporary
construction easements, new right-of-way or easement, staging areas, and any other areas needed to
assist the construction. The APE subject to indirect effects consists of a 1,000-foot buffer beyond the direct
effects APE for archaeological and historic cultural resources and a 1-mile buffer for traditional cultural
properties (TCPs). The APE for the consideration of cumulative effects is defined as the combined direct
and indirect APEs. The environmental footprint addressed in the EA includes the direct effects APE and

approximately 20 to 50 feet of the indirect effects APE beyond the I-10 easement.

Section 4(f) Resources

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, as amended, states that ADOT or the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) (ADOT under NEPA Assignment) “... may approve a
transportation program or project ... requiring the use of publicly owned land of a public park, recreation
area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, State, or local significance, or land of an historic site of
national, State, or local significance (as determined by the Federal, State, or local officials having

jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site) only if
(1) there is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and

(2) the program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the park, recreation area,

wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting from the use” or
(3) the use of the property will have a de minimis impact [49 USC Section 303(c)].

A “use” of a Section 4(f) property, as defined in 23 CFR Part 774, occurs: (1) when land is permanently
incorporated into a transportation facility, (2) when there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse
in terms of the statute’s preservationist purposes, or (3) when there is a constructive use of the Section 4(f)
property. A constructive use of a Section 4(f) property occurs when the transportation project does not
incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the
protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify a property for protection under Section 4(f) are

substantially impaired. For example, a constructive use can occur when:

(a) the projected noise level increase, attributable to the project, substantially interferes with the use and

enjoyment of a noise-sensitive facility of a property protected by Section 4(f);

(b) the proximity of the proposed project substantially impairs aesthetic features or attributes of a property
protected by Section 4(f), where such features or attributes are considered important contributing elements
to the value of the property (an example of such an effect would be the location of a proposed

transportation facility in such proximity that it obstructs or eliminates the primary views of an architecturally

B-2 | December 2021 ADOT Project Nos. F0252 01L and F0252 02L
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significant historical building or substantially detracts from the setting of a park or historic site that derives

its value in substantial part due to its setting); and/or

(c) the project results in a restriction of access that substantially diminishes the utility of a significant

publicly owned park, recreation area, or historic site.

Traffic and Transportation
ADOT’s NEPA guidance (ADOT 2019) requires the evaluation of traffic and transportation in an EA. In

addition, ADOT has prepared statewide plans that provide a framework for future I-10 improvements:

e [-10 East Corridor Profile Study, State Route 202L to the New Mexico State Line (ADOT 2017a).
Primary recommendations for improving 1-10 included adding travel lanes, widening shoulders,

improving or replacing bridges, and improving and expanding select traffic interchanges (TIs).
e Arizona State Freight Plan (ADOT 2017b)

e Arizona’s Key Commerce Corridors (ADOT 2014)

Air Quality

The federal Clean Air Act (CAA) of 1970 established standards for common air pollutants to protect the
public health and welfare. The CAA established National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for six
pollutants: carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, ozone, particulate matter/fine particulate matter, sulfur
dioxide, and lead (Table B-1). Air pollutants at or below the NAAQS protect sensitive groups (people with

asthma or other respiratory illnesses) from health effects caused by pollution.

Table B-1. National Ambient Air Quality Standards

m Averaging time Primary standard Secondary standard

1-hour 35 ppm No standard
Carbon monoxide

8-hour 9 ppm No standard

1-hour 0.100 ppm No standard
Nitrogen dioxide

Annual 0.053 ppm 0.053 ppm
Ozone 8-hour 0.070 ppm 0.070 ppm
Particulate matter 24-hour 150 ug/m?® 150 ug/m?®

24-hour 35 ug/m?® 35 ug/m?®
Fine particulate matter

Annual 12 pg/m?® 15 pg/m?®
ADOT Project Nos. F0252 01L and F0252 02L December 2021 | B-3
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Table B-1. National Ambient Air Quality Standards

m Averaging time Primary standard Secondary standard

1-hour 0.075 ppm No standard
Sulfur dioxide

3-hour No standard 0.5 ppm
Lead Rolling 3-month average 0.15 ug/m?® 0.15 ug/m?®

Source: 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 50
Notes: The 1-hour standard for ozone was phased out in 2005 but is applicable to previously designated nonattainment areas.
ug/m?® = micrograms per cubic meter, ppm = parts per million

In addition to the NAAQS pollutants, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulates air toxics.
Most air toxics originate from human-made sources, including on-road mobile sources, non-road mobile

sources (for example, airplanes), and stationary sources (for example, factories or refineries).

Mobile source air toxics (MSATs) are compounds that are emitted from highway vehicles and nonroad
equipment. FHWA currently considers seven priority transportation toxics.? While FHWA considers these
the priority MSATS, the list is subject to change.

Noise

23 CFR Part 772 provides procedures for preparing operational and construction noise studies and
evaluating noise abatement for highway projects. Traffic noise impacts occur when the predicted noise
level approaches or exceeds the noise abatement criteria (NAC) specified in 23 CFR Part 772, or when a
predicted noise level substantially exceeds the existing noise level (a “substantial” noise increase).

Table B-2 summarizes the NAC corresponding to various land use activity categories.

2 FHWA priority transportation toxics are acrolein, benzene, 1,3 butadiene, diesel particulate matter plus diesel exhaust
organic gases, formaldehyde, naphthalene, and polycyclic organic matter.
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Table B-2. Noise Abatement Criteria

Activity Hourly equivalent _r -
category | sound level® (dBA) Description of activity category

Lands on which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary significance and serve an
57 (exterior) important public need and where the preservation of those qualities is essential if the
area is to continue to serve its intended purpose.

> I

BP 67 (exterior) Residential

Active sport areas, amphitheaters, auditoriums, campgrounds, cemeteries, day care
centers, hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, parks, picnic areas, places of worship,

CP 67 (exterior) playgrounds, public meeting rooms, public or nonprofit institutional structures, radio
studios, recording studios, recreation areas, Section 4(f) sites, schools, television
studios, trails, and trail crossings

Auditoriums, day care centers, hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, places of worship,
D 52 (interior) public meeting rooms, public or nonprofit institutional structures, radio studios, recording
studios, schools, and television studios

Hotels, motels, offices, restaurants/bars, and other developed lands, properties, or

B .
E V2 (e activities not included in A-D or F

Agriculture, airports, bus yards, emergency services, industrial, logging, maintenance
F — facilities, manufacturing, mining, rail yards, retail facilities, shipyards, utilities (water
resources, water treatment, electrical), and warehousing

G — Undeveloped lands that are not permitted

Source: Arizona Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Requirements, revised May 4, 2017
Note: dBA = A-weighted decibel

2 represents the A-weighted sound level that contains the same amount of acoustic energy as the actual time-varying A-weighted sound
level over 1 hour

® includes undeveloped lands permitted for this activity category

ADOT'’s Noise Abatement Requirements (NAR) comply with 23 CFR Part 772 and define a noise increase
as “substantial” when the predicted noise levels with project implementation exceed existing noise levels
by 15 A-weighted decibels (dBA). The NAR also state that a sound level is considered to approach the
NAC when the sound level is within 1 decibel of the NAC identified in 23 CFR Part 772 (that is, 66 dBA
approaches the NAC of 67 dBA, but 65 dBA does not).

Utilities

ADOT is responsible for identifying, assessing, and mitigating utility impacts resulting from ADOT-
sponsored transportation projects. The ADOT Utility and Railroad Engineering Section coordinates with
local utility providers, including tribally owned and operated utilities, with facilities in the highway easement

or right-of-way regarding utility protection during construction, potential relocation, and service disruption.
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Visual Resources

FHWA has two assessment guidance documents—the 1981 Visual Impact Assessment for Highway
Projects and the more recent 2015 Guidelines for the Visual Impact Assessment of Highway Projects. The

latter document was the primary methodology guide for this study, with support from the former.

Floodplain and Drainage Considerations

Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, requires that impacts on floodplains be evaluated for all
federal actions and directs agencies to reduce impacts on floodplains, minimize flood risks on human
safety and well-being, and restore and preserve floodplain values. Floodplains are delineated and
managed by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). A floodplain is generally level land
subject to periodic flooding from an adjacent body of water. FEMA designates flood zones based on the
level of flood risk (Table B-3). FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps depict the 100-year floodplain based on
flood zones.

Table B-3. Federal Emergency Management Agency flood zones

Special Flood Hazard Areas — high risk

Areas subject to inundation by 100-year floods that have been identified through qualitative methodologies;

ABTS no base flood elevations have been determined

Areas subject to inundation by 100-year floods that have been identified through quantitative methodologies;
Zone AE . .

base flood elevations have been determined

Areas subject to inundation by 100-year shallow floods where ponding occurs and flood depths are between
Zone AH . . .

1 and 3 feet deep; base flood elevations have been determined
Zone AO Areas subject to inundation by 100-year shallow floods typified by sheet flow on sloping terrain with flood

depths of between 1 and 3 feet; base flood elevations have been determined
Moderate and minimal risk areas

Areas with moderate risk within the 0.2-percent-annual-chance floodplain; areas of 1-percent-annual-chance
flooding where average depths are less than 1 foot; areas of 1-percent-annual-chance flooding where the

Zone X o ; : o€

(shaded) contributing drainage area is less than 1 square mile; and areas protected from the 1-percent-annual-chance
flood by a levee. No base flood elevations or base flood depths are shown in these zones. Note that Zone X
(shaded) is used on new and revised maps in place of Zone B.

Zone X Minimal risk areas outside the 1-percent and 0.2-percent-annual-chance floodplains. No base flood

(unshaded) elevations or base flood depths are shown in these zones. Note that Zone X (unshaded) is used on new and

revised maps in place of Zone C.
Undetermined risk areas

Unstudied areas where flood hazards are undetermined, but flooding is possible. No mandatory flood

407 D insurance purchase requirements apply, but coverage is available in participating communities.
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Sections 404, 401, and 402 of the Clean Water Act and National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

The Clean Water Act (CWA) regulates water quality for surface waters in the United States. The definition
of waters of the United States (WOTUS), or jurisdictional waters regulated under the CWA, has undergone
several revisions in recent years, most recently in September 2021. Currently, EPA and the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers are interpreting WOTUS consistent with the pre-2015 definition as clarified by

U.S. Supreme Court decisions, agency guidance, and longstanding practice. The pre-2015 definition,
found in 40 CFR Section 230.3(s), was promulgated in 1986/1988.

Section 404 of the CWA regulates the placement of dredge or fill materials within the ordinary high water
mark of WOTUS. Section 401 of the CWA ensures that before a Section 404 permit is issued, the
governing state or landowner issues a certification of WOTUS water quality. Surface waters that do not
meet state-assigned water quality standards (that is, total maximum daily loads based on pollutant severity
and sensitivity of water use) are placed on the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality

Section 303(d) listing of impaired waters. Section 402 of the CWA—or the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES)—regulates the point source discharge of pollutants into WOTUS. An NPDES
permit is required for construction activities when more than 1 acre of ground will be disturbed and there is

potential for stormwater discharge to WOTUS.

Biological Resources

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Community administer biological regulations for the
study area. USFWS implements the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA). The Community implements the Native Plant Ordinance, which protects native plant species that
are of aesthetic, ecological, educational, historical, scientific, and recreational value to the Community, and

conserves Focal Species that are culturally relevant and significant to the Community.

Prime and Unique Farmland

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), part of the U.S. Department of Agriculture,
administers the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA), which applies to federal actions that would affect

prime or unique farmland. Pursuant to the FPPA, farmland includes:

e Prime farmland — Land that has the best combination of physical and chemical characteristics for

producing food, feed, fiber, forage, oilseed, and other agricultural crops.

e Unique farmland — Land other than prime farmland that is used for the production of specific high-value

food and fiber crops, such as citrus, tree nuts, olives, cranberries, fruits, and vegetables.

e Other farmland — This encompasses farmland, other than prime or unique farmland, that is of statewide

or local importance for the production of food, feed, fiber, forage, or oilseed crops.
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To evaluate the impact of federally funded projects on farmland, agencies must complete a Farmland
Conversion Impact Rating form in coordination with the local NRCS office when such farmland is present.
Note that prime and unique farmland and agricultural land are defined differently. The agricultural land use
designation is a product of local community planning efforts, while the prime and unique farmland soil

designation is specific to NRCS criteria in accordance with the FPPA.

Hazardous Materials

Hazardous materials and hazardous waste sites pose a threat to any infrastructure project, beginning with
ownership liability concerns and ending with construction safety concerns. The 2002 Brownfields Law
identified the steps of all appropriate inquiry for investigating hazardous materials sites, and the American
Society for Testing and Materials International (ASTM) E1527 series of standards provide guidelines for

assessing properties and the qualifications of environmental professionals performing the analyses.

ADOT employs a preliminary initial site assessment (PISA) scope of work as an early comparative tool for
projects with multiple alternatives. It includes a review of the regulatory history of the sites in the study area
and a limited file review by an environmental professional as defined by ASTM. The PISA is not fully
ASTM-compliant but provides elements of the ASTM scope (regulatory database review, site
reconnaissance, and limited historic aerial photography review) that give the study team adequate
information to determine whether sufficient risk exists from sites located along the project corridor to

warrant further investigation under a subsequent, more detailed Phase | Initial Site Assessment.

Materials Sources and Waste Materials

No specific federal regulations affect material sources or waste materials. ADOT policies and regulations

govern the use of material sources and the placement of waste materials during construction.

Secondary Impacts

Secondary impacts are defined by Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) guidelines as impacts that
“are caused by an action and are later in time or farther removed in distance but are still reasonably
foreseeable” (40 CFR Section 1508.8). Secondary impacts from the 1-10 project would occur after the
expansion and improvements become operational. Such impacts may include growth-inducing effects
and other effects related to changes in the pattern of land use, population density or growth rate, and
related effects on air and water and other natural systems. Secondary impacts also can be considered
as effects that would not occur if the project did not occur. Actions that may induce secondary (or

indirect) impacts can be less obvious than those identified as direct impacts.

ADOT uses FHWA guidance, which supplements the CEQ guidance, to assess secondary and

cumulative impacts—Secondary and Cumulative Impact Assessment in the Highway Development
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Process (1992). Secondary and cumulative impacts are described based on type (neutral, positive, or

negative), severity (minor, moderate, or substantial), and duration (temporary or permanent).

Cumulative Impacts

CEQ regulations define cumulative effects as “the impact on the environment which results from the
incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such other actions.
Cumulative effects can result from individually minor, but collectively significant actions taking place over a
period of time” (40 CFR Section 1508.7). CEQ recommends that cumulative impact analyses examine

resources that could be affected by the action under investigation or that could potentially be at risk.

For this cumulative impact assessment, transportation and other development was considered. The
analysis assumed that the general plans for Phoenix, Chandler, Casa Grande, and the Community will
direct future development in the area. This development would likely occur eventually with or without the
I-10 improvements. The assessment area for cumulative effects encompasses southeastern Phoenix,

southwestern Chandler, the central section of the Community, and north and central Casa Grande.
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January 2024

ADOT

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws
for this project are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum
of Understanding dated April 16, 2019, and executed by FHWA and ADOT.
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1 Introduction

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is proposing to make capacity expansion and other
improvements to Interstate 10 (I-10) in south-central Maricopa County and northwestern Pinal County
(Figure 1). The project is located in the cities of Phoenix and Chandler in Maricopa County, the Gila River
Indian Community (Community) in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, the city of Casa Grande in Pinal County,
and unincorporated areas of Pinal County (Figure 2). South of Phoenix and Chandler, the I-10 corridor
generally features undeveloped and agricultural land within the Sonoran Desert, with most of the study
area located in the Community. Sacaton is the primary developed area within the Community; it is a
census-designated place and is the Community’s center of government. I-10 crosses the Gila River
between mileposts 172.6 and 173.6, and active and inactive agricultural land is located between
mileposts 177 and 180 in Pinal County. The bridge that crosses over the Gila River is excluded from this

study but is addressed as a separate project by ADOT.

This report discusses the land use, social, and economic characteristics of communities proximate to
the 1-10 corridor and describes potential effects of the proposed I-10 widening and other improvements on
these communities by comparing the Selected Alternative with the No-Build Alternative. I-10 is a major
transportation route for freight and passenger vehicular traffic in Arizona, connecting Arizona’s largest
major metropolitan areas of Phoenix and Tucson; it carries both interstate traffic and commuter traffic
destined to and from the Phoenix area. The I-10 project extends from milepost 161 at the State Route
(SR) 202L (Santan Freeway) system traffic interchange (TI) to milepost 187 just southeast of the service TI
with SR 387/SR 187/North Pinal Avenue. At the northern terminus, the study area begins at the SR 202L
system TI at approximately milepost 161. The posted speed limit is 65 miles per hour (mph), and I-10 is
classified as an urban six-lane freeway, with three general purpose lanes and one high-occupancy vehicle
(HOV) lane in each direction. 1-10 narrows from three lanes to two lanes in each direction, moving
eastbound, near milepost 164, just north of the I-10 and SR 347/Queen Creek Road service Tl. Continuing
southeast, I-10 leaves the Phoenix metropolitan area into the Community in Maricopa County, then
traverses the Community in Pinal County as a rural four-lane freeway with a posted speed limit of 75 mph.
The I-10 project ends at milepost 187 near the city limits of Casa Grande, where it ties into the three-lane

section in each direction (for six lanes total) as I-10 continues southeast toward Tucson.
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Figure 1. Study area location in state
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Figure 2. Study area vicinity
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I-10 facilities that are part of this study include five existing service Tls in addition to the I-10 and SR 202L
system TI, five I-10 crossroads that pass over I-10, median shoulders that vary from 2 to 4 feet wide, and
outside shoulders that are 10 feet wide. The median area of I-10 is open desert, with the exception of
mile 161 at the northern terminus, which includes a median barrier system. Rest areas are located at

milepost 182 (eastbound) and milepost 183 (westbound) but are not part of this study.

An important purpose of the proposed project is to increase I-10’s vehicular capacity in the study area. The
I-10 corridor is a principal route for freight traffic from the ports of California, facilitates the movement of
international commerce from ports of entry at the Mexican border, and plays a key role in Arizona’s
transportation infrastructure, contributing to the state’s economic success. The sections of I-10 both north
and south of this project have already been expanded to three lanes in each direction by ADOT, and this
proposed project will continue the expansion process to address increased travel demand and traffic
congestion on this existing four-lane section of I-10 by increasing its capacity in Maricopa and Pinal

Counties.

Two alternatives are evaluated in this report to identify potential impacts on land use and social and
economic characteristics in the study area—a Selected Alternative and a No-Build Alternative. A detailed
discussion of the alternatives analysis conducted by ADOT—with close coordination, input, and agreement
by the Community as a cooperating agency for this study—may be reviewed in Part lll, Alternatives, of the

Draft Environmental Assessment (EA).

ADOT has chosen a Selected Alternative based on an analysis of I-10 main line alternatives and various
design options for the Tls and crossroads that are part of this study. The main line alternative—ML2, or the
inside widening alternative—involves widening I-10 using the existing median. The inside widening
includes constructing one general purpose lane from SR 202L to SR 387/Pinal Avenue, where it will match
the existing three-lane configuration in Pinal County, for six lanes total in both directions (Figure 3 shows
the cross-section). This alternative also includes constructing one high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane from

SR 202L to Riggs Road in Maricopa County, for eight lanes total in both direction (Figure 4).

Figure 3. Proposed I-10 main line cross-section, six lanes, from Riggs Road to State Route 387
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Figure 4. Proposed I-10 main line cross-section, eight lanes, from State Route 202L to Riggs Road
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The following design options were chosen for the Selected Alternative for the Tls and crossroads as part of

this project, moving from north to south.

e Wild Horse Pass Boulevard Tl: Expand the existing Tl to a diverging diamond interchange (DDI).

e SR 387/Queen Creek Road Tl: Expand the existing Tl to a diverging diamond interchange (DDI).

¢ Riggs Road TI: Rehabilitate the bridge and pavement, widen the shoulders, and add new sidewalks.

e (Goodyear Road and Nelson Road crossings: Widen each bridge and approaches, rehabilitate the

pavement, and add new sidewalks.

e SR 587/Casa Blanca Road TI: Expand the existing Tl with a diamond interchange and Casa Blanca

Road bypass.
e (Gasline Road crossing: Replace the existing bridge on a parallel alignment.

e Seed Farm Road crossing: Replace the existing bridge crossing with a new spread diamond TI,

including a bridge replacement.
o Dirk Lay Road crossing: Remove the existing bridge and embankment.

e SR 387/Pinal Avenue TI: Improve the intersection, widen the shoulders and sidewalk on the bridge and

approaches, and rehabilitate the pavement.
e SR 387/SR 187/Pinal Avenue TI: Widen the existing bridge and approaches.
e Length of I-10 project alignment: Install new fiber optic backbone system.

With the No-Build Alternative, ADOT would not undertake the proposed I-10 improvements, and I-10 would
remain in its existing condition in future years. The No-Build Alternative would not meet the purpose and
need established by ADOT to construct the proposed widening and other improvements to 1-10, resulting in
unmet local, regional, and national transportation demand. The No-Build Alternative serves as a baseline

for the comparison and evaluation of the Selected Alternative.

The study area limits for the 1-10 project extend roughly 500 feet from each side of the existing I-10 main

line easement boundary for most of the 26-mile corridor (Figure 2). The exception is at the northern end of
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the 1-10 study area, from approximately mileposts 161 to 161.5, where the proposed improvements will
involve only adding new signs and restriping in this area—this area extends 200 feet on each side of I-10.
The study area extends farther at the Tls and crossroads that intersect with I-10, depending on their size,

configuration, and ADOT'’s existing easement boundaries (Figure 2).

The study area was used to gather data and information on existing conditions for known natural, built,
socioeconomic, and cultural resources to establish the proposed project’s affected environment, along with
future development trends near |-10. Additionally, an environmental footprint was established for assessing
potential direct impacts from the Selected Alternative. This area requires evaluation for environmental
clearance by ADOT to allow construction of the proposed I-10 improvements. The environmental
footprint is generally (1) the existing ADOT easement boundary line and small buffer areas to
accommodate the main line inside widening to the median and (2) proposed easement for
improvements requiring additional easement beyond the existing ADOT easement for improving or

expanding the Tls and crossroads.

2 Land Ownership, Jurisdiction, and Use

In Maricopa County, the I-10 study area traverses a small area (approximately Y2-mile segment) of the
cities of Phoenix and Chandler, along the northern boundary of the Community. This area encompasses
the system Tl connecting I-10 and SR 202L. The Community begins at the southern end of the system TI,
with I-10 continuing in a southeast direction, entering Pinal County within the Community. I-10 traverses
the Community through most of the 26-mile study area before traversing the northeastern corner of the city
of Casa Grande in Pinal County just south of the I-10 and SR 387 service Tl near milepost 186. The I-10
study area ends at milepost 187 in Casa Grande, matching the three-lane section in each direction

(Figure 5).

2.1 Regulatory Setting

Arizona state law requires that communities update their general or comprehensive plan every 10 years
(Arizona Revised Statutes [A.R.S.] § 9-461.05 for incorporated municipalities, and A.R.S. § 11-804 for
counties). These plans establish a long-range blueprint, and goals and policies, to guide future growth and

development, mapping a future envisioned 20 or more years ahead.
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Figure 5. Affected jurisdictions
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The Arizona Growing Smarter/Growing Smarter Plus state legislation outlines the statutory requirements of
general and comprehensive plan documents. These requirements are based on population size and
whether the jurisdiction is an incorporated municipality or county, dictating a minimum series of elements.
An element is a specific section of the plan that discusses a particular planning topic, such as land use,
transportation, housing, economic development, energy, and public services. All plans must present

existing and planned land uses and transportation strategies as well as related regulations.

The Community, as a sovereign Native American tribe, has a number of governmental departments that
aid its members. The Community provides land use and zoning services through its Land Use Planning
and Zoning Department—part of the overall Community Development Services Group. (Note that

Community land use planning or zoning information was not available for ADOT or public review for the

preparation of this report.)

Each city and town in Arizona regulates land use planning within its municipal planning area, while
counties are responsible for planning in the unincorporated areas. While both lay out circulation plans for
their jurisdictions, metropolitan planning organizations lead multimodal transportation planning throughout
urbanized areas, in collaboration with their member agencies, which typically include all cities, towns,

counties, and tribal governments in the planning area.

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) is the designated metropolitan planning organization for
Phoenix, Chandler, and the Community. Casa Grande is part of the Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning
Organization. These agencies are responsible for regional transportation planning (and other cooperative

services) for their respective member agencies.

2.2 Land Ownership and Jurisdiction

2.2.1  City of Phoenix
Most of the 1-10 study area in Phoenix includes existing ADOT right-of-way for the I-10 and SR 202L

system TI. The study area for the proposed I-10 project in Phoenix begins at approximately milepost 161.5,

as previously noted. A total of 54 acres in Phoenix is located within the study area (Table 1).

2.2.2 City of Chandler
Most of the I-10 study area in Chandler includes existing ADOT right-of-way for the I-10 and SR 202L

system TI. The study area for the proposed I-10 project in Chandler begins at approximately milepost

161.5—the same as in Phoenix. A total of 62 acres in Chandler is located within the study area (Table 1).

2.2.3 Gila River Indian Community

Most of the I-10 study area is located in the Community, from approximately milepost 161.8 adjacent to the
southern side of Pecos Road to just north of milepost 186 in a southeasterly direction—a distance of

approximately 24.2 miles, which does not include the Gila River Bridge between mileposts 172.6
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and 173.6, as noted previously in Section 1, Infroduction. The northern part of the Community land is
located in Maricopa County from its northern boundary with Phoenix and Chandler to just north of
milepost 169, or 1.3 miles south of Riggs Road. The remainder of Community land to the south is in Pinal

County. A total of 4,265 acres in the Community is located within the study area (Table 1).

In the Community, there are two types of land ownership: tribal and allotted. Tribal land is owned by the
United States and held in trust for the benefit of the Community. Allotted lands are parcels owned by the
United States for the benefit of individuals in the Community; many of these parcels have been passed
down to designated heirs of the original allottees. Allotted land on Native American reservations in the U.S.
is based on the General Allotment Act of 1887. The purpose of the Act was to allot tribally owned lands into
small, private, individually owned tracts of land. The Community was one of seven tribes in Arizona to
become an “allotted tribe.”" When the allotment process was completed in the Community, over 96,000
acres of land was allotted to nearly 4,900 members of the Community.2 The allotment process took place
in the Community between 1914 and 1922.3

Land allotted to individuals in the Community was broken out of larger sections that were originally tribal
land. The allotted land is based on trust patents held by the U.S. government. The types of allotments
include those with rights to water primarily for agricultural use—a primary allotment—and a non-irrigable
grazing allotment with no assurance of water—a secondary allotment. Because of the trust patents,

allotments could not be sold, mortgaged, taxed, or encumbered for a period of 25 years.*

Tribal and allotted parcels in the Community are interspersed with each other throughout the study area on
both the east and west sides of I-10. Tribal parcels are of varying sizes, while allotted parcels are primarily
10-acre tracts. I-10 traverses a substantial number of tribal and allotted land parcels through the
Community. (Note that tribal or allotted land parcels potentially affected by the proposed widening and
improvements of I-10 are discussed in Section 2.4, Environmental Consequences, specifically in

Section 2.4.1, Selected Alternative).

2.24  City of Casa Grande

I-10 runs in a southeasterly direction along the northeastern boundary of the city of Casa Grande in Pinal
County just north of milepost 186 (at the southern boundary of the Community) to the southern terminus of
the proposed project at milepost 187. The western side of the 1-10 study area is located within the city
limits of Casa Grande, while the eastern side of the study area is in unincorporated Pinal County. A total of

216 acres in Casa Grande is located within the study area (Table 1).

' https://www.familysearch.org/wiki/en/Allotment_Records for Indigenous Peoples of the United States, site accessed
July 14, 2021

2 Gila River Indian Community, Pima-Maricopa Irrigation Project Education Initiative — Allotment Comes to Gila River, 2002—
2003

3 Ibid.

4 Gila River Indian Community, Pima-Maricopa Irrigation Project Education Initiative — Allotment Comes to Gila River, 2002—
2003
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Table 1. Study area existing land use

Chandler B R quian Casa Grande Study area
Community
Existing land
13 0 63 0 59

Open space/

Water 7 0 2,709 0 2,716
Undeveloped 0 0 2 8 447 10 22 10 471 10
Arizona State
Trust 0 0 0 0 0 0 98 45 98 2
(Undeveloped)
Agricultural 0 0 0 0 504 12 0 0 504 11
Eﬂg:iig//gtlﬁi- 0 0 0 0 164 4 0 0 164 4
Commercial 0 0 0 0 76 2 0 0 76 2
Industrial 0 0 7 12 32 <1 0 0 39 1
Z?:gi;?s-?gr?:ily) 0 ° 0 ° -l 18 8 21
Transportation 47 87 58] 85 330 9 78 37 508 11
Total 54 100% 62 100% 4,265 100% 216 100% 4,597 100%

Sources: Maricopa Association of Governments, Central Arizona Governments, Arizona Department of Transportation, Gila River Indian
Community, Maricopa County, Pinal County

2.3 Existing and Future Land Use

Land ownership, jurisdiction, and existing and planned land use are important considerations in
transportation planning, design, and construction. Roads, transit, and other transportation elements shape
land development, while the distribution and types of land uses affect travel patterns and transportation

facilities.

2.3.1  Existing Land Use

Existing land use within and near the 1-10 study area was analyzed to determine the effects of the Selected
Alternative on the built and natural environment. The existing land use was identified and grouped into
categories identified in Table 1. Specific land uses were identified by site characteristics by using aerial

imagery, windshield survey, and review of existing land use maps of each municipality and the Community.

As summarized in Table 1 and depicted on Figure 6, the I-10 study area begins at milepost 161 in a
densely developed urban area between the cities of Phoenix (west) and Chandler (east), then quickly
begins to traverse undeveloped open desert land in the Community as it reaches the I-10 and

SR 347/Queen Creek Road service Tl. The I-10 study area traverses this undeveloped open desert land to
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its southern terminus at milepost 187—a distance of approximately 26 miles, with the exception of a few
miles of agricultural land generally between mileposts 176 and 180, along with a few other very small

areas of developed land, as described below for each municipality and the Community.

City of Phoenix

Only a very small section of Phoenix is in the I-10 study area. The area near the I-10 and SR 202L system
Tl is largely single-family and multifamily residential, along with a complex that includes churches, a
ministry, and school. The study area in Phoenix includes a small section of Pecos Park and Community
Center—a City-owned and operated park (Figure 6). The facility is a 66-acre regional park with lit soccer,
football, and multipurpose athletic fields; skate plaza; dog park; playground; splash pad; basketball and
tennis courts; ramadas; sand and concrete volleyball courts; 0.9-mile paved walking path; Pecos

Swimming Pool; and the Pecos Community Center.

City of Chandler

As with Phoenix, only a small part of Chandler is included in the I-10 study area. Most of the area of
Chandler near the I-10 and SR 202L system Tl is primarily warehousing and distribution and light industrial
development. The portion of the study area in Chandler is a mixed-use business area that includes auto

and RV repair shops, piping supply, and electrical construction supply and storage yards (Figure 6).

Gila River Indian Community

The Wild Horse Pass entertainment, event, and recreation complex is located on the west side of I-10,
along with the Phoenix Premium Outlet Mall just to the north. The western section of the Wild Horse Pass
Motorsports Park is located within the study area and a portion of the outlet mall complex. On the east side
of I-10 in the study area is a mixed-use development area that includes truck dealerships, a truck stop, a

hotel, light industrial, and warehouse and distribution businesses.

South of the I-10 and SR 347/Queen Creek Road service TI, urban development ceases and [-10
continues southeast through the open Sonoran Desert in the Community. Between mileposts 176 and 180,
the 1-10 study area traverses existing agricultural land within the Community totaling approximately

510 acres, which is approximately 12 percent of the study area. The agricultural land is divided into
individual fields that include concrete-lined canals to provide irrigation, some of which are within the I-10

study area.
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Figure 6. Existing land use
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Development in the Community features small, widely scattered residential areas, individual residences—
some of which are associated with agricultural land in the Community—and agricultural support facilities
such as barns, outbuildings, irrigation canals, and similar facilities located along the Community road
network. A gas station and convenience mart that also serves as a U.S. Post Office is located on Casa
Blanca Road just west of the I1-10 and SR 587/Casa Blanca Road service Tl at milepost 176; it is outside of
the 1-10 study area. Within the study area—and slightly wider areas at the Tls and underpasses—there is

only very sparse development that includes:
e east of the I-10 and Riggs Road service Tl on Riggs Road: gas station and convenience store

o west of the I-10 and Nelson Road crossing on Nelson Road: agricultural operations facilities adjacent

to active agricultural land

o east of the I-10 and Nelson Road crossing on Nelson Road near milepost 174: one single-family

residence

Sacaton is the primary developed area within the Community and is a census-designated place with a
population of 2,340 (U.S. Census Bureau 2018). The Community’s government center and other
Community services are in Sacaton. It is located approximately 2.6 miles east of I-10, generally between
mileposts 178 and 180. Access to I-10 westbound from Sacaton is by way of the I-10 and SR 587/Casa
Blanca Road TI, and eastbound access is by way of the I-10 and SR 387 Tl (Figure 2). Other residential
areas in the Community that are near I-10 include Bapchule, approximately 1 mile west of I-10 just north of

Nelson Road, and Casa Blanca, 2.5 miles west of I-10 via Casa Blanca Road.

City of Casa Grande

The study area on the east side of I-10 in Casa Grande is all undeveloped desert land, most of which is
Arizona State Trust Land under the jurisdiction of the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD) (Figure 2). A
small amount of land on the west side of the 1-10 study area south of the State Trust Land is undeveloped
desert land within the Casa Grande city limits, along with a small section of a large-lot residential
subdivision near the southern terminus of the proposed I-10 project at milepost 187. The subdivision
includes five residences and several outbuildings located beyond the study area (Figure 6). The study area
on the eastern side of I-10 in Pinal County—this area is part of Casa Grande’s planning boundary for future
development—is also undeveloped State Trust Land to approximately milepost 186.6. The land south of
the State Trust Land to the proposed project’s southern terminus is also a large-lot residential subdivision

but with much larger ranch-type lots, which are undeveloped in the study area.

2.3.2 Zoning

Arizona state law (A.R.S. Article 6.1 — Municipal Zoning) allows the legislative body of any municipality to
institute a zoning ordinance for the purposes of conserving and promoting public health, safety, and the

general welfare through land use. The zoning ordinance is an important tool in implementing the land use
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element of a general plan of a community since it defines the site plan and subdivision requirements for
each land use. Each municipality in the I-10 study area has enacted zoning ordinances. The area within

the study area is zoned as follows:
e Phoenix: Open Space (Pecos Park)

e Chandler: 11 — Planned Industrial District. This district is intended to accommodate light industrial uses
that are not offensive to nearby agricultural, residential, commercial, or other uses and for business

uses that generally support and are integrated with these industrial uses.

e Casa Grande: UR — Urban Ranch and R2 — Medium Density. The UR district applies to the land that is
currently ASLD land at the southern boundary of the Community just north of milepost 186 to just north
of milepost 187. The UR designation is a very low-density residential district with agricultural land as a

means to maintain agriculture within the limits of the city.

The remainder of the land not held by ASLD in the study area is zoned as R2 — Medium Density. The
R2 district provides for medium-density housing in multiple-family structures and directly related

complementary uses, such as agriculture or grazing.

¢ Pinal County: Undesignated (ASLD land) and CR4 — Multi-Family Residential Zone. The
Undesignated zoning applies to the ASLD land at the southern boundary of the Community just north
of milepost 186 to approximately 0.6 mile from the proposed project’s southern terminus. No uses have

been defined for this district.

The remainder of the land in the study area is zoned CR4 — Multiple Residence Zone. This zone
provides for lot sizes of a minimum of 7,000 square feet per lot that allows residences for up to four

families, along with detached accessory buildings for agricultural or grazing use.

e Community: The zoning information was not available for ADOT or public review.

2.3.3 Future Land Use

Future planned land use is based on general or comprehensive plans prepared by each of the three
municipalities and the Community in the I-10 study area. A general plan expresses a community’s
intentions regarding its future development and physical form over a planning horizon of usually 20 to
30 years. The geographic basis for these plans is the municipal planning area. The municipal planning
area for each jurisdiction includes incorporated areas and unincorporated areas that are likely to be

annexed from the county by the jurisdiction in the future and are included in an adopted general plan.

Future land use data in the I-10 study area were determined by using future land use designations
obtained by MAG, which derives them from each jurisdiction’s general plan and from the Community.
Table 2 summarizes the approximate acreage of future land uses and Figure 7 illustrates a composite of

generalized future land uses in and adjacent to the I-10 study area.
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Table 2. Study area future land use

ommunity
Future land
13 0

Open space/

Water 7 0 2,729 64 0 0 2,739 60
Mixed use 0 0 2 3 511 12 117 55 630 14
Agricultural 0 0 0 0 273 6 0 0 273 6
gﬂglliig//(c)lttlilz?’i- L 0 0 0 165 4 0 0 165 4
Industrial 0 0 7 11 132 3 0 0 139 3
Commercial 0 0 0 0 122 3 0 0 122 3
Z?:é?:-?;irﬂily) 0 0 0 0 3 < 18 8 21 <
Transportation 47 87 53 86 330 8 78 37 508 10
Total 54 100% 62 100% 4,265 100% 213 100% 4,597 100%

Sources: Maricopa Association of Governments, Arizona Department of Transportation, Gila River Indian Community, Maricopa County,
Pinal County

City of Phoenix

The future land use for the part of Phoenix adjacent to and within the study area, based on the City of
Phoenix General Plan 2015 (City of Phoenix 2015), remains as open space as it exists now. Phoenix

currently operates and manages the Pecos Park and Community Center at this location.

City of Chandler
The City of Chandler General Plan 2016, A Vision Refined (City of Chandler 2016) has designated the part

of Chandler adjacent to and within the study area as a major employment area known as the Loop 202/1-10
Growth Center. This center is strategically located along I-10 and SR 202L and is considered the city’s
western economic development and employment center in the general plan. With the SR 202L (South
Mountain Freeway) facility fully operational, this location has good regional access and visibility, and
Chandler is looking to encourage its redevelopment with more intense business and employment uses.
Chandler’s vision for this area, located between 1-10 and Kyrene Road, includes a variety of additional

uses, including apartment complexes, more commercial uses, office space, and tourism.
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Figure 7. Future land use
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Gila River Indian Community

The area of the Community from the northern boundary with Phoenix and Chandler to the I-10 and

SR 347/Queen Creek Road service Tl in the Wild Horse Pass area is planned as infill development of
parcels that are currently undeveloped. The Community has master-planned additional commercial and
event use on the western side of I-10, while additional industrial, mixed use, and commercial uses would
infill existing vacant parcels east of I-10. From the I-10 and SR 347/Queen Creek Road service Tl to
roughly milepost 174, Community land on each side of I-10 would remain as open space, along with
planned agricultural land on what is currently designated as vacant land between the above-mentioned Tl

and milepost 168.5.

Potential changes between existing and future land use would occur from mileposts 177 to 180. The
Community plans to develop existing agricultural land to a mixed use-type development. This includes land
that is adjacent to and within the study area. Mixed use development usually provides three or more
significant revenue-producing uses (such as retail/entertainment, office, residential, hotel, and/or
civic/cultural/recreation); fosters integration, density, and compatibility of land uses; and may create a

walkable community with uninterrupted pedestrian connections (Urban Land Institute 2003).

The land from milepost 180 to the Community’s southern boundary with Casa Grande and Pinal County is

planned to remain as open space in the future.

City of Casa Grande
The City of Casa Grande General Plan 2020 (City of Casa Grande 2009) identifies the planned future land

use as rural ranch residential (1 dwelling unit/acre) that includes commercial, community service, and

related mixed-use development along the western side of I-10 within the city’s northeastern section.

Pinal County
The Pinal County Comprehensive Plan, We Create Our Future (Pinal County 2009) plans for very low-

density (0 to 1 dwelling unit/acre) to low-density (0 to 2 dwelling units/acre) residential as future land use
along the eastern side of the I-10 study area within the west-central part of the county. The Pinal County
Future Land Use Map also includes a low-intensity activity center adjacent to local roadways in this area
that includes commercial, community service, and related mixed-use development to support existing and
future residential development. Note that at some point in the future Casa Grande may opt to annex

adjacent county land as part of its planning area.

24 Environmental Consequences

Existing and planned future land uses were evaluated to determine whether the 1-10 capacity expansion
and improvements project will affect such uses in an adverse or beneficial manner, based on the review

and analysis of existing conditions described in Sections 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3.
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241

No additional right-of-way will be required from private or public land in the cities of Phoenix, Chandler,

Selected Alternative

Casa Grande, or Pinal County.

The widening of the 1-10 main line will involve adding new travel lanes within the existing median
throughout the length of I-10 in the study area. It was determined during the alternatives analysis that
widening the I-10 main line will take place in the existing ADOT easement, requiring no new ADOT

easement in the Community for the length of the 26-mile project.

Table 3 shows the additional easement ADOT will need to construct the improvements to the Tls and
crossroads, along with the type of existing and planned future land use. The existing Tls and underpasses
are located within the Community and are included as part of the existing easement ADOT currently
maintains with the Community for I1-10. There is no development in the study area at these locations. The
I-10 improvements to reconstruct the SR 587/Casa Blanca Road Tl and construct a new spread diamond

Tl at Seed Farm Road will account for the majority—72 percent—of the total 81.02 acres of additional

easement.

Table 3. Additional easement for I-10 main line widening and traffic interchange and crossroad

improvements

Tvoe of improvement Existing Future New easement
Location yp P land use land use required (acres)

I-10 main line

Inside median widening

Various types
(see Figure 6)

Various types
(see Figure 7)

5 g g . . Commercial Commercial
. iverging diamond interchange wit . .
Boulevard TI . Dioydle and pedesrian OtverPublc | OtharPubi E2e
accommodations ther/Public ther/Public
Vacant
Diverging diamond interchange with Commercial
SE@%“Z{QUG% = bicycle and pedestrian \?pen Tpace Agricultural 6.74
accommodations acan Open space
. Bridge deck replacement with .
Riggs Road TI shoulder widening and sidewalks Vacant Agriculture 0.38
Good_year Road Shoulder widening on approaches and Open space Open space 126
crossing bridge
Nelso_n Road Shoulder widening on approaches and Open space Open space 8.88
crossing bridge
SR 587/Casa Blanca  Diamond Tl with Casa Blanca Road
Road Tl bypass Open space Open space 19.36
Gasline Road Bridge replacement on parallel Agricultural Mixed use 450
crossing alignment Open space Open space ’
Seed Farm Road New spread diamond Tl with bridge Agricultural Mixed use 38.70

crossing

replacement
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Table 3. Additional easement for I-10 main line widening and traffic interchange and crossroad

improvements

Tvoe of improvement Existing Future New easement
Location yp P land use land use required (acres)

Dirk Lay Road

crossing Bridge and embankment removal Open space Open space -8.452
SR 387/Pinal Avenue Upgrade ramp terminal capacity,
T shoulder widening, and sidewalks on Open space Open space 0.30
bridge and approaches
Fiber optic trunkline Lenglh e preEel T &Leihg) AROT Not applicable® Not applicable 0.00
easement
Total new ADOT easement acreage 81.02

Notes: ADOT = Arizona Department of Transportation, I-10 = Interstate 10, SR = State Route, Tl = traffic interchange
@Easement will be returned to Gila River Indian Community; the acreage is not included in the total of this table, which only includes new

easement requirements.
® Fiber optic line will be located in existing ADOT easement.

Of the total acreage required by ADOT for additional easement, both Community tribal land and allotted

land parcels will be affected. Table 4 provides the additional easement acreage ADOT will need, by tribal

land and allotted land, including the number of allotted land parcels affected at each location.

Table 4. Additional ADOT easement for tribal and allotted land

Tribal land Allotted land Number of allotted
Location acreage acreage land parcels affected

I-10 main line 0.00
Wild Horse Pass Boulevard Tl 0.90
SR 347/Queen Creek Road TI 0.00
Riggs Road TI 0.00
Goodyear Road crossing 0.00
Nelson Road crossing 1.17
SR 587/Casa Blanca Road TI 7.88
Gasline Road crossing 4.50
Seed Farm Road crossing 38.70
Dirk Lay Road crossing -8.452

0.00

0.00 0
6.74 9
0.38 4
1.26 4
7.71 5
11.48 14
0.00 0
0.00 0
0.00 0
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Table 4. Additional ADOT easement for tribal and allotted land

Tribal land Allotted land Number of allotted
Location acreage acreage land parcels affected

SR 387/SR 187/Pinal Avenue Tl 0.30 0.00
Fiber optic trunkline 0.00 0.00 0
Total easement 53.45 27.57 36

Notes: I-10 = Interstate 10, SR = State Route, Tl = traffic interchange
@ Easement will be returned to Gila River Indian Community; the acreage is not included in the total of this table, which only includes new
easement requirements.

A total of 27.57 acres will be required for ADOT easement from 36 individual allottee parcels for the 1-10
project, while the remaining 53.45 acres will come from tribal land. Each allottee parcel totals roughly

10 acres—or 3,300 acres in total—which means that the 27.57 acres needed for ADOT easement
represents less than 1 percent of the allotted parcels affected. All of the 81.02 acres needed for the ADOT
easement—affecting both tribal and allottee land—is adjacent to existing I-10 Tls, Tl intersecting roads, or
crossroads. None of the tribal land or allottee parcels have any development that will be affected, and

access to each parcel will not be permanently affected by the 1-10 project.

ADOT Environmental Planning will coordinate with ADOT Community Relations and the Community
regarding the appropriate level of public involvement for land acquisition and temporary construction
easements and change of access. Since the start of the environmental process in 2019, ADOT has fulfilled
NEPA requirements with respect to agency coordination and public involvement. To engage all segments
of the public in each step of the EA process, ADOT has used numerous communication tools, met with
interested parties upon request, held advertised meetings, and implemented other actions to identify
opinions, seek information on key issues, and obtain input on the proposed I-10 improvements. ADOT also
used various strategies to engage traditionally underserved communities. For more information on the

public involvement process, refer to the EA, Part V, Public Involvement and Coordination.

The Community will be compensated at fair market value for the tribal land, and the owner and/or heirs of
each of the 36 allottee parcels will be compensated at fair market value for the allotted land, in accordance
with 25 Code of Federal Regulations Part 169 — Rights of Way Over Tribal Lands.

Additionally, the I-10 project will require 12.78 acres at certain locations to provide ADOT with temporary
construction easements (TCEs) to provide the contractor with adequate space for construction staging,
vehicle storage and circulation, and equipment and borrow storage. This acreage will be returned to the
Community and allottees in as good as the previous condition when construction has been completed.

TCEs will be required at the following locations:

e Wild Horse Pass Boulevard: 0.06 acre (all tribal)
¢ Nelson Road: 1.94 acres (0.49 acre tribal and 1.45 acres allottee)
20 | January 2024 ADOT Project Nos. F0252 01L and F0252 02L
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e Gasline Road: 2.00 acres (all tribal)
e Seed Farm Road: 8.78 acres (all tribal)

For the improvements at each Tl, change of access will be required at nearby roads as part of the
improvements. Change of access requirements will be included as part of the additional ADOT easement
requirements at each TI, with the exception of Riggs Road. Change of access will affect two parcels on

each side of Riggs Road, but they will not require acquisition by ADOT as new easement.

Although the additional easement required means that 81.02 acres of Community tribal and allotted land
will be converted to a long-term surface transportation use to be maintained by ADOT, the proposed I-10
capacity expansion and improvement project conforms to long-term planning efforts being undertaken in
the Community. The Community reached consensus on a tentative Recommended Build Alternative with
ADOT on June 3, 2021; the Recommended Built Alternative (now the Selected Alternative) featured the

[-10 main line inside widening to the median and the design options for improvements to the Tls and

crossroads in the Community, as shown in Tables 3 and 4.

In addition to the Community, regional planning efforts for the expansion and improvements to 1-10
undertaken by MAG and the Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning Organization—the designated
metropolitan planning organizations for the affected areas of Maricopa County and Pinal County,

respectively—and ADOT are as follows:

o 2022-2026 Five-Year Transportation Facilities Construction Program (ADOT 2021)
e 2040 Regional Transportation Plan (MAG 2017)

e |-10 East Corridor Profile Study (Loop 202 to New Mexico State Line) (ADOT 2017)
e Arizona Key Commerce Corridors (ADOT 2014)

The proposed I-10 capacity expansion and improvement project also conforms to local planning efforts
enacted by Maricopa and Pinal Counties and the municipal jurisdictions in the study area that include the
cities of Phoenix, Chandler, and Casa Grande. Development trends in each municipality and the
Community show continued growth at a moderate to rapid rate through 2040. The I-10 project will have a
beneficial impact on local, state, and regional transportation planning efforts by improving traffic
operations, circulation, travel time, and incident management on I-10 between Phoenix and Tucson
regionally, Arizona statewide, and the overall I-10 corridor nationally. The project will also benefit the

Community’s master development plans for the Wild Horse Pass area by improving access.

In summary, the I-10 expansion and improvement project will require 81.02 acres of various types of
Community land for conversion to a transportation use, which is an impact of long-term duration and an
impact of minimal intensity given that the project conforms to the Community’s long-range planning and

development efforts.
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2.4.2 No-Build Alternative

The No-Build Alternative would not result in the capacity expansion and other improvements ADOT is
proposing in the |-10 study area, meaning that no additional easement would be needed from the
Community. ADOT would continue to maintain I-10. The City of Casa Grande, Pinal County, and the
Community would continue to maintain the roads that intersect with 1-10 in their respective right-of-way

areas. (No City of Phoenix or City of Chandler roads intersect with I-10 in the study area.)

Land use plans and policies can determine the location and type of development that can occur; however,
available roadway capacity can also influence how much and where development occurs. It is expected
that development would slow considerably in those locations where future traffic volumes on I-10 would
approach or substantially exceed the maximum capacity, which is projected to occur on I-10 with the
No-Build Alternative.

The No-Build Alternative would not meet the purpose and need for this proposed project and would not
conform to the transportation, land use, and related plans and policies established by ADOT, MAG, Sun
Corridor Metropolitan Planning Organization, Phoenix, Chandler, Casa Grande, and the Community,

regarding future development based on an efficiently performing highway transportation system.

2.5 Mitigation Measures

Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Responsibility
e ADOT Environmental Planning will coordinate with ADOT Community Relations and the Community
regarding the appropriate level of public involvement for land acquisition and temporary construction

easements and change of access.

Arizona Department of Transportation Right-of-Way Group Responsibility
e The owners of tribal or allotted land needed for additional Arizona Department of Transportation

easement will be compensated at fair market value in accordance with the requirements of 25 Code of

Federal Regulations 169 — Rights of Way Over Indian Lands.

3 Social and Economic Considerations

Socioeconomics is a term that describes the economic and social characteristics of a specific
population. It is based on income, education, demographics, and occupation. ADOT National
Environmental Policy Act guidelines require a socioeconomic impact analysis. The analysis examines
how or if the project will affect the area’s social and economic character, neighborhood continuity, and
the cohesion of the community during construction and once the project is constructed and in

operation. An evaluation under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Title VI) and Executive
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Order 12898 — Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-
Income Populations, February 1994, is also required under ADOT National Environmental Policy Act

guidelines as part of the socioeconomic analysis.

3.1 Social Conditions

3.1.1 Regulatory Setting

Social and economic impacts are not regulated by federal, state, or local governments. The evaluation
process involves measuring the effect that an event, policy change, or development would have on the
community and economy in a specified area. However, any future development activity that potentially
generates an underlying physical impact is regulated by local plans, codes, and ordinances—including
traffic laws, general plans, zoning ordinances, building codes, and similar regulations of the respective

jurisdictions and the Community.

Additionally, the public involvement plan developed for the 1-10 capacity expansion and improvements
project has been conducted in adherence to Title VI and complies with ADOT and Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) guidelines. It considers issues such as responsiveness to jurisdictional concerns
and coordination with the affected municipalities, the Community, agencies, and key stakeholders including
the general public, major landowners, businesses, and utilities. Throughout the alternatives development
process, factors that could affect a community, such as neighborhood cohesion and character, walkability,
bicycle and pedestrian activities, and potential disproportionately high and adverse environmental and
human health effects on minority and low-income populations were considered. Input from these
individuals and groups was incorporated into the planning process, where appropriate. A discussion of the
I-10 study public involvement outreach actions, activities, input, and findings can be reviewed in the Draft

Environmental Assessment, Part V, Public Involvement and Coordination.

The subsections that follow describe the existing social conditions in and near the I-10 study area.

3.1.2  Existing Conditions

Community Facilities and Services

Community facilities and services are those that support the social fabric of an area and include schools;
religious facilities; community centers; senior centers; health care facilities; social service facilities; cultural
facilities; police, fire, and emergency services; parks and recreational areas; and others that improve

quality of life.

City of Phoenix
The area near the I-10 study area in Phoenix is primarily residential with corporate parks and professional
plazas. Numerous schools and religious facilities are within 2 mile of the study area (Figure 8), although

none are located within the study area. The City of Phoenix Pecos Park and Community Center complex is
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in the southwestern quadrant of the 1-10 and SR 202L system TI, adjacent to the northern boundary of the
Community—a small portion of which is located within the study area. The LivGenerations Ahwatukee

assisted living facility is on the west side of I-10 at milepost 161 near the 1-10 project’s northern terminus.

City of Chandler
The area near the I-10 study area in Chandler is primarily warehousing and distribution and other mainly
industrial businesses. One religious facility is in the area located in the study area east of I-10 at

milepost 161.
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Figure 8. Community facilities

& &g ol o =
& g & og S | &
Q€ $ & (3 & k3
) & &

_ ExCommEacil.

lale

of 110 GRIC ENY Templ

ErviCo,

Project Locator| ~ .
> 0 05 1 2 @ % 3 —1 Studysfzea A, PlaceofWorship Recreation Center : I-1 0 | I'OOP 202 To SR-387
vé O Environmental gl Cemetery 8 WILD HORSE PASS CORRIDOR
(@) ; Footprint & Park
Miles 5
< & \ O Mileposts By Aquatic Center L Sehool Existing Community Facilities
L]
. . . . . Other Project: ADOT
e e e MAG WG G 3 B LRACS Moshlard i senor Genter ADOT TRACS No.: F0252 01L & 02L
Aerial photography date:2017 and 2018 ADD & Federal-Aid No.: 010-C(222)S
Figure Date - October 2021 ® l

ADOT Project Nos. F0252 01L and F0252 02L January 2024 | 25
Federal Aid No. 010-C(222)S



Final Land Use and Socioeconomic Report
Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L to State Route 387

Gila River Indian Community, City of Casa Grande, and Pinal County

No community facilities are located in or near the I-10 study area in the Community, Casa Grande, or Pinal

County.

Demographic Characteristics

Population and employment data were obtained from MAG for Phoenix, Chandler, the Community, and
Casa Grande. To better understand what is occurring in the study area, population and employment data
were collected at the city and regional analysis zone (RAZ) level for Phoenix and Chandler. ARAZ is a
discrete section of each city in which demographic data are analyzed by MAG. RAZ 314 in Phoenix and
RAZ 315 in Chandler are the areas of the city in and adjacent to the I-10 study area on the west and east,

respectively.

Further, data were also obtained from the ADOT public involvement and community outreach efforts to
augment the census data, where available. These data were used in conjunction with the census data to
help ADOT identify minority, low-income, or groups considered underrepresented in the I-10 study area

and to provide ways and means for obtaining their input on the proposed project.

While the populations of Phoenix, Chandler, and Casa Grande as a whole are expecting continued
population growth between 2022 and 2040, the populations in Phoenix and Chandler in and around the
study area are not projected to increase substantially because each area is close to its build out (Table 5).

The Community is also not anticipating growth between 2022 and 2040.

Employment is also projected in each of the affected jurisdictions and the Community (Table 5). This
employment growth would substantially increase traffic levels on I-10, SR 202L, and the local road and

street system in and near the |-10 study area.

Table 5. Population and employment projections

% increase
Location (2022-2040)

Population

Phoenix adjacent to Interstate 10° 37,656 37,924 38,208 1
Phoenix 1,711,800 1,867,300 2,007,800 17
Chandler adjacent to Interstate 10° 41,024 41,126 42,128 3
Chandler 292,000 304,300 315,900 8
Gila River Indian Community 14,100 14,100 14,100 0
Casa Grande 64,565 85,296 99,804 55
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Table 5. Population and employment projections

% increase
Location (2022-2040)

Employment

Phoenix adjacent to Interstate 10° 17,622 18,549 19,406 10
Phoenix 933,700 1,048,500 1,149,000 23
Chandler adjacent to Interstate 10° 42,057 44,289 46,475 11
Chandler 166,400 189,400 204,500 23
Gila River Indian Community 9,000 12,300 14,000 56
Casa Grande 18,363 31,461 37,777 106

Sources: 2023 Maricopa Association of Governments Socioeconomic Projections (Phoenix, Chandler, Gila River Indian Community,
Casa Grande)

@ The socioeconomic projections for the Casa Grande Metropolitan Planning Area provided 2020 data rather than 2022 data.

b regional analysis zone 314  ° regional analysis zone 315

Community Character and Cohesion

Community character and cohesion is generally defined as the degree to which residents have a
sense of belonging to their neighborhood. It is also defined by their level of commitment to the
community or as a strong attachment to neighbors, groups, and institutions, usually as a result of
continued association over time. The impacts on neighborhood character and cohesion from highway
projects can, therefore, be examined through changes to the social fabric of a community from
residential displacements, property acquisition, changes in access and circulation, barrier effects,

noise, and similar changes caused by the construction and long-term operation of a freeway facility.

Phoenix

The City of Phoenix is divided into 15 urban villages. The residential areas west of the I-10 study area in
Phoenix are located within the Ahwatukee Foothills Urban Planning Village. The City of Phoenix
government maintains an office and community center in each district, holds monthly community planning
meetings, and maintains a website to keep residents informed of village activities, reflecting these
neighborhood associations as positive indicators of community cohesion. The Ahwatukee Foothills Urban
Planning Village has also prepared the Ahwatukee Foothills Village Character Plan, which is associated
with the City of Phoenix General Plan 2015. The Character Plan has identified several development-
related goals and objectives to build on village assets and to seek future development and related projects

and improvements that would enhance community character and cohesion in Ahwatukee Foothills Village.

The residential areas in the 1-10 study area include the LivGenerations Ahwatukee assisted living facility
and the Liv Ahwatukee apartment complex. Each complex is geared toward luxury, high-end living

experiences and amenities built within the past 25 years. As discussed previously in the Community
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Facilities section, schools, churches, parks, other community facilities, commercial and other services near
the 1-10 study area support the residential areas that foster community character in this area of Phoenix. A

small section of Pecos Park is located within the study area.

Chandler

There are no residential areas in Chandler near or adjacent to the 1-10 study area. Land use in this area is

characterized by warehousing and distribution, light industrial, industrial support, and related businesses.

Gila River Indian Community

The Community is a sovereign Native American nation consisting of the Akimel O’odham (Pima) and Pee-
Posh (Maricopa) people living in Maricopa County adjacent to Phoenix and Chandler to the north and Casa
Grande in Pinal County to the south. The Community's current population of nearly 12,000 is distributed

across approximately 581 square miles, or 372,000 acres.

The reservation was established by an act of Congress in 1859 and formally established by Constitution

in 1939. The Community has seven districts, and the portion of I-10 being studied traverses District 4
(Santan), District 5 (Casa Blanca), and District 3 (Sacaton), from north to south. Tribal administrative
offices and departments are located in Sacaton. Sacaton is the Community’s governmental, residential and
community support center. Other residential areas include Bapchule, Casa Blanca, Santan, and

Blackwater (Figure 9).

None of Community’s primary residential areas are located in or near the 1-10 study area. The primary
residential development is located south of the Gila River Bridge south of milepost 173— some of which is
widely scattered and associated with agricultural land in the Community, along with agricultural support
facilities such as barns, outbuildings, irrigation canals, and similar facilities located along the Community
road network. One residence is east of I-10 near the eastern boundary of the study area. It is just south of

the 1-10 Gila River Bridge near milepost 174. Access to the property is via Nelson Road.

Casa Grande

Where the study area traverses the Casa Grande planning area, most of the land is undeveloped State
Trust Land under the jurisdiction of ASLD (Figure 2). South of this is undeveloped desert land within the
Casa Grande city limits and a small section of an undeveloped large-lot residential subdivision at milepost

187 that includes five residences and several outbuildings beyond the study area.
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Figure 9. Gila River Indian Community Districts
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Title VI of the Civil Rights Act

This section provides an overview of the minority and other protected populations present in the |-10 study

area—discussed in accordance with the requirements of Title VI.

Regulatory Setting

ADOT must comply with Title VI, which prohibits discrimination based on race, color, and national origin.
Specifically, 42 United States Code 2000d states that “No person in the United States shall, on the ground
of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be
subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance.” FHWA'’s
Title VI Program includes Title VI and other federal nondiscrimination statutes and authorities under its
“‘umbrella,” including Executive Order 12898. It requires equitable access to services and participation for
minority, limited English proficiency, female head of household, elderly, disabled, and low-income

populations.

For this report, the Title VI analysis considered minority populations in the census tracts adjacent to or
overlapping the study area. The minority groups considered are include people who identify themselves as

follows:
e Black (a person having origins in any of the black racial groups of Africa)

e Hispanic or Latino (a person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or other

Spanish culture or origin, regardless of race)

e Asian American (a person having origins in any of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia,

the Indian subcontinent)

e American Indian and Alaskan Native (a person having origins in any of the original people of North
America, South America, including Central America, and who maintains cultural identification through

tribal affiliation or community recognition)

o Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander (people having origins in any of the original peoples of
Hawaii, Guam, Samoa, or other Pacific Islands)

Other protected populations considered are as follows:

o Elderly populations consist of people who are age 65 and older. While elderly citizens often drive, high-
speed and high-traffic routes may present a problem for some. In addition, the elderly may have a

need for transit services, or may opt to use transit if it is offered.

¢ Disabled populations are civilian, non-institutionalized persons age 5 and over with disabilities (such as

sensory, physical, mental, self-care, going outside of home, and employment disabilities).
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o Female head of household populations consist of households headed by a female, with no husband
present, and with her own children under the age of 18. These households tend to have lower incomes
than households headed by married couples or a single man, and oftentimes have a greater need for

affordable housing units.

e Limited English proficiency (LEP) persons are those for whom English is not their primary language

and who have a limited ability to read, write, speak, or understand English.

Existing Conditions

To adequately understand the dynamics of minority and protected populations in the I-10 study area,
census data were obtained at the census tract level, where available. The data were obtained from the
U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey (for 2017 to 2021). Table 6 shows the percentages of
minority and other protected populations required by Title VI within each census tract in the 1-10 study
area, as compared with Maricopa County and Pinal County. Figures 10 to 13 show the locations of minority
and other protected populations. Note that the applicable census tracts evaluated are included on the

figures.
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Table 6. Percentages of minority and protected populations

Census Census Census Census Census

Minority and tract tract tract Maricopa | tracts 9412 tract Pinal
protected 1167.12 9804 9411 County and 9413 13.10 County
population Phoenix Chandler Community Community | Casa Grande
Eis_pa”ic el 19 38 0 32 16 44 31

atino
Black. or African 9 13 0 5 0 5 4
American
American Indian
or Alaskan 4 0 0 1 62 0 4
Native
Asian 9 0 100 4 0 2 1
Native Hawaiian
or Other Pacific 0 0 0 0.2 0.3 0 0.3
Islander
More than one 9 0 0 3 2 3 3
race
Ektniy = 10 0 0 15 9 14 20
over 65
Disabled —
under 65 3 0 0 7 10 9 9
Female head
of household 17 0 0 15 41 22 14
Limited English 7 38 16 8 2 6 6

proficiency?

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, ACS 5-Year Estimates Detailed Tables, 2021
2 reported as: Speak English less than “very well”
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MARICOPA COUNTY

There are no substantial differences between census tract 1167.12 in Phoenix when compared with
Maricopa County as a whole. Note that the Black or African American and Asian populations in the census
tract are higher than Maricopa County; they both account for 9 percent of population in the census tract.
The census tract in Chandler has a higher percentage of Hispanic residents when compared with Maricopa
County, and the census tract in the northern section of the Community has a much higher percentage of

Asian residents (100 percent) than Maricopa County (4 percent).

PINAL COUNTY

Census tracts 9412 east of I-10 and 9413 to the west include the part of the Community in Pinal County
traversed by I-10. Additionally, census block groups 1 through 4 were evaluated in census tract 9412.

Census tract 9413 did not include any block groups.
These census tracts have a large American Indian population (62 percent)—considered a minority.

Census tract 13.04, which includes the northeastern section of Casa Grande traversed by I-10, does not
differ substantially from Pinal County as a whole. The populations in the northeastern section of Casa
Grande traversed by I-10 have a higher percentage of Hispanic residents than the Pinal County population
as a whole. The female head of household population is notably higher in the Community and Casa

Grande than in Pinal County as a whole.

As the environmental evaluation process continues for the 1-10 study, additional analysis to identify and
reach out to populations, to include traditionally underserved populations, will be conducted as part of the
I-10 Public Involvement Plan and outreach efforts. This effort will be undertaken to ensure they are an
integral part of the I-10 planning and public outreach process. The participation of the affected minority
populations considered underrepresented will continue throughout the design and construction phases of
the proposed 1-10 project in accordance with the I-10 Public Involvement Plan, primarily through the efforts
of representatives from ADOT Communications and from the ADOT Civil Rights Office to ensure the needs

and concerns of these populations are addressed during each stage of the project.

With regard to LEP populations, the census tracts in Chandler and the northern part of the Community
have a higher percentage of LEP residents when compared with Maricopa County. The Interstate 10
Public Involvement Plan indicated that 4 percent of the population in the study area speaks English less
than very well (ADOT 2020). Languages spoken (other than English) include Spanish—10 percent—and
the O’odham spoken language in the Community. The Public Involvement Plan did not indicate the

percentage of the Community population that speaks O’odham.
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Figure 10. Minority populations
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Figure 11. Elderly populations (65 and over)
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Figure 12. Disabled populations
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Figure 13. Female head of household population
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Environmental Justice

This section provides an overview of the minority and low-income populations present in the I-10 study
area—discussed in accordance with the requirements of Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to

Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations.

Regulatory Setting
Executive Order 12898, signed on February 11, 1994, on environmental justice requires “the fair treatment
and meaningful involvement of all people, particularly minority and low-income populations, in the

environmental decision-making process.”

Although the nondiscrimination principles of Title VI and the provisions for minority and low-income
populations in Executive Order 12898 intersect, they are two separate mandates, with each having unique
requirements. The term “minority,” which is a protected category under environmental justice, overlaps with
“race, color, and national origin” (including LEP individuals), which the Title VI statute protects.

Environmental justice principles also apply to low-income populations.

In accordance with FHWA Order 6640.23A, a disproportionately high and adverse effect on a minority or
low-income population means the adverse effect is predominantly borne by such population or is
appreciably more severe or greater in magnitude on the minority or low-income populations than the
adverse effect suffered by the non-minority or non-low-income population. Fair distribution of the beneficial

and adverse effects of the proposed project is the desired outcome.

For this report, the environmental justice analysis considered underrepresented populations in the census
tracts adjacent to or overlapping the study area. The demographic group considered, in addition to the

minority groups discussed previously, is described below:

o Low-income populations are persons living in households with an income at or below the
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services poverty guidelines. The poverty thresholds are revised
annually to allow for changes in the cost of living. Low-income populations may have greater difficulty
locating replacement housing in the area. They may rely on public services and facilities, such as

public transit and public recreational amenities, to a greater extent than the general population.

Existing Conditions

To adequately understand the dynamics of underrepresented populations in the I-10 study area, census

data were obtained at the census tract level, where available. The data were obtained from U.S. Census

Bureau’s American Community Survey (for 2017 to 2021). Table 7 shows the percentages of low-income
populations required by the environmental justice regulations within each census tract in the 1-10 study

area, as compared with Maricopa County and Pinal County. Figure 14 shows the locations of low-income
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populations. Note that the applicable census tracts evaluated are included on each figure. Refer to Table 6

and Figure 10 for information on minority populations.

Table 7. Percentages of low-income populations

Census Census Census Census Census
tract tract tract Maricopa tracts 9412 tract 13.10

Low-income 1167.12 9804 9411 County and 9413 Casa
population Phoenix Chandler | Community Community Grande
Households
LAl 5 57 0 12 40 1 11
below
poverty level

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, ACS 5-Year Estimates Detailed Tables, 2021

@ Low-income means a population whose median household income is at or below the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services
poverty guidelines (for the same year as the data and for a four-person household by default).

MARICOPA COUNTY

There are no substantial differences between census tract 1167.12 in Phoenix when compared with
Maricopa County as a whole, except for having a higher median household income than the county as a
whole. The census tract in Chandler shows a notably higher percentage of the population (57 percent)

living in poverty when compared with Maricopa County (12 percent).

PINAL COUNTY
Census tracts 9412 east of I-10 and 9413 to the west include the part of the Community in Pinal County
traversed by I-10. Additionally, census block groups 1 through 4 were evaluated in census tract 9412.

Census tract 9413 did not include any block groups.

These census tracts have a large percentage of low-income Community families (40 percent) that live
below the poverty level. This is a higher level than the national share of Native Americans considered to be
living below the poverty line (26 percent) (Economic Policy Institute 2017).

The populations in the northeastern section of Casa Grande traversed by I-10 have a lower percentage

living in poverty than the Pinal County population as a whole.
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Figure 14. Populations below poverty level
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As the environmental evaluation process continues for the 1-10 study, additional analysis to identify and
reach out to populations, to include traditionally underserved populations, will be conducted as part of the
I-10 Public Involvement Plan and outreach efforts. This effort will be undertaken to ensure they are an
integral part of the I-10 planning and public outreach process. The participation of the affected minority and
low-income populations considered underrepresented will continue throughout the design and construction
phases of the proposed I-10 project in accordance with the I-10 Public Involvement Plan, primarily through
the efforts of representatives from ADOT Communications and from the ADOT Civil Rights Office to ensure

the needs and concerns of these populations are addressed during each stage of the project.

3.2 Economic Conditions

3.2.1 Existing Conditions

Table 8 provides data on the major employers by industry type in the 1-10 study area that are in, adjacent
to, or very near the study area in Phoenix, Chandler, the northern part of the Community in Maricopa

County, and the part of the Community in Pinal County. The data were obtained from the MAG Employer
Database—employers with 5 or more employees in 2019—and aggregated for the 1-10 study to show the

types of employers that make up the local economy in and near the study area.

As shown on Figure 15, all of the businesses are between the SR 202L Tl and the Wild Horse Pass
Boulevard/Queen Creek Road TI primarily in Chandler and the Community, with the exception of two small
businesses at the Riggs Road TI. There are no businesses between milepost 168 just south of Riggs Road

in the Community to the southern terminus of the study area at milepost 187 in Casa Grande.

Table 8. Local employers (by industry), 2019

Industry type Employers Employees

Phoenix
Government, social, advocacy services 1 51
Health care 1 75
Hospitality, recreation, tourism 1 12
Total 3 187
Chandler
Transportation and warehousing 6 440
Manufacturing 7 219
Retail and wholesale trade 2 22
Construction 3 76
Government, social, advocacy services 1 15
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Table 8. Local employers (by industry), 2019

Industry type

Consumer services
Business services
Total
Gila River Indian Community — Maricopa County
Transportation and warehousing
Manufacturing
Information technology
Retail and wholesale trade
Finance/lnsurance
Government, social, advocacy services
Consumer services
Business services
Education
Hospitality, recreation, tourism
Total
Gila River Indian Community — Pinal County
Retail and wholesale trade
Government, social, advocacy services
Business services
Education
Total

Casa Grande

6

8

33

26

7

0

Employers Employees

96
257

1,124

130
875
2,650
624
10

85

36

25

75
1,780

6,214

26
143

13

127

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments, Employer Database, employers with 5 or more employees, 2019
@ 560 employees work in the numerous retail stores at the Phoenix Premium Outlet Mall in the part of the Gila River Indian Community

that is in Maricopa County.

From the data in Table 8, information technology employs the highest percentage of workers in this area

(43 percent), followed by hospitality, recreation, and tourism (13 percent). Verizon Wireless

(1,550 employees) and Avnet (1,100 employees) employ all the information technology workers; they are
located approximately ¥z mile east of the 1-10 and SR 202L system Tl and just south of SR 202L at 56th
Street (Figure 15). The Wild Horse Pass Hotel and Casino Complex employs 1,500 of the 1,780 hospitality,

recreation, and tourism employees on the western side of I-10 in this area. Employers with businesses
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located within the study area, unless otherwise noted, include the following, listed from north to south
(Figure 15):

Maverick Equipment, LLC (retail) — 12 employees east of I-10 in Chandler
Drew Brothers Custom Enterprises, Inc. (consumer services) — 12 employees east of I-10 in Chandler

Freightliner Sterling Western Star of Arizona (transportation and distribution) — 32 employees located

east of I-10 in the Maricopa County part of the Community

Arizona Products Machinery — 43 employees located east of I-10 in the Maricopa County part of the

Community

RDO Equipment Company, Inc. (transportation and distribution) — 35 employees located east of I-10 in

the Maricopa County part of the Community

Phoenix Premium Outlet Mall — 560 employees employed by many individual commercial
establishments that lease or rent space in the mall. The mall is located west of I-10 in the Maricopa
County part of the Community. One of the mall’s nine buildings is located wholly within the study area

and three are partially in it.

Wild Horse Pass Hotel and Casino Complex (hospitality, recreation, and tourism) — 1,500 employees
on the west side of I-10 in the Maricopa County part of the Community. The eastern part of the

complex is in the study area and includes an access road. The rest of this area is undeveloped.

Best Western Motel (hospitality, recreation, and tourism) — 25 employees on the eastern side of I-10 in
the Maricopa County part of the Community. The motel building and a portion of the parking lot is in the

study area.

Local Motors, Inc. (transportation manufacturing) — number of employees unknown; this business was
not included in the MAG Employer Directory. It is located on the east side of I-10 in the Maricopa

County part of the Community. The facility is partially located in the study area.

MotorCoach Resort (hospitality, recreation, and tourism) — number of employees unknown; this
business was not included in the MAG Employer Directory. The facility is an RV park is located on the
eastern side of I-10 in the Maricopa County part of the Community. Most of the facility is in the study

area.

Bob Bondurant School of High Performance Driving (education) and Wild Horse Pass Motorsports
Park (recreation and tourism) — 75 employees on the western side of I-10 in the Maricopa County part
of the Community. The school includes various types of courses on which to practice and perform high-
performance driving maneuvers, and the park conducts competitive races. One of the easternmost

courses is in the study area adjacent to I-10.
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¢ Gila River Indian Community Property and Supply (government, social, advocacy services) —
10 employees located on the eastern side of I-10 in the Maricopa County part of the Community. A

small section of the facility’s unpaved supply yard is in the study area.

o Akimel Smoke Shop and Shell Gas Station (retail) — 8 and 5 employees, respectively, located on the
eastern side of I-10 at the I-10 and Riggs Road service Tl in the Maricopa County part of the

Community. The smoke shop is in the study area, but the gas pumps are not.
Other employers with large numbers of employees near the I-10 study area include:
e Basha’s, Inc. (grocery distribution) — 380 employees east of I-10 in Chandler

e Arconic, Inc. (manufacturing) — 300 employees east of I-10 in the Maricopa County part of the

Community

o Pacific Scientific Energetic Materials Company (aerospace manufacturing) — 270 employees east of

I-10 in the Maricopa County part of the Community

e Pimalco, Inc. (aerospace manufacturing) — 263 employees east of I-10 in the Maricopa County part of

the Community

The Community has focused on increasing and diversifying its industrial, agricultural, retail, and
recreational economic base and continues to expand its gaming enterprises. The Community currently
operates three industrial parks that are home to several local and national companies. The Community
operates its own telecommunications company, electric utility, and healthcare clinic, and three industrial

parks.

In addition to emphasizing industry, business, and recreational opportunities, the Community continues to
support agriculture to grow its economy. Community farms that total some 15,000 acres support a variety
of crops such as corn, cotton, wheat, millet, alfalfa, barley, melons, pistachios, olives, citrus, and
vegetables. Independent farming operations cultivate an additional 22,000 acres of similar crops within the

Community.

Wild Horse Pass Expansion Plan

The Wild Horse Pass Development Authority (WHPDA) prepared the Wild Horse Pass Master Plan, which
was approved on November 12, 2019, for the Wild Horse Pass complex in the northern part of the
Community and adjacent to the west side of I-10 in this area. The WHPDA plan for development currently
includes apartment, hotel, office, retail, restaurant, casino, convention center, recreational, waterpark, and
medical land uses, as well as outdoor festival venues and seated entertainment and event venues. The
area is centrally located within the growth areas of southern Maricopa County and northern Pinal County;

the planned development is expected to be implemented in phases between now and 2060.
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A detailed traffic analysis was conducted as a component of the Plan. The traffic analysis projected that
the proposed development, without event venues, would generate 103,274 projected daily PM peak hour
traffic trips in 2040—an increase of 73 percent from the projected 2030 daily PM peak hour traffic trips. A
total of 50,600 parking spaces has been projected as a demand requirement in 2040—a projected
increase of 65 percent from projected 2030 parking spaces.
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Figure 15. Employers
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3.3 Environmental Consequences
3.3.1 Selected Alternative

Social Conditions

The Selected Alternative will not directly affect residential areas or neighborhoods in an adverse manner
because none are in the study area, with the exception of the single residence near milepost 174, which
will not be subject to long-term adverse impacts. This residence will not be affected by the Selected
Alternative and its existing access will be maintained via Nelson Road. The senior living facility west of
I-10, the religious facility near the northern terminus at milepost 161, and Pecos Park just north of milepost
162 will not be affected because no construction will occur on I-10 in this part of the study area—only the

addition of new signs and stripes.

The Selected Alternative will not involve any residential acquisitions or displacement, changes in
neighborhood character or community cohesion, long-term changes in travel patterns or accessibility,
fragmentation of neighborhoods or creation of barriers between them—including to the movement of
people, goods, or services in the area, or impacts on parks, schools, churches, emergency services,

recreation facilities, or other community facilities.

The I-10 improvement project is anticipated to benefit local neighborhoods and community facilities.
Beneficial impacts will include improved access locally and regionally with the completion of the overall |-
10 capacity expansion project between Phoenix and Tucson, reduced travel times by alleviating
congestion, enhanced mobility and local connectivity, improved emergency service response times and

incident management capability on 1-10.

Residents in the Community will also benefit from the proposed improvements to the Tls and crossroads

as follows:

e The Wild Horse Pass Boulevard Tl and SR 347/Queen Creek Road Tl will be upgraded to diverging
diamond Tls, and the Casa Blanca Road Tl will be upgraded to a diamond TI, which will improve traffic

operations, circulation, and safety in the Community.

e The existing Seed Farm Road crossroad will be reconstructed as a new spread diamond TI that will
provide improved and more direct I-10 access to and from Sacaton, Sacaton Flats, Blackwater, and

Olberg to the east.

e The Riggs Road and SR 387/Pinal Avenue Tls and the crossroads at Goodyear Road, Nelson Road,
and Gasline Road will be improved by bridge rehabilitation (Riggs Road and SR 387/Pinal Avenue),
bridge widening (Goodyear and Nelson Roads), or bridge replacement (Gasline Road). Additionally,

the improvements at each location—with the exception of Gasline Road—wiill include bridge approach
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improvements, shoulder widening, new sidewalks, and pavement rehabilitation. These improvements

will lead to safer conditions for both motorists and pedestrians in the Community.

Residents near the study area, businesses, and the traveling public will experience short-term impacts that
could be adverse during the short-term construction period. Adverse impacts during construction will
include traffic delays, increased travel times, access limitations (primarily at the Tls and crossroads that will
be improved), construction equipment noise and vibration, and localized reduced air quality from dust and

exhaust—but such impacts will be temporary and will end upon completion of construction.

A traffic control plan will be developed by ADOT in coordination with the Cities of Phoenix, Chandler, and
Casa Grande; the Community; and potentially affected property owners. The plan will conform to local,
state, and federal policies to minimize traffic impacts and maintain access to residences, businesses,
community facilities and services, recreational areas, and local streets. ADOT intends to maintain access
to businesses and residences affected during the short-term construction period as part of the traffic

control plan.

With the implementation of ADOT-specified mitigation measures, standard specifications, and best

management practices, construction impacts are not anticipated to be adverse in the long term.

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act

The Native American population—considered as a minority population—in census tracts 9412 and 9413 in

the Community in Pinal County is substantially higher (62 percent) than in Pinal County (4 percent).

The Selected Alternative will not require any residential displacements in the Community or result in
disproportionally high and adverse impacts on the Native American population as compared with other
populations that could be affected by the proposed I-10 project because they—like other minority and non-
minority populations—are not located in or near the 1-10 study area. Most Native American families and
individuals reside in the Community’s residential areas that include Sacaton, Bapchule, Casa Blanca,
Santan, or Blackwater—well away from the study area, with the exception of the single residence near

milepost 174 that will not be adversely affected.

Looking out more broadly from the study area, the primary residential areas in the Community near I-10
include Bapchule, approximately 1 mile west of I-10 just north of Nelson Road; Casa Blanca, 2.5 miles
west of [-10 via Casa Blanca Road; and Sacaton—the Community’s government center—2 miles east of
I-10 via Seed Farm Road. The populations in these communities will experience short-term adverse
construction impacts. Within the Community, the short-term effects of the I-10 main line widening and Tl
and crossroad improvements during construction could potentially be disproportionately borne by minority
residents that make up the majority of the population. Such impacts will affect Community members who
travel on the I-10 main line, Tls, and intersecting roads and crossroads that will be part of the 1-10 widening

and improvement program. These short-term impacts, however, will also affect other members of the
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public traveling on I-10 during construction in the same manner as Community residents—especially those

using I-10 and local roads in the study area on a frequent basis, such as commuting to and from work.

The Native American population in the Community will also experience the same benefits of improved
circulation, reduced travel times, and lower travel delays with the completed 1-10 project. Additionally, the
I-10 project ADOT is proposing—and the Community is in agreement with—will include improvements to
local roads that intersect with I-10 as Tls or crossroads in the Community. Such improvements will
increase safety, accessibility, and circulation by widening shoulders and bridges; add sidewalks, bicycle

lanes, and new guardrails; and improve the approaches to bridges over I-10.

The Hispanic population percentage in census tract 13.10 in Casa Grande is higher than the Pinal County
percentage, and the Hispanic population percentage in census tract 9804 in Chandler is higher than in
Maricopa County. Also, the Asian population percentage in census tract 9411 in the northern part of the
Community is substantially higher than in Maricopa County. In terms of female head of household
populations, census tracts 9412 and 9413 in the Community and census tract 13.10 in Casa Grande have
higher percentages of female-headed households than in Pinal County. LEP population percentages in
census tract 9804 in Chandler and in census tract 9411 in the Community are higher than the Maricopa
County percentage. However, as noted before, the Selected Alternative will not require any residential
displacements in the study area and any construction impacts would affect both minority/protected

populations and non-minority/non-protected populations.

Environmental Justice

Census tract 9804 in Chandler has a notably higher percentage of low-income populations than in
Maricopa County (57 percent versus 12 percent). Census tracts 9412 and 9413 in the Community in Pinal
County have a much higher percentage (40 percent) of low-income populations than the county

(11 percent). As noted in the Title VI discussion, it also has a higher percentage of minority (Native

American) residents.

The Selected Alternative will not require any residential displacements in Chandler or in the Community or
result in disproportionally high and adverse impacts on minority populations or on low-income families as
compared with other populations that could be affected by the proposed I-10 project because they—like
other minority and low-income and non-minority and non-low-income populations—are not located in or
near the I-10 study area. Most Native American families and individuals reside in the Community’s
residential areas that include Sacaton, Bapchule, Casa Blanca, Santan, or Blackwater—well away from the

study area, with the exception of the single residence near milepost 174 that will not be adversely affected.

Looking out more broadly from the study area, the primary residential areas in the Community near I-10
include Bapchule, approximately 1 mile west of I-10 just north of Nelson Road; Casa Blanca, 2.5 miles
west of I-10 via Casa Blanca Road; and Sacaton—the Community’s government center—2 miles east of

I-10 via Seed Farm Road. The populations in these communities will experience short-term adverse
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construction impacts. Within the Community, the short-term effects of the I-10 main line widening and Tl
and crossroad improvements during construction could potentially be disproportionately borne by minority
and low-income residents that make up the majority of the population. Such impacts will affect Community
members who travel on the I-10 main line, Tls, and intersecting roads and crossroads that will be part of
the 1-10 widening and improvement program. These short-term impacts, however, will also affect other
members of the public traveling on I-10 during construction in the same manner as Community residents—
especially those using I-10 and local roads in the study area on a frequent basis, such as commuting to
and from work. Short-term construction impacts will not be considered disproportionately high and adverse

for Community motorists.

The minority and low-income populations in and outside the study area will experience the same benefits
of improved circulation, reduced travel times, and lower travel delays with the completed I-10 project.
Additionally, the 1-10 project ADOT is proposing—and the Community is in agreement with—uwiill include
improvements to local roads that intersect with 1-10 as Tls or crossroads in the Community. Such
improvements will increase safety, accessibility, and circulation by widening shoulders and bridges; add

sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and new guardrails; and improve the approaches to bridges over I-10.

The public involvement program has been designed and executed to reach the affected population,
including populations of environmental justice concern in the area. Public meetings were advertised in
English-language, Spanish-language, and Community newspapers. General public meetings were held off
the Community and multiple meetings were held on the Community specifically for Community members.
In coordination with the Community, the Community meetings were tailored to engage Community

members and solicit feedback. Translation services were provided at the meetings.

Other Populations

The rights of women, the elderly, and the disabled fall under the umbrella of FHWA'’s nondiscrimination

compliance regulations, identified previously.

The situation for other underrepresented populations, as discussed in the Environmental Justice section on
existing conditions, is the same as for minority and low-income populations and non-minority populations.
None are located near or in the I-10 study area. Additionally, the evaluation of affected elderly, disabled,
and female head of household populations will continue throughout the design, right-of-way acquisition,
and construction phases of the 1-10 project in accordance with the 1-10 Public Involvement Plan, as

applicable.

Economic Conditions
There are 13 businesses of varying sizes located either partially or wholly in the study area. All the
businesses are in Chandler or the part of the Community in Maricopa County, as identified in the

Section 3.2.1, Existing Conditions.
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The Selected Alternative will not directly affect these businesses or the local or regional economy.
Construction to widen 1-10 will occur inside the existing median on the 1-10 main line throughout the study
area. There are no businesses located where the Tl and crossroad improvements will be constructed, and
no businesses will be adversely affected. One billboard will have to be moved and relocated from the

southeast quadrant of Seed Farm Road for the proposed new spread diamond TI.

Overall, the Selected Alternative will not involve any business property acquisition or displacement and will
not result in long-term adverse impacts on existing accessibility or traffic circulation for businesses in or

near the I-10 study area or adversely affect the local or regional economy.

Widening and improving I-10 in the study area will result in long-term beneficial impacts to local, regional,
and national businesses and industry by improving access and circulation, improving business delivery
travel time, reducing travel time and related revenue loss, and improving management capability during

accidents or weather-related incidents on I-10.

Local businesses in or near the 1-10 study area will experience short-term construction impacts in a
manner similar to local residential areas and community service providers, as discussed previously in the
impact discussion for Social Conditions. The construction impacts could also affect travel time reliability for
freight and other business traffic, attributable to construction-related travel delays. Such adverse impacts

will occur on a short-term basis during the construction period.

With the implementation of ADOT-specified mitigation measures, standard specifications, and best

management practices, construction impacts are not anticipated to be adverse in the long term.

Wild Horse Pass Expansion Plan

As part of a build-out roadway and interchange analysis for 2040, the Tls at I-10 and Wild Horse Pass
Boulevard and SR 347/Queen Creek Road were identified as important points of ingress and egress to the
complex. They were identified in the traffic analysis as two points of access that would not operate at an
acceptable level of service in 2040 without widening I-10 and making substantial improvements to these
Tls.

The proposed I-10 expansion and improvement project will be critical for the planned expansion of Wild
Horse Pass by WHPDA to succeed in the long term, based on the projected increase in traffic to the
entertainment complex by 2040 and on through its 2060 planning horizon. The planned expansion would

be substantially jeopardized without construction of the proposed I-10 project.

3.3.2 No-Build Alternative

The No-Build Alternative would not result in the I-10 capacity expansion and other improvements in the
study area. I-10 would not be able to provide the traffic operations, LOS, travel time efficiency, and needed

incident management capabilities to meet the future travel demand, which could hinder long-term future
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economic development. Population and employment growth and new economic development is projected

to continue at a rapid pace between Phoenix and Tucson on a regional basis.

Travel times would not improve and future economic development would not benefit from a more efficient,
well-functioning transportation facility; the demand for new business development likely would continue in
the long-term, but potentially at a slower pace. Adverse impacts are anticipated for populations, community
services, recreational facilities, businesses, employment, and housing areas that use I-10 in the study area

on a local, regional, and national basis.

Additionally, response times by emergency services and law enforcement personnel would continue to
experience delays as traffic delays and congestion increase substantially, The No-Build Alternative would
not add capacity on I-10 and would not improve access at the Tls during weather and accidents that close
I-10 in the study area for long periods of time. This would also adversely affect local roads in the

Community that are used as alternative routes around the incident area.

Roadway capacity and land use plans and regulations are factors that affect development near and in the
I-10 study area. Land use plans and regulations can determine the location and type of development that
can occur; however, available roadway capacity can determine how much and where development can
occur as well. It is expected that development would slow in those locations where future traffic volumes on
I-10 would approach or substantially exceed the maximum capacity of local roadways, which would likely

occur on [-10 with the No-Build Alternative, including the planned expansion of the WHPDA.

The No-Build Alternative would not meet the purpose and need for this proposed project and does not
conform to the transportation, land use, and related plans and policies established by ADOT, MAG, Sun
Corridor Metropolitan Planning Organization, Phoenix, Chandler, Casa Grande, the Community, or the
traveling public, regarding future development capability based on an efficiently performing highway

transportation system.

3.4 Mitigation Measures

Arizona Department of Transportation Design Responsibilities

e The Arizona Department of Transportation design team will continue to review community access
impacts, mobility, and impacts on community services, community cohesion, aesthetics, and
community values in all areas affected by the project to include the traditionally underserved
communities that were identified within the study area, including short-term impacts that could affect

minority and low-income residents.
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Contractor Responsibilities

e The contractor shall use the most current Arizona Department of Transportation best management
practices to reduce short-term adverse construction impacts related to air quality (from dust and
exhaust); noise and vibration; surface and groundwater quality (from runoff); the transport, use,
storage, and disposal of hazardous materials and waste; and related pollution control measures and

practices during construction.

e The contractor shall ensure the construction project will be managed in such a manner as to minimize
temporary impacts on residents, businesses, churches, schools, community centers, and the traveling
public, such as noise, vibration, dust, traffic restrictions, and potential road closures during

construction.
e Access to adjacent businesses and residences will be maintained during construction.

o With the exception of roads where access could be limited during construction and those that will
experience temporary, short-term closures, the contractor shall maintain access to all businesses and

residences throughout construction.
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Table D-1. Archaeological and historic sites

Site number/ In environ- NRHP status

Adverse
impact?¢

Name/ Type® Time period mental (Criterion);

Other site numbers? footprint? notes®d

Notes: NRHP = National Register of Historic Places, SCIP = San Carlos Irrigation Project

2 ASM site numbers are subsumed under GR site numbers; GR sites may include portions of ASM sites.

® Traditional cultural properties are not included in this table.

°NRHP eligibility as archaeological sites

9 Archaeological sites that are unevaluated for NRHP eligibility are treated as eligible for listing under Criterion D for purposes of this
environmental assessment.

¢ ADOT has made a finding that the Selected Alternative will have an adverse effect on historic properties (Rucker [ADOT] to Lewis
[THPQ], July 26, 2023); THPO has concurred with this finding (Lewis [THPO] to Rucker [ADOT], September 22, 2023).

fGR-782 is outside the records check area.

2 GR-854 is outside the records check area.

" Interstate 10 is exempt from Section 106 consideration. Site GR-1593, the El Paso Natural Gas Pipeline, while considered eligible for
NRHP listing, is exempt from Section 106 consideration, except on tribal lands (Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2002). Although
the exemption does not apply to tribal lands, the THPO agrees with this finding since pipelines constitute expansive features that exhibit
considerable redundancy and uniformity in design (Brodbeck 2020b).

Note that GR-1458 is also listed under “Archaeological sites,” above.

ADOT Project Nos. F0252 01L and F0252 02L
Federal Aid No. 010-C(222)S



Final Environmental Assessment T
Interstate 10 Corridor Study: State Route 202L to State Route 387 ADD

Table D-2. Traditional cultural properties
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Table D-2. Traditional cultural properties

- . In environ-
Community Name/Other site . NRHP Status
Affiliation Type mental S
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Table D-2. Traditional cultural properties

: . In environ-
Community Name/Other site . NRHP Status
Affiliation Type mental S

Notes: Community = Gila River Indian Community, NRHP = National Register of Historic Places, TCP = traditional cultural property
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Robert Miguel, Chairman
Ak-Chin Indian Community
42507 W. Peters and Nall Road
Maricopa, Arizona 85138

Dear Chairman Miguel:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

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



The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

ecc:
Ms. Elaine F. Peters, Him-Dak Museum Director, EPeters@ak-chin.nsn.us (w/enclosure)




ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Dr. Michael O'Hara, Cultural Resources Section Manager
Arizona State Land Department

1616 West Adams Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Dear Dr. O’Hara:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

L el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
ecc:

Ms. Crystal Carrancho, Archaeological Projects Specialist, ccarrancho@azland.gov
(w/enclosure)
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Ms. Cecilia Baker-Martinez, Superintendent
Bureau of Indian Affairs-Pima Agency
P.O.Box 8

Sacaton, Arizona 85147

Dear Ms. Baker-Martinez:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TT) to east of the TT at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8,9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RS5E; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6, 8,9, 15, 16 of TSS, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement across
the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across State Trust
land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned right-of-
way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, ASLD, the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of Phoenix,
GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa County
Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River Pima-
Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic Preservation
Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area Power
Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.

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



The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document
¢ Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided through
continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any
concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at ldavis2(@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

e el

Kris"Powell, M A
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S
TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Garry Cantley, Western Regional Archaeologist
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2600 North Central Avenue, Suite 400, MS-620EQS
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-3008

Dear Mr. Cantley:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa Association
of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including, but not limited
to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TT) to east
of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila River Bridge between
approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this project, and is proposed to be
addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S),
Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S,
R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S, R5E; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S,
RS5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5, 6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River
Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE,
Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S. Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would
occur on ADOT easement across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5,
ADOT easement across State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department
(ASLD), and ADOT-owned right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin
Indian Community, ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of
Chandler, the City of Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe,
the Maricopa County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt
River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area Power
Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are
being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment to
evaluate potential capacity improvements along [-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to SR
387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs. No new
right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The area of
potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County, GRIC, and

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



Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge. The APE may be
expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is enclosed to assist you in
your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes the
majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road features,
including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is exempted
under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and assess
potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential effects
on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided through
continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns
regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT Historic
Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at ldavis2(@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Ms. Laura Blakeman, Planner
City of Casa Grande

510 Florence Boulevard

Casa Grande, Arizona 85122

Dear Ms. Blakeman:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.
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The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

. Tvell

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Paul Young, Principal Engineer, Chandler Capital Projects Division, Public Works Dept.
City of Chandler

Mail Stop 407 / P.O. Box 4008

Chandler, Arizona 85244-4008

Dear Mr. Young:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

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



The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Ms. Michelle Dodds, Historic Preservation Officer
City of Phoenix Historic Preservation Office

200 West Washington Street, 3rd Floor

Phoenix, Arizona 85003

Dear Ms. Dodds:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

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



The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

L el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure

ecc:
Ms. Jodey Elsner, Historian/Planner, jodey.elsner@phoenix.gov (w/enclosure)
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Ms. Laurene Montero, City of Phoenix Archaeologist
City of Phoenix Archaeology Section

4619 East Washington Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85034

Dear Ms. Montero:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

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



The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,
A el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure

ecc:
Ms. Rebecca Hill, Archaeologist, rebecca.hill@phoenix.gov (w/enclosure)
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Stephen Roe Lewis, Governor
Gila River Indian Community
P.O. Box 97

Sacaton, Arizona 85147

Dear Governor Lewis:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa Association
of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including, but not limited
to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to east
of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila River Bridge between
approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this project, and is proposed to be
addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S),
Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S,
RA4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S, R5E; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S,
RS5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5, 6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River
Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE,
Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S. Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would
occur on ADOT easement across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5,
ADOT easement across State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department
(ASLD), and ADOT-owned right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin
Indian Community, ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of
Chandler, the City of Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe,
the Maricopa County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt
River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area Power
Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are
being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment to
evaluate potential capacity improvements along [-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to SR
387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs. No new
right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The area of

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County, GRIC, and
Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge. The APE may be
expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is enclosed to assist you in
your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes the
majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road features,
including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is exempted
under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and assess
potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential effects
on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided through
continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns
regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT Historic
Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at ldavis2@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

ecc:
Mr. Barnaby Lewis, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Barnaby.lewis@gric.nsn.us (w/enclosure)




Dr. Kyle Woodson, Director, Cultural Resource Management Program, kyle.woodson@gric.nsn.us
(w/enclosure)




ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Stewart Koyiyumptewa, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Hopi Tribe

P.O. Box 123

Kykotsmovi, Arizona 86039

Dear Mr. Koyiyumptewa:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RS5E; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
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No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2(@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Ms. Sara Ferland, Cultural Resource Specialist
Maricopa County Department of Transportation
2901 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

Dear Ms. Ferland:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.
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The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




;éél vell

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Christopher Wanamaker, Section Chief
Pinal County Flood Control District

P.O. Box 727

Florence, Arizona 85132

Dear Mr. Wanamaker:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

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



The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

L el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Scott Bender, Pinal County Engineer
Pinal County Public Works

P.O. Box 727

Florence, Arizona 85132

Dear Mr. Bender:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely

i el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S
TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Robert Valencia, Chairman
Pascua Yaqui Tribe

7474 South Camino de Oeste
Tucson, Arizona 85746

Dear Chairman Valencia:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa Association
of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including, but not limited
to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to east
of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila River Bridge between
approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this project, and is proposed to be
addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S),
Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S,
RA4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S, R5E; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S,
RS5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5, 6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River
Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE,
Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S. Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would
occur on ADOT easement across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5,
ADOT easement across State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department
(ASLD), and ADOT-owned right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin
Indian Community, ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of
Chandler, the City of Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe,
the Maricopa County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt
River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area Power
Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are
being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment to
evaluate potential capacity improvements along [-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to SR
387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs. No new
right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The area of
potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County, GRIC, and
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Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge. The APE may be
expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is enclosed to assist you in
your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes the
majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road features,
including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is exempted
under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and assess
potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential effects
on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided through
continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns
regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT Historic
Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at ldavis2(@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

L el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

ecc:
Dr. Karl A. Hoerig, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Karl.Hoerig@pascuayaqui-nsn.gov
(w/enclosure)




Mr. David Perez, Executive Assistant to Chairperson, david.perez@pascuayaqui-nsn.gov
(w/enclosure)
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Ferris Begay, Project Manager
San Carlos Irrigation Project
13805 North Arizona Boulevard
Coolidge, Arizona 85128

Dear Mr. Begay:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
ecc:

Mr. Beau J. Goldstein, Acting Environmental Coordinator, BIA SCIP, beau.goldstein@bia.gov
(w/enclosure)
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Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Dr. David Jacobs, Compliance Specialist
State Historic Preservation Office

1100 West Washington Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Dear Dr. Jacobs:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.
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The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

. el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Martin Harvier, President

Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
Route 1, Box 216, 10005 East Osborn Road
Scottsdale, Arizona 85256

Dear President Harvier:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
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SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at ldavis2@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

L el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager



ecc:
Mr. Shane Anton, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Shane. Anton(@srpmic-nsn.gov
(w/enclosure)

Ms. Angela Garcia-Lewis, Cultural Preservation Compliance Supervisor, angela.garcia-
lewis@srpmic-nsn.gov (w/enclosure)

Ms. Martha Martinez, NAGPRA Coordinator, Martha.martinez@srpmic-nsn.gov (w/enclosure)




ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Ms. Jeri DeCola, Chairwoman
Tonto Apache Tribe

Tonto Apache Reservation #30
Payson, Arizona 85541

Dear Chairwoman DeCola:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
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1611 W. Jackson St. | Phoenix, AZ 85007 | azdot.gov



SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at ldavis2@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager



Enclosure

ecc:
Mr. Wally Davis, Jr., Cultural and NAGPRA Representative, wdavis@tontoapache.org
(w/enclosure)
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S
TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Peter Steere, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Mr. Jefford Francisco, Cultural Resource Specialist
Cultural Affairs Office

Tohono O’odham Nation

P. O. Box 837

Sells, Arizona 85634

Dear Messrs. Steere and Francisco:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RS5E; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.
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The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure

ecc:
Ms. Wavalene Saunders, Legislative Staff, wavalene.saunders@tonation-nsn.gov (w/enclosure)
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S
TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Sean Berry, Acting Environmental Manager and Regional Preservation Official /
Archaeologist

Western Area Power Administration

P.O. Box 6457

Phoenix, Arizona 85005

Dear Mr. Berry:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
R5E; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6, 8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.
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The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at Idavis2@azdot.gov.




Sincerely,

s el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Enclosure
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ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Ms. Gwendena Lee-Gatewood, Chairwoman
White Mountain Apache Tribe

P.O. Box 700

Whiteriver, Arizona 85941

Dear Chairwoman Lee-Gatewood:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
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SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at ldavis2@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

L el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager



ecc:
Mr. Mark Altaha, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, markaltaha@wmat.us (w/enclosure)




ADD T One ADOT in service to all

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

October 24, 2019
In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Chris Coder, Tribal Archaeologist
Yavapai-Apache Nation

2400 West Datsi Street

Camp Verde, Arizona 86322

Dear Mr. Coder:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments, is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives including,
but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan) traffic
interchange (TI) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila
River Bridge between approximately mileposts (MP) 172.6 and 173.6 is excluded from this
project, and is proposed to be addressed as a separate project. The project area is located in
Section 32 of Township 1 South (T1S), Range 4 East (R4E); Sections 5, 8, 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 27,
35, 36 of T2S, R4E; Sections 1, 12 of T3S, R4E; Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 33 of T3S,
RSE; Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, 25 of T4S, R5E; Sections 30, 31 of T4S, R6E; Sections 5,
6,8,9, 15, 16 of T5S, R6E of the Gila and Salt River Meridian and Base Line as depicted on the
Guadalupe, Gila Butte NW, Gila Butte, Gila Butte SE, Casa Grande East 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey topographic quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT easement
across the Gila River Indian Community within Districts 3, 4, and 5, ADOT easement across
State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), and ADOT-owned
right-of-way. Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community,
ASLD, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Chandler, the City of
Phoenix, GRIC (the project lead for the Four Southern Tribes) the Hopi Tribe, the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the San Carlos Irrigation Project, the State Historic
Preservation Office, the Tohono O’odham Nation, the Tonto Apache Tribe, the Western Area
Power Administration, the White Mountain Apache Tribe, and the Yavapai-Apache Nation.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
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SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
No new right-of-way or temporary construction easements are anticipated for this project. The
area of potential effects (APE) is defined as the I-10 ADOT easement across Maricopa County,
GRIC, and Pinal County between MP 161and 187, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge.
The APE may be expanded to include new easement as alternatives are developed. A figure is
enclosed to assist you in your review.

I-10 falls under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway System
(Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 2005), whereby this exemption effectively excludes
the majority of the 46,700-mile Interstate System from consideration as a historic property under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The recording and assessing of road
features, including these bridges, of the interstate highway for National Register significance is
exempted under this provision.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
traditional, religious, cultural, or historical importance to your community within the APE. Any
information you provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter will be considered in the project
planning. If your community opts to participate in cultural resource consultation at a later date,
ADOT will make a good faith effort to address your concerns.

ADOT would evaluate all potential capacity improvement options and the following would occur
during the Section 106 process:

e Conduct a detailed literature review and records search at the GRIC Cultural Resources
Management Program

e Continue consultation with all interested consulting parties to identify, evaluate, and
assess potential effects on historic properties

e Continue consultation with interested Tribes to identify, evaluate, and assess potential
effects on traditional cultural properties

e Develop a Section 106 agreement document

e Continue Section 106 consultation with the all consulting parties throughout the study

As a cultural resources literature review and records search has not yet occurred for this project,
ADOT currently is not making any determination of project effect.

Please review the information provided in this letter and the figure. As additional information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, they would be provided
through continued Section 106 consultation. At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you have
any concerns regarding the project. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact ADOT
Historic Preservation Specialist Linda Davis at 602-712-8636 or at ldavis2@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

e el

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager



Enclosure
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ADD ' Our True North: Safely Home

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

Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

July 22, 2020

In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Continuing Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Stephen Roe Lewis, Governor
Gila River Indian Community
P.O. Box 97

Sacaton, Arizona 85147

Dear Governor Lewis:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAG), is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives
including, but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from State Route (SR) 202L (Santan)
traffic interchange (T1) to east of the TI at SR 387, in Maricopa and Pinal counties, Arizona. The
Gila River Bridge between approximately milepost (MP) 172.60 and MP 173.60 is excluded
from this project, and is being addressed as a separate project. Previous Section 106 consultation
for the undertaking (October 24, 2019) provided the project location, land jurisdictions, and a list
of consulting parties.

The project qualifies for federal funds and, as such, constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along 1-10 from approximately SR 202L (Santan) to
SR 387. The proposed study also would define and evaluate improvement alternatives at the TIs.
The area of potential effects (APE) is tentatively defined as the 1-10 ADOT easement across
Maricopa County, Gila River Indian Community (GRIC), and Pinal County lands between MP
161.00 and MP 187.00, with the exclusion of the Gila River Bridge. The APE may be expanded
to include new easement as alternatives are developed.

ADOT provided the GRIC Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO) and Cultural Resource
Management Program (CRMP) Class I overview reports for the potions of the project on and off
the Community and a Traditional Cultural Property (TCP) overview report for the entire project
area. ADOT has received THPO's and CRMP's comments on the reports and is currently
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addressing them and revising the reports. On June 11, 2020, ADOT, THPO/CRMP, and the
MAG held an online meeting to discuss cultural resource issues for the project. Two items
discussed were the use of the existing archaeological survey data for the Environmental
Assessment and the use of administrative boundaries for the Section 4(f) evaluation.

The 1-10 easement within the APE was surveyed for cultural resources by Archaeological
Resources Services in 1998 and the CRMP in 2001 (Barz 1998*; Darling and Touchin 2001?),
and other projects have intersected portions of the corridor. These primary surveys are about 20
years old and therefore were evaluated in the Class | report for adequacy following SHPO
Guidance Point #5, (SHPO 2004%), and the data were deemed adequate for use in the EA
evaluation.

The second topic discussed at the June 11th meeting was the need for administrative boundaries
for the evaluation of TCPs as Section 4(f) resources. The TCP overview report did not define
TCP boundaries; however, it was noted that many TCPs identified are previously recorded
archaeological sites. TCP boundaries, therefore, are treated as identical to current site boundaries
(as they appear in Community CRMP archives or in the most current Class I/111 reports). This
strategy is consistent with the current position of the GRIC THPO that archaeological sites,
which also may be TCPs, should not be subdivided into smaller areas that may or may not
contribute to the overall eligibility of the TCP. For TCPs that are not within previously defined
archaeological sites, ADOT recommended use of distinguishing natural terrain and topography
as a means of defining the areas for the Section 4(f) evaluation. Such administrative boundaries
for the Section 4(f) evaluation would be developed in consultation with the THPO.

At this time, ADOT is inquiring whether you concur that use of the existing archaeological
survey data of the 1-10 easement is adequate for the EA evaluation and that the approach for
developing administrative boundaries for the Section 4(f) evaluation of TCPs is acceptable. If
you agree with these recommendations, please indicate your concurrence by signing below. If
you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact ADOT Historic Preservation
Team Specialist Maggie Bowler at (602) 712-4232 or at mbowler@azdot.gov.

! Barz, David D. 1998. A Cultural Resources Survey of Approximately 40 Miles of Interstate 10 Right-of-Way between Picacho
and the Casa Blanca Road Interchange, Northwestern Pinal County, Arizona. Project Report No. 98:09. Archaeological
Research Services, Inc., Tempe, Arizona.

2 Darling, J. A., and J. Touchin. 2001. A Class | Overview and Class Il Cultural Resources Inventory of the Interstate 10
Corridor between the Maricopa Road and Interstate 8 Interchanges, Pinal and Maricopa counties, Arizona. CRMP Technical
Report No. 2000-33. Cultural Resource Management Program, Gila River Indian Community, Sacaton, Arizona.

% Arizona State Historic Preservation Office. 2004. SHPO Position on Relying on Old Archaeological Survey Data. SHPO
Guidance Point No. 5, dated April 20, 2004.



Sincerely,

ol

Kris Powell, MA, RPA
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Signature for GRIC THPO Concurrence Date
010-C(222)S

ecc:

Mr. Barnaby Lewis, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Barnaby.lewis2@gric.nsn.us
Dr. Kyle Woodson, Director, Cultural Resource Management Program,
kyle.woodson@gric.nsn.us




GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY

POST OFFICE BOX 2193, SACATON, AZ 85147

TRIBAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE (520) 562-7162
Fax: (520) 562-5083

July 23, 2020

Kris Powell

Cultural Resource Program Manager
Environmental Planning Group
Arizona Department of Transportation
1611 W. Jackson Street, MD EM02
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213

RE:  010-C(222)S, TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D, Interstate 10 (I-10): State Route 202
Loop (SR 202L) [Santan] to State Route 387 (SR 387), Gila River Indian Community,
Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona, Continuing Section 106 Consultation

Dear Manager Powell,

The Gila River Indian Community Tribal Historic Preservation Office (GRIC-THPO) has
received your consultation document dated July 22, 2020. The Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) with the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) is proposing a
study to identify and evaluate alternatives for widening the I-10 from the SR 2020L to SR 387,
Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona. The Gila River Bridge portion of this undertaking is being
evaluated as a separate project. The ADOT is preparing a Design Concept Report and
Environmental Assessment (EA) for this undertaking.

The project area has been archaeologically surveyed. Since these surveys are 20 or more years
old, report adequacy has been a matter of discussion. The GRIC-THPO has agreed that the
reports are adequate for the preparation of an EA. Additional archaeological survey is still
recommended to verify archaeological site boundaries and to evaluate site condition for those
historic properties located within the right-of-way (ROW). Archaeological consultant HDR and
the ADOT agreed that future archaeological surveys would occur and specifics would be
discussed when that time comes.

Additionally, the use of administrative boundaries for the evaluation of Traditional Cultural
Properties (TCPs) as Section 4(f) resources has been subject to discussion and consultation. The
TCP evaluation report did not define TCP boundaries. Many of the TCPs are previously
documented archaeological sites and the ADOT has proposed that these site boundaries be used
as TCP boundaries as well. For TCPs that are not within previously documented archaeological
sites, the ADOT is proposing to use distinguishing natural terrain and topography to define areas
for Section 4(f) evaluations. The Section 4(f) evaluation boundaries would be developed in
consultation with the GRIC-THPO. The GRIC-THPO has agreed that this is an acceptable
procedure to establish TCP administrative boundaries.

The GRIC-THPO concurs with the use of existing archaeological survey data fort the preparation
of the EA and with the approach for developing administrative boundaries for Section 4(f)




evaluation of TCPs. The GRIC-THPO will continue to participate in the consultation process for
this undertaking. The proposed project area is within the ancestral lands of the Four Southern
Tribes (Gila River Indian Community; Salt River Pima Maricopa Indian Community; Ak-Chin
Indian Community and the Tohono O’Odham Nation).

Thank you for consulting with the GRIC-THPO on this project. If you have any questions please
do not hesitate to contact me or Archaeological Compliance Specialist Larry Benallie, Jr. at 520-
562-7162.

Respectfully,

Barnaby V. Lewis
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Gila River Indian Community

2 ADOT MAG I-10 Widening Project GRIC Easement




ADD l Our True North: Safely Home

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

February 2, 2021

In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S
TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Continuing Section 106 Consultation
Class I and TCP Reports

Mr. Robert Miguel, Chairman
Ak-Chin Indian Community
42507 W. Peters and Nall Road
Maricopa, Arizona 85138

Dear Chairman Miguel:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAGQG), is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives
including, but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from the State Route (SR) 202L
(Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to east of the SR 387 TI, in Maricopa and Pinal counties,
Arizona. The Gila River Bridge is excluded from this project and is being addressed as a separate
matter.

The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Sections 5, 8§, 9,
15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, and 36 of Township 2 South, Range 4 East, Sections 1 and 12 of
Township 3 South, Range 4 East, Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, and 33 of Township 3 South,
Range 5 East, Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, and 25 of Township 4 South, Range 5 East,
Sections 30 and 31 of Township 4 South, Range 6 East, and Sections 5, 6, 8, 9, 15, and 16 of
Township 5 South, Range 6 East, all relative to the Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian, as
depicted on U.S. Geological Survey topographic maps (7.5-minute series) of the Guadalupe
(AZ), Gila Butte (AZ), Gila Butte NW (AZ), Gila Butte SE (AZ), and Casa Grande East (AZ)
quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT-owned right-of-way (ROW), ADOT easement
across portions of Gila River Indian Community (GRIC) Districts 3, 4, and 5, on lands owned by
Pinal County, and upon private property. Additional ROW and easements, including temporary
construction easements, may be required.

Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, Bureau of Indian
Affairs (Western Regional Office and Pima Agency), City of Casa Grande, City of Chandler,
City of Phoenix, GRIC (Four Southern Tribes lead), Hopi Tribe, Maricopa County Department
of Transportation, Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, San Carlos Irrigation Project, State Historic Preservation Office, Tohono O’odham
Nation, Tonto Apache Tribe, White Mountain Apache Tribe, and Yavapai-Apache Nation. Given
changes in project design and jurisdiction, and with their understanding and consent, the Arizona
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State Land Department and Western Area Power Administration are no longer included as
consulting parties. Because the APE intersects with the Hohokam Pima National Monument, the
National Park Service has been added as a consulting party. Given their role in project planning,
MAG is being added as well.

Because this project employs federal funding, it constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 (54 USC § 306108) of the National Historic Preservation Act (54 USC
300301, ef seq.) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800). The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 USC § 327 and a memorandum of
understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 between SR 202L and SR 387. The
proposed study would evaluate improvement alternatives along the highway itself, as well as at
its terminal TIs. The area of potential effects (APE) is tentatively defined as the existing I-10
corridor (ROW and easements) between MP 161.0 and MP 187.1, including adjacent TIs and
excluding the Gila River Bridge (MP 172.6—MP 173.6). The APE may be expanded to include
new easements as alternatives are developed.

Previous consultation described the undertaking, defined an APE, identified consulting parties,
and circulated draft reports. A determination of project effect has yet to be made. At this time,
ADOT is providing revised inventory reports for review and comment.

Three background research reports have been prepared in conjunction with this undertaking:

The first report is concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT-owned ROW (i.e., not on GRIC lands). This report is entitled Cultural Resources
Class I Inventory, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Segments North and South of the Gila River
Indian Community, Mileposts 161.0 to 161.8 and Mileposts 185.8 to 187.1, Maricopa and
Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020a).

The second report, concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT’s easement across GRIC lands, is entitled Cultural Resources Class I Inventory, I-
10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8,
Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020b).

The third report is concerned with traditional cultural places (TCP) in and around the
APE. 1t is entitled Traditional Cultural Property Overview, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila
River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8, Maricopa and Pinal
Counties, Arizona (Darling 2020).



The sensitivity and proprietary nature of information varies among reports, such that the TCP
mventory is shared with a select subset of consulting parties. The reports appropriate to your
agency are enclosed here for your review and comment.

Please review the enclosed report(s) and the information provided in this letter. If you agree with
the adequacy of the report(s) and the efforts reflected, please indicate your concurrence by
signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-
8633 or at by email at WRussell3(@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

WERveel|

Will G. Russell, PhD, RPA
Major Projects Manager, Cultural Resources

Signature for Ak-Chin Indian Community Concurrence Date
010-C(222)S

ecc:
Ms. Elaine F. Peters, Him-Dak Museum Director, Ak-Chin Him-Dak Museum
EPeters(@ak-chin.nsn.us (w/enclosures)




ADD l Our True North: Safely Home

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

February 2, 2021

In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Continuing Section 106 Consultation
Class I and TCP Reports

Dr. Patrick D. Lyons, Director

Arizona State Museum

P.O. Box 210026 University of Arizona
Tucson, Arizona 85721-0026

Dear Dr. Lyons:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAGQG), is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives
including, but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from the State Route (SR) 202L
(Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to east of the SR 387 TI, in Maricopa and Pinal counties,
Arizona. The Gila River Bridge is excluded from this project and is being addressed as a separate
matter.

The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Sections 5, 8§, 9,
15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, and 36 of Township 2 South, Range 4 East, Sections 1 and 12 of
Township 3 South, Range 4 East, Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, and 33 of Township 3 South,
Range 5 East, Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, and 25 of Township 4 South, Range 5 East,
Sections 30 and 31 of Township 4 South, Range 6 East, and Sections 5, 6, 8, 9, 15, and 16 of
Township 5 South, Range 6 East, all relative to the Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian, as
depicted on U.S. Geological Survey topographic maps (7.5-minute series) of the Guadalupe
(AZ), Gila Butte (AZ), Gila Butte NW (AZ), Gila Butte SE (AZ), and Casa Grande East (AZ)
quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT-owned right-of-way (ROW), ADOT easement
across portions of Gila River Indian Community (GRIC) Districts 3, 4, and 5, on lands owned by
Pinal County, and upon private property. Additional ROW and easements, including temporary
construction easements, may be required.

Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, Arizona State
Museum, Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) (Western Regional Office and Pima Agency), City of
Casa Grande, City of Chandler, City of Phoenix, GRIC (Four Southern Tribes lead), Hopi Tribe,
Maricopa County Department of Transportation, Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, San Carlos Irrigation Project, State Historic Preservation
Office, Tohono O’odham Nation, Tonto Apache Tribe, White Mountain Apache Tribe, and
Yavapai-Apache Nation. Given changes in project design and jurisdiction, and with their
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understanding and consent, the Arizona State Land Department and Western Area Power
Administration are no longer included as consulting parties. Because the APE intersects with the
Hohokam Pima National Monument, the National Park Service has been added as a consulting
party. Given their role in project planning, MAG is being added as well.

Because this project employs federal funding, it constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 (54 USC § 306108) of the National Historic Preservation Act (54 USC
300301, ef seq.) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800). The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 USC § 327 and a memorandum of
understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 between SR 202L and SR 387. The
proposed study would evaluate improvement alternatives along the highway itself, as well as at
its terminal TIs. The area of potential effects (APE) is tentatively defined as the existing I-10
corridor (ROW and easements) between MP 161.0 and MP 187.1, including adjacent TIs and
excluding the Gila River Bridge (MP 172.6—MP 173.6). The APE may be expanded to include
new easements as alternatives are developed.

Previous consultation described the undertaking, defined an APE, identified consulting parties,
and circulated draft reports. A determination of project effect has yet to be made. At this time,
ADOT is providing revised inventory reports for review and comment.

Three background research reports have been prepared in conjunction with this undertaking:

The first report is concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT-owned ROW (i.e., not on GRIC lands). This report is entitled Cultural Resources
Class I Inventory, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Segments North and South of the Gila River
Indian Community, Mileposts 161.0 to 161.8 and Mileposts 185.8 to 187.1, Maricopa and
Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020a).

The second report, concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT’s easement across GRIC lands, is entitled Cultural Resources Class I Inventory, I-
10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8,
Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020b).

The third report is concerned with traditional cultural places (TCP) in and around the
APE. 1t is entitled Traditional Cultural Property Overview, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila
River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8, Maricopa and Pinal
Counties, Arizona (Darling 2020).



The sensitivity and proprietary nature of information varies among reports, such that the TCP
inventory is shared with a select subset of consulting parties. The reports appropriate to your
agency are enclosed here for your review and comment.

Please review the enclosed report(s) and the information provided in this letter. If you agree with
the adequacy of the report(s) and the efforts reflected, please indicate your concurrence by
signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-
8633 or at by email at WRussell3@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

Will G. Russell, PhD, RPA
Major Projects Manager, Cultural Resources

Signature for ASM Concurrence Date
010-C(222)S

Enclosures
ecc:

Ms. Shannon Plummer, Interim Arizona Antiquities Act Administrator / Archaeological Permits
Office Manager, Arizona State Museum, Twilling(@arizona.edu




ADD l Our True North: Safely Home

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

February 2, 2021

In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S

TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Continuing Section 106 Consultation
Class I and TCP Reports

Ms. Kellie Youngbear, Deputy Superintendent
BIA Pima Agency

Bureau of Indian Affairs

P.O.Box 8

Sacaton, Arizona 85147

Dear Ms. Youngbear:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAGQG), is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives
including, but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from the State Route (SR) 202L
(Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to east of the SR 387 TI, in Maricopa and Pinal counties,
Arizona. The Gila River Bridge is excluded from this project and is being addressed as a separate
matter.

The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Sections 5, §, 9,
15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, and 36 of Township 2 South, Range 4 East, Sections 1 and 12 of
Township 3 South, Range 4 East, Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, and 33 of Township 3 South,
Range 5 East, Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, and 25 of Township 4 South, Range 5 East,
Sections 30 and 31 of Township 4 South, Range 6 East, and Sections 5, 6, 8, 9, 15, and 16 of
Township 5 South, Range 6 East, all relative to the Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian, as
depicted on U.S. Geological Survey topographic maps (7.5-minute series) of the Guadalupe
(AZ), Gila Butte (AZ), Gila Butte NW (AZ), Gila Butte SE (AZ), and Casa Grande East (AZ)
quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT-owned right-of-way (ROW), ADOT easement
across portions of Gila River Indian Community (GRIC) Districts 3, 4, and 5, on lands owned by
Pinal County, and upon private property. Additional ROW and easements, including temporary
construction easements, may be required.

Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, Bureau of Indian
Affairs (BIA) (Western Regional Office and Pima Agency), City of Casa Grande, City of
Chandler, City of Phoenix, GRIC (Four Southern Tribes lead), Hopi Tribe, Maricopa County
Department of Transportation, Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community, San Carlos Irrigation Project, State Historic Preservation Office, Tohono
O’odham Nation, Tonto Apache Tribe, White Mountain Apache Tribe, and Yavapai-Apache
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Nation. Given changes in project design and jurisdiction, and with their understanding and
consent, the Arizona State Land Department and Western Area Power Administration are no
longer included as consulting parties. Because the APE intersects with the Hohokam Pima
National Monument, the National Park Service has been added as a consulting party. Given their
role in project planning, MAG is being added as well.

Because this project employs federal funding, it constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 (54 USC § 306108) of the National Historic Preservation Act (54 USC
300301, et seq.) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800). The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 USC § 327 and a memorandum of
understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 between SR 202L and SR 387. The
proposed study would evaluate improvement alternatives along the highway itself, as well as at
its terminal TIs. The area of potential effects (APE) is tentatively defined as the existing I-10
corridor (ROW and easements) between MP 161.0 and MP 187.1, including adjacent TIs and
excluding the Gila River Bridge (MP 172.6—MP 173.6). The APE may be expanded to include
new easements as alternatives are developed.

Previous consultation described the undertaking, defined an APE, identified consulting parties,
and circulated draft reports. A determination of project effect has yet to be made. At this time,
ADOT is providing revised inventory reports for review and comment.

Three background research reports have been prepared in conjunction with this undertaking:

The first report is concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT-owned ROW (i.e., not on GRIC lands). This report is entitled Cultural Resources
Class I Inventory, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Segments North and South of the Gila River
Indian Community, Mileposts 161.0 to 161.8 and Mileposts 185.8 to 187.1, Maricopa and
Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020a).

The second report, concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT’s easement across GRIC lands, is entitled Cultural Resources Class I Inventory, I-
10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8,
Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020b).

The third report is concerned with traditional cultural places (TCP) in and around the
APE. It is entitled Traditional Cultural Property Overview, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila
River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8, Maricopa and Pinal
Counties, Arizona (Darling 2020).



The sensitivity and proprietary nature of information varies among reports, such that the TCP
mventory is shared with a select subset of consulting parties. The reports appropriate to your
agency are enclosed here for your review and comment.

Please review the enclosed report(s) and the information provided in this letter. If you agree with
the adequacy of the report(s) and the efforts reflected, please indicate your concurrence by
signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-
8633 or at by email at WRussell3(@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

WERveel|

Will G. Russell, PhD, RPA
Major Projects Manager, Cultural Resources

Signature for BIA Pima Agency Concurrence Date
010-C(222)S

Enclosures



ADD l Our True North: Safely Home

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

February 2, 2021

In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S
TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Continuing Section 106 Consultation
Class I and TCP Reports

Mr. Garry Cantley, Western Regional Archaeologist
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2600 North Central Avenue, Suite 400, MS-620EQS
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-3008

Dear Mr. Cantley:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAGQG), is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives
including, but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from the State Route (SR) 202L
(Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to east of the SR 387 TI, in Maricopa and Pinal counties,
Arizona. The Gila River Bridge is excluded from this project and is being addressed as a separate
matter.

The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Sections 5, 8§, 9,
15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, and 36 of Township 2 South, Range 4 East, Sections 1 and 12 of
Township 3 South, Range 4 East, Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, and 33 of Township 3 South,
Range 5 East, Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, and 25 of Township 4 South, Range 5 East,
Sections 30 and 31 of Township 4 South, Range 6 East, and Sections 5, 6, 8, 9, 15, and 16 of
Township 5 South, Range 6 East, all relative to the Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian, as
depicted on U.S. Geological Survey topographic maps (7.5-minute series) of the Guadalupe
(AZ), Gila Butte (AZ), Gila Butte NW (AZ), Gila Butte SE (AZ), and Casa Grande East (AZ)
quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT-owned right-of-way (ROW), ADOT easement
across portions of Gila River Indian Community (GRIC) Districts 3, 4, and 5, on lands owned by
Pinal County, and upon private property. Additional ROW and easements, including temporary
construction easements, may be required.

Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, Bureau of Indian
Affairs (BIA) (Western Regional Office and Pima Agency), City of Casa Grande, City of
Chandler, City of Phoenix, GRIC (Four Southern Tribes lead), Hopi Tribe, Maricopa County
Department of Transportation, Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community, San Carlos Irrigation Project, State Historic Preservation Office, Tohono
O’odham Nation, Tonto Apache Tribe, White Mountain Apache Tribe, and Yavapai-Apache
Nation. Given changes in project design and jurisdiction, and with their understanding and
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consent, the Arizona State Land Department and Western Area Power Administration are no
longer included as consulting parties. Because the APE intersects with the Hohokam Pima
National Monument, the National Park Service has been added as a consulting party. Given their
role in project planning, MAG is being added as well.

Because this project employs federal funding, it constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 (54 USC § 306108) of the National Historic Preservation Act (54 USC
300301, ef seq.) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800). The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 USC § 327 and a memorandum of
understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 between SR 202L and SR 387. The
proposed study would evaluate improvement alternatives along the highway itself, as well as at
its terminal TIs. The area of potential effects (APE) is tentatively defined as the existing I-10
corridor (ROW and easements) between MP 161.0 and MP 187.1, including adjacent TIs and
excluding the Gila River Bridge (MP 172.6—MP 173.6). The APE may be expanded to include
new easements as alternatives are developed.

Previous consultation described the undertaking, defined an APE, identified consulting parties,
and circulated draft reports. A determination of project effect has yet to be made. At this time,
ADOT is providing revised inventory reports for review and comment.

Three background research reports have been prepared in conjunction with this undertaking:

The first report is concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT-owned ROW (i.e., not on GRIC lands). This report is entitled Cultural Resources
Class I Inventory, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Segments North and South of the Gila River
Indian Community, Mileposts 161.0 to 161.8 and Mileposts 185.8 to 187.1, Maricopa and
Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020a).

The second report, concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT’s easement across GRIC lands, is entitled Cultural Resources Class I Inventory, I-
10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8,
Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020b).

The third report is concerned with traditional cultural places (TCP) in and around the
APE. 1t is entitled Traditional Cultural Property Overview, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila
River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8, Maricopa and Pinal
Counties, Arizona (Darling 2020).



The sensitivity and proprietary nature of information varies among reports, such that the TCP
mventory is shared with a select subset of consulting parties. The reports appropriate to your
agency are enclosed here for your review and comment.

Please review the enclosed report(s) and the information provided in this letter. If you agree with
the adequacy of the report(s) and the efforts reflected, please indicate your concurrence by
signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-
8633 or at by email at WRussell3(@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

WERveel|

Will G. Russell, PhD, RPA
Major Projects Manager, Cultural Resources

Signature for BIA Western Regional Office Concurrence  Date
010-C(222)S

Enclosures



ADD l Our True North: Safely Home

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

February 2, 2021

In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S
TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Continuing Section 106 Consultation
Class I and TCP Reports

Mr. Paul Young, Principal Engineer
Chandler Capital Projects Division
Public Works Department.

City of Chandler

Mail Stop 407 / P.O. Box 4008
Chandler, Arizona 85244-4008

Dear Mr. Young:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAGQG), is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives
including, but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from the State Route (SR) 202L
(Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to east of the SR 387 TI, in Maricopa and Pinal counties,
Arizona. The Gila River Bridge is excluded from this project and is being addressed as a separate
matter.

The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Sections 5, 8§, 9,
15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, and 36 of Township 2 South, Range 4 East, Sections 1 and 12 of
Township 3 South, Range 4 East, Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, and 33 of Township 3 South,
Range 5 East, Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, and 25 of Township 4 South, Range 5 East,
Sections 30 and 31 of Township 4 South, Range 6 East, and Sections 5, 6, 8, 9, 15, and 16 of
Township 5 South, Range 6 East, all relative to the Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian, as
depicted on U.S. Geological Survey topographic maps (7.5-minute series) of the Guadalupe
(AZ), Gila Butte (AZ), Gila Butte NW (AZ), Gila Butte SE (AZ), and Casa Grande East (AZ)
quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT-owned right-of-way (ROW), ADOT easement
across portions of Gila River Indian Community (GRIC) Districts 3, 4, and 5, on lands owned by
Pinal County, and upon private property. Additional ROW and easements, including temporary
construction easements, may be required.

Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, Bureau of Indian
Affairs (Western Regional Office and Pima Agency), City of Casa Grande, City of Chandler,
City of Phoenix, GRIC (Four Southern Tribes lead), Hopi Tribe, Maricopa County Department
of Transportation, Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, San Carlos Irrigation Project, State Historic Preservation Office, Tohono O’odham
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Nation, Tonto Apache Tribe, White Mountain Apache Tribe, and Yavapai-Apache Nation. Given
changes in project design and jurisdiction, and with their understanding and consent, the Arizona
State Land Department and Western Area Power Administration are no longer included as
consulting parties. Because the APE intersects with the Hohokam Pima National Monument, the
National Park Service has been added as a consulting party. Given their role in project planning,
MAG is being added as well.

Because this project employs federal funding, it constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 (54 USC § 306108) of the National Historic Preservation Act (54 USC
300301, ef seq.) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800). The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 USC § 327 and a memorandum of
understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 between SR 202L and SR 387. The
proposed study would evaluate improvement alternatives along the highway itself, as well as at
its terminal TIs. The area of potential effects (APE) is tentatively defined as the existing I-10
corridor (ROW and easements) between MP 161.0 and MP 187.1, including adjacent TIs and
excluding the Gila River Bridge (MP 172.6—MP 173.6). The APE may be expanded to include
new easements as alternatives are developed.

Previous consultation described the undertaking, defined an APE, identified consulting parties,
and circulated draft reports. A determination of project effect has yet to be made. At this time,
ADOT is providing revised inventory reports for review and comment.

Three background research reports have been prepared in conjunction with this undertaking:

The first report is concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT-owned ROW (i.e., not on GRIC lands). This report is entitled Cultural Resources
Class I Inventory, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Segments North and South of the Gila River
Indian Community, Mileposts 161.0 to 161.8 and Mileposts 185.8 to 187.1, Maricopa and
Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020a).

The second report, concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT’s easement across GRIC lands, is entitled Cultural Resources Class I Inventory, I-
10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8,
Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020b).

The third report is concerned with traditional cultural places (TCP) in and around the
APE. 1t is entitled Traditional Cultural Property Overview, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila
River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8, Maricopa and Pinal
Counties, Arizona (Darling 2020).



The sensitivity and proprietary nature of information varies among reports, such that the TCP
mventory is shared with a select subset of consulting parties. The reports appropriate to your
agency are enclosed here for your review and comment.

Please review the enclosed report(s) and the information provided in this letter. If you agree with
the adequacy of the report(s) and the efforts reflected, please indicate your concurrence by
signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-
8633 or at by email at WRussell3(@azdot.gov.

WsRvsel|

Will G. Russell, PhD, RPA
Major Projects Manager, Cultural Resources

Signature for City of Chandler Concurrence Date
010-C(222)S

Enclosures



ADD l Our True North: Safely Home

Environmental Planning Douglas A. Ducey, Governor
John S. Halikowski, Director
Dallas Hammit, State Engineer

February 2, 2021

In Reply Refer To:

010-C(222)S
TRACS No. 10 MA 161 F0252 01D
Interstate 10: SR 202L (Santan) to SR 387
Continuing Section 106 Consultation
Class I and TCP Reports

Mr. Paul R. Tice, Planning and Development Director
City of Casa Grande

510 Florence Boulevard

Casa Grande, Arizona 85122

Dear Mr. Tice:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in cooperation with the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAGQG), is proposing a study to identify and evaluate alternatives
including, but not limited to, widening Interstate 10 (I-10) from the State Route (SR) 202L
(Santan) traffic interchange (TI) to east of the SR 387 TI, in Maricopa and Pinal counties,
Arizona. The Gila River Bridge is excluded from this project and is being addressed as a separate
matter.

The project area is located in Section 32 of Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Sections 5, 8§, 9,
15, 16, 22, 26, 27, 35, and 36 of Township 2 South, Range 4 East, Sections 1 and 12 of
Township 3 South, Range 4 East, Sections 7, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, and 33 of Township 3 South,
Range 5 East, Sections 3, 4, 10, 11, 14, 23, 24, and 25 of Township 4 South, Range 5 East,
Sections 30 and 31 of Township 4 South, Range 6 East, and Sections 5, 6, 8§, 9, 15, and 16 of
Township 5 South, Range 6 East, all relative to the Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian, as
depicted on U.S. Geological Survey topographic maps (7.5-minute series) of the Guadalupe
(AZ), Gila Butte (AZ), Gila Butte NW (AZ), Gila Butte SE (AZ), and Casa Grande East (AZ)
quadrangles. This project would occur on ADOT-owned right-of-way (ROW), ADOT easement
across portions of Gila River Indian Community (GRIC) Districts 3, 4, and 5, on lands owned by
Pinal County, and upon private property. Additional ROW and easements, including temporary
construction easements, may be required.

Consulting parties for this project are ADOT, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, Bureau of Indian
Affairs (Western Regional Office and Pima Agency), City of Casa Grande, City of Chandler,
City of Phoenix, GRIC (Four Southern Tribes lead), Hopi Tribe, Maricopa County Department
of Transportation, Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Pinal County, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, San Carlos Irrigation Project, State Historic Preservation Office, Tohono O’odham
Nation, Tonto Apache Tribe, White Mountain Apache Tribe, and Yavapai-Apache Nation. Given
changes in project design and jurisdiction, and with their understanding and consent, the Arizona
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State Land Department and Western Area Power Administration are no longer included as
consulting parties. Because the APE intersects with the Hohokam Pima National Monument, the
National Park Service has been added as a consulting party. Given their role in project planning,
MAG is being added as well.

Because this project employs federal funding, it constitutes a federal undertaking subject to
review under Section 106 (54 USC § 306108) of the National Historic Preservation Act (54 USC
300301, ef seq.) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800). The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental laws for this project
are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 USC § 327 and a memorandum of
understanding dated April 16, 2019 and executed by the Federal Highway Administration and
ADOT.

The purpose of this study is to prepare a Design Concept Report and Environmental Assessment
to evaluate potential capacity improvements along I-10 between SR 202L and SR 387. The
proposed study would evaluate improvement alternatives along the highway itself, as well as at
its terminal TIs. The area of potential effects (APE) is tentatively defined as the existing I-10
corridor (ROW and easements) between MP 161.0 and MP 187.1, including adjacent TIs and
excluding the Gila River Bridge (MP 172.6—MP 173.6). The APE may be expanded to include
new easements as alternatives are developed.

Previous consultation described the undertaking, defined an APE, identified consulting parties,
and circulated draft reports. A determination of project effect has yet to be made. At this time,
ADOT is providing revised inventory reports for review and comment.

Three background research reports have been prepared in conjunction with this undertaking:

The first report is concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT-owned ROW (i.e., not on GRIC lands). This report is entitled Cultural Resources
Class I Inventory, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Segments North and South of the Gila River
Indian Community, Mileposts 161.0 to 161.8 and Mileposts 185.8 to 187.1, Maricopa and
Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020a).

The second report, concerned with archaeological resources and historic structures within
ADOT’s easement across GRIC lands, is entitled Cultural Resources Class I Inventory, I-
10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8,
Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Arizona (Brodbeck 2020b).

The third report is concerned with traditional cultural places (TCP) in and around the
APE. 1t is entitled Traditional Cultural Property Overview, I-10, SR 202L to SR 387, Gila
River Indian Community Segment, Mileposts 161.8 to 185.8, Maricopa and Pinal
Counties, Arizona (Darling 2020).



The sensitivity and proprietary nature of information varies among reports, such that the TCP
mventory is shared with a select subset of consulting parties. The reports appropriate to your
agency are enclosed here for your review and comment.

Please review the enclosed report(s) and the information provided in this letter. If you agree with
the adequacy of the report(s) and the efforts reflected, please indicate your concurrence by
signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-
8633 or at by email at WRussell3(@azdot.gov.

Sincerely,

WERveel|

Will G. Russell, PhD, RPA
Major Projects Manager, Cultural Resources

Signature for C