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Summary / Overview of Proposed I-11 Corridor
 I-11 still replaces the existing US 93 corridor but
a new corridor south of Wickenburg is proposed.

To Las Vegas

 I-11 corridor uses existing highway contours with
no urban sprawl and no new desert destruction.

 I-11 provides quicker and safer travel to Lukeville
border crossing and subsequently to Rocky Point.

 I-11 between I-10 and I-8 becomes a southern
bypass around Phoenix for I-10 through traffic.

 I-11 is an alternate to I-19 for some truck traffic
and reduces congestion from Nogales to Tucson.

To Rocky Point

 I-11 generates additional sales tax revenues from
vacationers for state and local governments in AZ.
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Phoenix West Valley I-11 Corridor (see map)

1
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1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)

I-11 shares US 60 from Wickenburg to L303.
I-11 replaces Loop 303 from US 60 to SR 30.
I-11 replaces SR 30 from Loop 303 to SR 85.
I-11 replaces SR 85 from SR 30 to Gila Bend.
I-111 replaces SR 30 from Loop 303 to L202.
I-311 replaces Loop 303 from US 60 to I-17.
SR 85 freeway segment links I-10 and I-11.

A) DO NOT put I-11 west of White Tank Mtns.
B) DO NOT extend Loop 303 south of SR 30.
C) DO NOT convert SR 74 into a freeway.

2
The above reallocations plus the transportation
sales tax results in Maricopa County paying for
the I-11 freeway from Wickenburg to Gila Bend.
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This new I-11 corridor provides better utilization
of sparsely populated freeways while saving the
environment from construction of new corridors.
West Valley cities embrace the I-11 brand as its
regional identity and for the auxiliary freeways.
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Central Arizona I-11 Corridor
 I-11 replaces SR 85 and connects
directly with I-8 near Gila Bend.

 Gila Bend serves as a gateway
between I-11 and Pinal County
with I-8 being the main linkage.

 I-10 west traffic to Los Angeles
and Las Vegas can take I-8 and
I-11 to bypass the Phoenix area.

 I-11 is an alternative to I-19 for
travel between Hermosillo and
Phoenix, Las Vegas, Los Angeles.

 I-11 does not enter Pinal County
but a new North-South freeway
is still planned for Pinal County.
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 No western bypass between I-19
and I-10 through the Avra Valley.
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 I-10 widened in Tucson west of I19 and also widened from 4 to 6
lanes in Gila River Reservation.
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 I-19 widened from 4 to 6 lanes
between Tucson and Nogales.
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 An auxiliary freeway connecting
I-19 to I-10 provides faster travel
between Nogales & New Mexico.
(See map on the left for details).

 Tucson embraces the I-19 brand
for its auxiliary interstate label.
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Pima County I-11 Corridor
 I-11 replaces SR 85 with an
eastern bypass around Ajo.
 I-11 bypasses both Nogales and Tucson to the west.
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 Pima County and Tohono O’odham Nation jointly finance the widening of
SR 86 into a four-lane, divided highway with a northern bypass around Sells.
 Lukeville border station is expanded to accommodate increased vehicle traffic.
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 Arrow: A path to western border
crossings for access to Gila Bend,
Yuma, and Southern California.
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 Arrow: Sonoyta is a secondary
crossing from Hermosillo to reach
Phoenix and Las Vegas. It also is a
suitable alternative to Mexicali to
reach Los Angeles. Sonoyta is the
gateway from AZ to Rocky Point.
 Arrow: Yuma traffic crosses at
San Luis; San Diego traffic may
otherwise enter Baja California.
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Las Vegas Tourists
 Visitors from around the world travel to Las Vegas as a vacation and entertainment destination.
However, Las Vegas is missing an ocean and a beach; there is no substitute for an oceanic beach.
 Many Vegas tourists take day trips to the Grand Canyon; another day trip can occur to the beach.
Rocky Point, informally known as Arizona’s Beach can be shared with Vegas as Las Vegas’ Beach.
 Rocky Point is further away but it has less congestion, cheaper prices, and warmer waters versus
Southern CA and it bundles well within a Vegas vacation; SoCal is viewed as a separate vacation.
 A caravan of rental cars, chartered buses, and personal vehicles traveling between Las Vegas and
Rocky Point provides sales tax opportunities such as eating at a restaurant or shopping at a mall.
 The accumulation of sales tax revenue can be significant for local, county, and state governments.
Adding a side trip to nearby AZ locations within a Rocky Point day trip provides multiplier effects.
Las Vegas beach goers can travel to Rocky Point instead of Southern California.
Cruise ship passengers can depart from Rocky Point instead of Long Beach, CA.

It’s raining dollars in the Arizona Desert from out-of-state visitors and tourists.

Arizona Tourism


Arizona has many natural wonders, including Sedona and the Grand Canyon that tourists
visit in a day trip. Likewise, these tourists can make another day trip to visit Rocky Point.



An extra vacation day (or a repeat vacation) to Rocky Point creates multiplier effects to the
AZ economy resulting in longer hotel stays and greater spending at stores, restaurants, etc.



However, these economic benefits are not fully realized unless roadway improvements are
made. Interstate 11 reduces travel time, increases safety, and serves as a direct connector.



Increasing tourism to Sonora (including Rocky Point) strengthens the symbiotic relationship
between Arizona and Sonora and through reciprocity, Sonora increases its trade to Arizona.



I-11 between Mexico and Gila Bend carries some freight traffic and offers congestion relief
from I-19 & I-10 while I-11 in the West Valley has access to manufacturing and distribution.
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June 15, 2019

1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St.
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, I\Z. 85007

RE: RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE ROUTE FOR INTERSTATE 11

We are completely against building Interstate 11 Alternative route which is planned
for west of Tucson through the Altar and Avra Valleys as it is an incredibly destructive plan.

JUDYREED~~

JIMREED~
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1911 S.
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June 25, 2019
2430 S. Walking H Pl.
Tucson, AZ. 85713

1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St.
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ. 85007

RE: RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE ROUTE FOR INTERSTATE 11

We are absolutely opposed to the plan to build Interstate 11 Alternative route which is planned
for west of Tucson through the Altar and Avra Valleys. It is simply too destructive to the area.
Please respect the wishes of those who are in opposition.

JUDITH REED

..
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Reichenbacher, F
I-1306

2424 E. University Drive  Phoenix, Arizona 85034
P: (800) 421-5647  F: (800) 650-9424
I-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson Street Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
SUBJECT:

Comments on Proposed Interstate Highway 11 Draft Tier 1 Environmental
Impact Statement

In the 1980s and 1990s I conducted, first as an employee of the Arizona Nature
Conservancy and then as a private consultant, biological clearance studies in connection
with the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (BOR), Central Arizona Project (CAP). In 1983 I
discovered a large population of a rare plant called the Tumamoc globeberry in the
planned route of the CAP in Avra Valley. In 1986, Tumamoc globeberry was listed
federally endangered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS).
I participated in pre-listing negotiations between BOR and FWS and helped develop
commitments by Reclamation intended to offset CAP impacts and conserve the species.
These commitments included purchase and permanent preservation of known
populations of Tumamoc globeberry in Avra Valley.
Three of the Tumamoc globeberry preserves are on or very near the current proposed
route alternatives of the proposed I-11 in Avra Valley. The properties are south of
Picture Rocks Road to near Mile Wide Road and west of Sandario Road.
My research on the distribution and status of Tumamoc globeberry in Arizona and
Sonora, Mexico conducted after listing, resulted in discovery of more populations. That
information together with the Reclamation’s permanent preserves and other factors
convinced FWS that delisting was warranted. This was done in 1993.
The species largely dropped off agency priority lists, but in 2007 I began to revisit the
Tumamoc globeberry. What I found was a very alarming drop in populations of the
species at some sites, including in at least one of those purchased and set aside by BOR.
Although Tumamoc globeberry is no longer an endangered species, there is nothing in
the law that would preclude reviewing the current status of the species with a review to
possibly reversing that decision.
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Frank Reichenbacher

February 15, 2021

In my conversations with various agency personnel I have been given reason to believe
that although Tumamoc globeberry is not listed anymore, it has not been forgotten. I
would suggest, however, that the Arizona Department of Transportation is not taking
this issue seriously.
It is not too late, however. My recommendation is that project managers work with
Reclamation and Fish & Wildlife to find ways to completely avoid the Tumamoc
globeberry preserves in Avra Valley so that further complications, such as adverse
biological opinions, are completely avoided.
Although I do not make a living as a project consultant anymore, and I already have a
very full-time job, I would be happy to engage with ADOT and others to move the
project forward and, at the same time, look to conserve this unique element of the
Sonoran Desert Biome.
Sincerely Yours,

Frank W. Reichenbacher
President,
Bio-Concepts, Inc.
frank@bio-con.com
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May 21, 2019
2344 E. 5th St.
Tucson, AZ 85719
Jay Van Echo
Project Manager
lnterstate-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., MD l 26F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
Dear Mr. Van Echo:
On May 81h, I attended the 1-11 Draft Tier I Public Hearing at the Tucson Convention Center,
where I learned that the 1-11 Recommended Corridor Alternative (RAC) will include a
supplementary Interstate highway west ofthe Tucson Mountains. At the hearing, I spoke with
several representatives from ADOT and listened to members of the community voice their
concerns about the RAC. During my two hours at the TCC, from 4 to 6pm, no one from the
community spoke in favor of it. After weighing the primary issues (need, cost, and impact), I am
writing to request that your study team reconsider the RAC, specifically, Section 2.
The chart on page 9 of Highlights ofthe 1-11 Draft Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement and
Preliminary Section 4(/) Evaluation, Nogales to Wickenburg summarizes "Sensitive
Environmental Resources and Potential Impacts" for each of the Build Corridor Alternatives. For
Section 2, Sahuarita to Marana, the chart lists seven bulleted environmental impacts for the
Purple/Green corridor alternatives (essentially the RAC) and three for the Orange corridor. Two
impacts, one related to Section 4 (f) ofthe Transportation Act of 1966 and one to archeological
sites and historic properties and districts, allow for direct comparison.
The first bullet in each list {Purple/Green and Orange) refers to potential impacts to land and
properties protected under Section 4(f). The study team apparently favors the Purple/Green
corridors (RAC) over the Orange corridor owing to a beliefthat the impacts to the Purple/Green
corridors are mitigatable. (In fact, it seems to me that this belief is the study team's basis for
choosing the RAC. The table "Rationale for Selecting the Recommended Corridor Alternative"
lists four bulleted items for Section 2, but only two refer specifically to the Sahuarita to Marana
section, the two that address the Section 4 (f) concerns. The third and fourth bullets are listed in
other sections and, more to the point, in each case, depend on predictive assumptions- "attracts
and diverts traffic" and "facilitating efficient mobility"- that beg the question).
To return to the chart "Sensitive Environmental Resources and Potential Impacts" for each of the
Build Corridor Alternatives:
The Purple/Green and Orange corridors share another pair of Section 2 bullets that allow direct
comparison: "impacts to archeological sites and historic structures" and "impacts to
archeological sites, and direct and indirect impacts to historic properties and districts." The
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I-3240

Purple/Green corridors are assessed as having "Mostly low to moderate potential" impact while
Orange corridor is assessed as having a "High potential" impact.
The single remaining Orange corridor bullet, impact to "Tucson neighborhoods," must therefore
be weighed in relation to the remaining five Purple/Green bullets ("Avra Valley ... [wildlife]
species isolation," "impact to Three Points and Picture Rocks communities," "High potential
impact to Pima pineapple cactus and its habitat," "Potential to impact visual resources and noise
levels for visitors to the Saguaro National Park West" and "potential noise impacts to
surrounding area"). For purpose ofcomparison, these bullets might fairly be aggregated as
impact to the area west ofthe Tucson Mountains.
In light ofthe chosen RAC, it appears that your study team believes that the impact of an
Interstate highway to the area west of the Tucson Mountains-where no Interstate exists- would
be less than the impact to Tucson neighborhoods- where an Interstate exists.
I find this hard to believe.
Yesterday's (5/20/2019) Arizona Daily Star article titled "Could 1-10 projects change plans for
proposed 1-11 ?" suggests that ADOT' s current and planned improvements to 1-10 invite a
reconsideration of the proposed 1-11 RAC. It's my hope that your study team will follow this
suggestion and take another look at the RAC.

~@)
Steve Reitz
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Reyes, R
151 1 Longworth 1-108
Representative
Grijalva
Waslnng1on. DC 20515
E-1
Phone (202) 225-2435 I Fax (202) 225-1541

RAUL M. GR IJALVA
3RD DISTRICT. A RIZONA

COMM ITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES
CHAIRMAN

COMMITTEE ON EDUCAT ION /\ND LABOR
Hl\llfER E DUCAllON A ND \ VORKFORCE I NVESTMENT

Sueco~i~IITIEE

atnngrtss nf t4t Nnitth ~tatts

101 IV. Irvington Rd.. Bldg.4
Tuc,on~AZ 85714 Phone (520) 622-6788 I Fax (520) 622-0198

3linune nf i!leprenentatiuen

1-16 N. Stale Ave.

CIVI L RIGHTS AND H UMAN SERVICES S uuC0'1MITrEE

llan4ingtnn, iQJ: 2U515-U3U7

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS

W EBS ITE: hup://grij alva.housc.gov/

CHAI R E~tERITUS

May 8, 2019
l-11 Tie r I EIS Study Team c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson Street Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

P.O. Box 4 105
Somerton. AZ 85350
Phone (928) 343-7933 I Fax (928) 3-13-79-19

1-112 N. Cenlrnl Ave.. Suite B
Avondale. AZ 85323
Phone (623) 536-3388 I Fox (623) 535-7-179
FACEBOOK: Faccbook.corn/ Rc p.Grijalva
TWITT E R : 1 ,vitlcr.com/ RcpRaulGrijalva
INST AG RAM: lnstagram.com/ RepRaulGrijalva

Also emailed to: l - l lADOTStudy@hdrinc.com
Re: the 1-11 Draft Tier I Environmental Impact Statement and Pre liminary Section 4(t) Evaluation (Draft T ier I
EIS) Nogales to Wickenburg
Dear Ms. Van Echo,
I would like to take this opportunity to provide input during the public comment period on the Draft Tier I EIS
referenced a bove.
I am concerned that the cun-ent comme nt period is too short for a comprehens ive review of this extremely large
document (762 pages plus appendices). I request that the comment period be extended for a total of 120 days
which is common for projects of this magnitude and controversy-making the revised due date fo r comments
August 3, 2019.
I support efforts to physically connect Arizona and Nevada via transpo11ation corridors to faci litate Canadian and
Mexican trade routes. T he C ity of T ucson and the metro region of Pima County would benefit most by enhancing
existing infrastructure that already provides the connection: Inte rstate IOand 19, or option "A" and " B" that have
been included in your route studies.
I am very concerned that a hybrid option of routes going through Altar and Avra Valley has instead been chosen
for the preferred alternative in the Draft Tier I EIS. This route would necessitate building new inte rstate. T his
route would negatively impact rural communities in Avra Valley, Saguaro National Park, Tucson Mountain Park,
Ironwood Forest Nat ional Monument, and other protected open spaces and wildlife corridors. I po inted this out
during the scoping process in a June I, 2 01 7, letter to proj ect manager Jan Van Echo. For the record I would like
to repeat my concerns:
This proposed route of the Interstate would bring in new development, roads, traffic, and have a
negative impact on dark skies, w ilderness values, and quality of life fo r residents of that
community. Even a limited access roadway would still open this mainly undeveloped area to
massive sprawl. Residents of my district affected by this option have called my office
expressing these same concerns. Pima County voters have consiste ntly opposed opening up the
far western areas of Pima County to development via this transportation corridor. At some
point, the Federal Highway Administration and the Arizona Department of Transportation must
be responsive and support alte rnatives that provide economic opportunity in the existing metro
region and not continue to promote routes that local voters have overwhelming ly opposed.
Frankly, it troubles me that after two scoping pe riods and a stakeho lde r engagement process that resulted in
widespread oppos ition to proceeding with any route through Avra Valley - and with serio us concerns expressed
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all along by cooperating land and w ildlife managing agenc ies - your study has determined that the much more
costly alternative w ith greater negative impacts and fewer benefits for Pima County is the preferred a lternative.
One explanation for this conclusion is that a Tier 1 analysis is not enough fo r a federal process to come up w ith
the better route alternative. The tie ring of the required environmental compIiance means that the decision is not
informed by the best information and that vague promises of future mitigation is e nough to allow the incredible
decision to bisect an important wildlife mitigation area with a major freeway. This calls into question the ·
Department of Transportation ' s unusual practice of coming to a decision without the ful l environmental
compliance that most other federal projects regularly require.
A proposed MOU g iv ing the state environmental compliance responsibilities for federal highway projects in
Arizona, whic h would inc lude the T ier 2 study, further demonstrates the inappropriate fragmentation of planning
and compliance this project will receive, especially compared to projects with this sort of impact on protected
lands that our community wou ld normally expect.
Another issue of concern is the regularity w ith which this route keeps re-surfacing. Voters overwhelmingly voted
against a ½ cent sales tax that would have funded a similar project back in the mid- I980s. The Picture Rocks
community a long with many other Pima Country residents and organizations have and continue to vocally oppose
it, yet this route keeps being promoted as the preferred option.
Very little is being done to address a lternatives to continuous freeway expansion, such as facil itating the
expansion and use of intermodal shipping yards, faci litating the creation of public rai l transportation lines as
alternatives to continuously promoting freeway development-especially in pristine habitat corridor areas. I
consistently remain opposed to any highway plan that opens up the Avra valley to widespread e nvironmental
destruction .
The possible fast tracking of this project, despite information typically d isseminated by the project's managers at
public meetings that there is not current funding available, is concerning. While that may be currently true, this
proj ect is in conjunction with the Federal Highway Ad ministration, 1-11 and lntermountai n West Corridor Study
(IWCS) completed in 2014. With talk in Congress about developing an infrastructure spending package, the state
appears to be attempting to remove all barriers to fast tracking this project once, and if, funding is available. If
Congress is able to pass an infrastructure package, the voters will have no say, as planning will be completed, and
routes wi ll have been previously selected.
If the project' s purpose is to provide a high-priority north to south transportation corridor to connect to major
metropolitan areas and markets w ith Mexico and Canada, then I believe that the best optio n is using Interstate I 0
and 19, whic h already includes metropolitan Tucson and protects the environmentally sens itive area west of
Tucson.
Thank you for your time and the opportuni ty to provide input.
Sincerely,

Raul M. Grijalva,
Member of Congress, (AZ-03)
Cc: Jan Van Echo, PE, ADOT 1-11 Study Manager
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Roberts, S I-2373

Thank you for participating in the 1-11 Draft Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

It is helpful to ADOT and FHWA to receive
comments on:

The Arizona Department ofTransportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) encourage all interested parties to submit comments on
any aspect of the Draft Tier 1 EIS. ADOT and FHWA will consider all comments
in preparing the Final Tier 1 EIS, which will include responses to all comments
received during the Draft Tier 1 EIS comment period, and will identify a Preferred
Alternative (either a Build Alternative or the No Build Alternative).

Any alternative or mitigation measure you
support or oppose and why

•

• The analysis of environmental impacts and
performance of alternatives
Information you believe is incomplete
or incorrect

•

When submitting comments, please be as specinc as possible and provide details
on your concerns and recommendations.

Please print your comments below. Comments must be received or postmarked by July 8, 2019.
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Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and other nondiscrimination laws and authorities, ADOT does
not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, age, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or
disability should contact Laura Douglas, ADOT Community Relations Project Manager, at 602.712.7683 or ldouglas@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as
early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
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1-844-544-8049.
CONTACT

MAIL: 1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team• c/o ADOT Commun ications • 1655 W. Jackson Street, Mail Drop 126F, Phoenix, AZ 85007
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Roderique, D I-2356

Thank you for participating in the 1-11 Draft Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

It is helpful to AOOT and FHWA to receive
comments on:

The Arizona Department ofTransportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) encourage all interested parties to submit comments on
any aspect of the Draft Tier 1 EIS. ADOT and FHWA will consider all comments
in preparing the Final Tier 1 EIS, which will include responses to all comments
received during the Draft Tier 1 EIS comment period, and will identify a Preferred
Alternative (either a Build Alternative or the No Build Alternative).

• Any alternative or mitigation measure you
support or oppose and why
• The analysis of environmental impacts and
performance of alternatives
• Information you believe is incomplete
or incorrect

When submitting comments, please be as specific as possible and provide details
on your concerns and recommendations.

Please print your comments below. Comments must be received or postmarked by July 8, 2019.
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Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and other nondiscrimination laws and authorities, ADOT does
not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, age, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or
disability should contact Laura Douglas, ADOT Community Relations Project Manager, at 602.712.7683 or ldouglas@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as
early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
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Roderique, P I-2376

Thank you for participating in the 1-11 Draft Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.
The Arizona Department ofTransportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) encourage all interested parties to submit comments on
any aspect of the Draft Tier 1 EIS. ADOT and FHWA will consider all comments
in preparing the Final Tier 1 EIS, which will include responses to all comments
received during the DraftTier 1 EIS comment period, and will identify a Preferred
Alternative (either a Build Alternative or the No Build Alternative).
When submitting comments, please be as specific as possible and provide details
on your concerns and recommendations.

It is helpful to ADOT and FHWA to receive
comments on:
•

Any alternative or mitigation measure you
support or oppose and why

•

The analysis of environmental impacts and
performance of alternatives

•

Information you believe is incomplete
or incorrect

Please print your comments bel w. Comments must be received or postmarked by July 8, 2019.
••

I

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and other nondiscrimination laws and authorities, ADOT does
not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, age, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or
disability should contact Laura Douglas, ADOT Community Relations Project Manager, at 602.712.7683 or ldouglas@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as
early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
~
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Sanders, L I-3245

Thank you for participating in the 1-11 Draft Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

It is helpful to ADOT and FHWA to receiv
comments on:

The Arizona Department ofTransportatio n (ADOT) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) encourage all interested parties to submit comments on
any aspect of the Draft Tier 1 EIS. ADOT and FHWA will consider all comments
in preparing the Final Tier 1 EIS, which will Include responses to all comments
received during the Draft Tier 1 EIS comment period, and will identify a Preferred
Alternative (either a Build Alternative or the No Build Alternative).
When submitting comments, please be as specific as possible and provide details
on your concerns and recommendatio ns.

• Any alternative or mitigation measure you
support or oppose and why
• The analysis of environmental impacts and
performance of alternatives
•

Information you believe is incomplete
or incorrect

Please print your comments below. Comments must be received or postmarked by July 8, 2019.
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Pursu;:int to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and othe, nondiscrimination laws and authorities, ADOTdoes
not discriminate on the basis of race. color, national origin. sex, age, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or
disability should contact Laura Douglas, ADOT Community Relations Project Manage,, at 602.712.7683 o, ldouglas@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as
early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
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I-2513

HELLO
3 JULY 2019
MY NAME IS BRUCE AND I SPEAK FOR THE TREES.
I LIVE WITHIN ABOUT 1/4 MILE MAXIMUM FROM YOUR PROPOSED ROUTE.
WITHIN EARSHOT AND AIR QUALITY DEGRADES OF THE LIKELY HWY 86/I11 INTERCHANGE.
THE PROPOSED ROUTE SKIRTS MANY HERETOFORE RURAL/ QUIET NEIGHBORHOODS.
MANY PRIVATE LAND HOLDERS ARE AFFECTED!
MOSTLY THOSE PEOPLE ARE POOR. THIS WILL CHANGE THAT? HOW? DO THEY WANT IT?
PROBABLY NOT...AND THEY WILL POSSIBLY NOT SHOW UP FOR HEARINGS TO SAY SO.
MANY AREAS OF WORLD CLASS NATURE FOR WHICH OUR REGION ARE FAMOUS WOULD BE
AFFECTED, DEGRADED. SAME FOR WILDLIFE AND TREES.
IS IT WORTH THE SACRIFICE OF ALL THIS ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY?
VERY CLOSE TO WHERE I LIVE IS LIKELY TO TURN COMMERCIAL WITH TRUCKING, SHIPPING AND
RELATED SUPPORT SERVICES ALONG THE EXISTING FRONTAGE ROADS.
THE ROAD IS PROPOSED AS NECESSARY TO ACCOMMODATE FUTURE PROJECTED COMMERCE,
AND BENEFITS MAINLY THE CORPORATE TRADERS IN FAR OFF LOCATIONS (MOSTLY OUT OF
STATE?), MAYBE SOME LOCAL JOBS OVER TIME.
THE NOTION OF LOCATING ROUTES AS AN ENDS TO MINIMIZING OBSTACLES CREATES AN UNDUE
BURDEN ON PRIVATE PROPERTY HOLDERS IN THIS CASE.
OUR SACRIFICE GOES FOR THE SAKE OF WHAT LARGELY AMOUNTS TO CORPORATE TRADE
BENEFITS SOMEWHERE ELSE. A FAMILIAR STORY OF CORPORATE IMPOSITION?
NO MORE RURAL VALLEY LIVING WITH THAT. EVEN IF THAT'S WHY WE CHOSE TO LIVE HERE!
THE ROAD PROPOSAL IS A SQUIGGLY LOOP/BYPASS FOR TUCSON, MESSING UP NEIGHBORHOODS
IN RED ROCK TOO.
IT DOESN'T LOOK VERY GOOD FROM ABOVE..BIRDS EYE VIEW…..JUST SAYING...BAD FENG SHUI!
AS I UNDERSTAND IT THE CITY OF TUCSON DOESN'T LIKE THIS PROPOSED ROUTE EITHER.
THEY ARE CONCERNED FOR LOST REVENUES? WATER RISKS AT RECHARGE PONDS?
A ROUTE THROUGH TUCSON IS PROJECTED TO BE CHEAPER, IS THERE SOME MEASURE OF FISCAL
RESPONSIBILITY HERE?
CONSIDER ALSO THE ADDED CARBON FOOTPRINT OF THIS FUTURE TRAFFIC CORRIDOR THRU
LOOP AROUNDS AND SQUIGGLES OVER TIME. LIKELY IT WOULD PROMOTE UNSUSTAINABLE
URBAN SPRAWL AND ATTENDANT CARBON/DIESEL SMOG.
ASTHMA , RESPIRATORY AND CARDIAC MORBIDITY DIRECTLY CORRELATES TO AIR QUALITY.
YOUR ROUTE CREATES MANY NEW PATIENTS!
MY NEIGHBOR PROPOSES A SOLUTION TO THE TRAFFIC CAPACITY ISSUES:
HE SUGGESTS THAT THE COMMERCIAL TRAFFIC OF THE KIND THIS HIGHWAY EXPECTS (ie
CONNECTING MEXICO CITY WITH POINTS NORTH) COULD BE METERED BY MANDATE TO TRAVEL
THE EXISTING I10/I19 ROADWAY AT CERTAIN HOURS(8 PM-4 AM?) DAILY, AVOIDING LOCAL HIGH
VOLUME TRAFFIC TIMES.
PERISHABLE GOODS CAN BE SHIPPED WITH GOOD TIMING.
NO DOUBT TECHNOLOGY CAN FACILITATE THIS.
A SMOOTH/PREDICTABLE BORDER CROSSING HELPS!
ALSO-THE ROBOT TRUCKS ARE COMING, WE TELL THEM WHEN IT IS OK TO PASS, SI?
PLEASE DONT LET THE ROBOTS AND THEIR CORPORATE MASTERS OWN THE ROAD!
THIS WOULD REQUIRE LARGE TRUCK STOPS TO ACCOMMODATE TRUCKERS&ROBOTS WAITING
FOR DARK. NO DOUBT PRIVATE COMMERCE WILL PROVIDE IT.
SAVE THE MONEY, SAVE THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ON US ALL, PLANT MORE TREES AND
HELP THEM FIND WATER….BEWARE THE ROBOTS!
THANK YOU
BRUCE SCHER RN ND
TERRASANTE VILLAGE
NONPROFIT LABORATORY FOR SUSTAINABILTY
scher@terrasante.org

Schorr, S
I-3426

Lewis Roca
ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE
S. L. Schorr
Lewis Roca Rothgerber Christie LLP
One South Church Avenue
Suite 2000
Tucson, AZ 85701-1611

520.622.2090 main
520.622.3088 fax
lrrc.com

Partner
Admitted in Arizona
(520) 629-4401 direct
SSCHORR@lrrc.com

Our File Number: 136725-50001

July 8, 2019
VIA US MAIL and EMAIL TO: l-1 1ADOTStudy@hdrinc.com

I-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 West Jackson Street
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Re:

Recommended Alternative Routing for I-11

To the I-11 Tier 1 EIS Team:
I am a supporter of the Recommended Alternative Routing for I-11. Additionally, I am a
strong opponent ofthe no-build option. A new I-11 routing is critical to the further development
of trade and commerce both with Mexico and throughout the Southwestern United States. As a
former Chair of the Arizona State Transportation Board and a founding member and first Chair
of the Pima County Regional Transportation Authority, I fully understand and endorse the need
for continued infrastructure development. Here are a few ofmy reasons for supporting the
recommended alternative as well as some concerns that I believe need to be answered in the EIS.
Comments in support ofthe recommended alternative:
•
•
•

Multiple previous studies/plans, including several conducted by ADOT, have
recommended a true alternate route/corridor.
Provides an alternate corridor that enhances the ability to address regional emergencies,
evacuations, or defense events.
Would serve as a trade corridor and relieve truck traffic from I-10, potentially avoiding
the need to widen I-10.

Concerns regarding the I-JO/Orange alternative:
•
•
•

The level of detail for the orange (I-10) alternative is inadequate, even for a Tier 1 study.
It fails to identify whether the proposed addition of 2-3 lanes on I-10 will be
accomplished by widening, tunneling, double decking, or removing the frontage roads.
I believe the cost estimate in inaccurate; it is estimated at $586M. This seems low for
any ofthe above options.
o A discussion and an estimate for the various options should be included, as many
of the opponents to the current recommendation cite both the lower cost and each
of the three options as possible.

L08622022.1
Albuquerque / Colorado Springs / Denver I Las Vegas / Los Angeles / Phoenix / Reno / Silicon Valley / Tucson
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I-3426

Lewis Roca

1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team

ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE

July 8, 2019
Page 2

o

•

Based on recent costs of improvement along I-10, this estimate cannot be
accurate.
I-10 alternative fails to provide an alternate option for north/south traffic flow resulting in
a single point of failure for traffic.

Arguments against the no-build option:
•
•

•

A no-build option would place Arizona at significant disadvantage to Texas as an entry
point into the U.S. marketplace.
Increased congestion in the downtown area, as predicted in the 2008 ADOT study, is
detrimental to attracting new employers, as travel time is an important selection factor.
I-11 business case was justified on International Trade; no-build hinders international
trade.

I would ask that you consider each of my comments and expand some ofthe analysis in
the final Tier I EIS report. Greater detail on the costs of the I-10 option as well as expanded
analysis ofthe economic impact regarding both potential increase or loss of international trade
with Mexico would provide a clearer picture of why the recommended alternative is the only true
option as presented.
Sincerely,

£= ,,v-

S. L. Schorr
SLS/clc
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Schorr, S
I-3516

Lewis Roca
ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE
Lewis Roca Rothgerber Christie LLP
One South Church Avenue
Suite 2000
Tucson, AZ 85701-1611

520.622.2090 main
520.622.3088 fax
lrrc.com

S. L. Schorr
Partner
Admitted in Arizona
(520) 629-4401 direct
SSCHORR@lrrc.com

Our File Number: 136725-50001

July 8, 2019

VIA US MAIL and EMAIL TO: l-11ADOTStudy@hdrinc.com
I-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 West Jackson Street
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Re:

Recommended Alternative Routing for 1-11

To the I-11 Tier 1 EIS Team:
I am a supporter of the Recommended Alternative Routing for I-11. Additionally, I am a
strong opponent of the no-build option. A new I-11 routing is critical to the further development
of trade and commerce both with Mexico and throughout the Southwestern United States. As a
former Chair of the Arizona State Transportation Board and a founding member and first Chair
of the Pima County Regional Transportation Authority, I fully understand and endorse the need
for continued infrastructure development. Here are a few of my reasons for supporting the
recommended alternative as well as some concerns that I believe need to be answered in the EIS.
Comments in support ofthe recommended alternative:
•
•
•

Multiple previous studies/plans, including several conducted by ADOT, have
recommended a true alternate route/corridor.
Provides an alternate corridor that enhances the ability to address regional emergencies,
evacuations, or defense events.
Would serve as a trade corridor and relieve truck traffic from I-10, potentially avoiding
the need to widen I-10.

Concerns regarding the I-JO/Orange alternative:
•
•
•

The level of detail for the orange (I-10) alternative is inadequate, even for a Tier 1 study.
It fails to identify whether the proposed addition of 2-3 lanes on I-10 will be
accomplished by widening, tunneling, double decking, or removing the frontage roads.
I believe the cost estimate in inaccurate; it is estimated at $586M. This seems low for
any of the above options.
o A discussion and an estimate for the various options should be included, as many
of the opponents to the current recommendation cite both the lower cost and each
of the three options as possible.

108622022.1
Albuquerque / Colorado Springs / Denver / Las Vegas / Los Angeles / Phoenix / Reno I Silicon Valley / Tucson
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o

•

Based on recent costs of improvement along I-10, this estimate cannot be
accurate.
I-10 alternative fails to provide an alternate option for north/south traffic flow resulting in
a single point of failure for traffic.

Arguments against the no-build option:
•
•
•

A no-build option would place Arizona at significant disadvantage to Texas as an entry
point into the U.S. marketplace.
Increased congestion in the downtown area, as predicted in the 2008 ADOT study, is
detrimental to attracting new employers, as travel time is an important selection factor.
I-11 business case was justified on International Trade; no-build hinders international
trade.

I would ask that you consider each of my comments and expand some of the analysis in
the final Tier 1 EIS report. Greater detail on the costs of the I-10 option as well as expanded
analysis of the economic impact regarding both potential increase or loss of international trade
with Mexico would provide a clearer picture of why the recommended alternative is the only true
option as presented.
Sincerely,

£=y--

S. L. Schorr
SLS/clc

108622022.1

Schwamberger, E
I-2245

May 11, 2019

5769 W. Midnight Chorus, Tucson

I am Dr. Eric Schwamberger.
I support the “No Build Alternative” and oppose all proposed Build alternatives
for the I-11 Corridor.
It is offensive to the public that the two greatest environmental concerns of this
time, and this REGION: Water availability and Climate and temperature changes,
are for all intents and purposes NOT considered by this EIS.
The corridor is being proposed explicitly to facilitate growth and development,
However, it does NOT adequately consider indirect and cumulative effects of
growth and development on groundwater supplies. The EIA states that the
project could have indirect and cumulative effects on water resources but is silent
on what those effects might be. It is laughable to believe that a project OF THIS
SIZE, designed to encourage growth and commerce, would NOT have negative
effects on ground water resources.
Similarly, the EIA nowhere considers the indirect and cumulative effects on either
local or regional temperatures and climate caused by the very development that
the project is intended to create.
Additionally, the need for the corridor is assumed, but the assumptions on which
the “Build alternative” is justified are not supported and many of them are now
outdated and incorrect.
In particular, the 2014 Intermountain West Corridor Study, the basis of the
proposed corridor, justifies the corridor based on growth statistics and
demographics that are demonstrably already outdated.
For example, the projected growth statistics that do not consider local and
regional growth limitations due to water availability, do not consider growth
changes due to local and regional warming trends that are already being
documented, and have not been updated to consider changes in local and
regional population trends that are already occurring.
The EIA is also already outdated as many of the improvements to existing
infrastructure that is states will be needed without the corridor, such as
improvement of the INA Road intersection, have already taken place.

Schwamberger, E
I-2245

In sum, the I-11 corridor is assumed to be needed, but the assumptions on which
the need is based, as stated in the EIS and all the related documents are not
supported, are not justified, and many are already demonstrably out of date.
Finally, the narrow scope of the EIS means it does not adequately consider the
project’s overall impacts to environmental items of greatest concern to the
current local affected population.

Shultz, M
JDM Partners
B-14

JDM
PARTNERS
2400 East Arizona Biltmore Circle ∙ Building 2 ∙ Suite 1270 ∙ Phoenix ∙ AZ ∙ 85016
602.956.7809

July 5, 2019

Dear Sir/Madam:
This letter concerns the section of the proposed Interstate 11 located in Buckeye, Arizona,
between 1-10 and Wickenburg. The proposed recommended alternative has significant negative
ramifications on major planning efforts between MAG, the Town of Buckeye, and many
landowners in the region, including our Douglas Ranch project (a 37,000 acre master-planned
community in Buckeye Arizona). For the following reasons, we ask that ADOT depart from the I11 Draft Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement and instead choose Alternative Route Option X
when it issues the Final Environmental Impact Statement.
Demographic and Planning Context
For decades, population flows within the United States have been from the Northeast and Midwest
to the sunbelt regions across the South. As a beneficiary of this long-term demographic trend,
Arizona consistently ranks among the fastest growing states in America. In Arizona, Buckeye is
its fastest growing city, placing it in the top five in the United States. And the fastest growing
master planned community (MPC) in metropolitan Phoenix, Tartesso, is located in Buckeye.
North of Interstate 10, Buckeye contains numerous current and future master planned
communities (MPCs) making it well-positioned to welcome these new residents. In addition to
Tartesso, these MPCs include Festival Ranch (another current top performer), Spurlock Ranch,
Sun Valley, Elianto, Hassayampa Ranch, Trillium, and Douglas Ranch. Additionally, Belmont and
others MPCs are located adjacent in Maricopa County’s jurisdiction.
Collectively, these MPCs north of I-10 will host over one million future Buckeye citizens, and all
the residences, jobs, amenities, and commercial activities to support them.
The Hassayampa Framework Study
Buckeye recognized that it needed to plan transportation infrastructure to connect and
accommodate these planned population and commerce centers to each other and the broader
existing regional community and economy. Though a synergistic, multi-year, participative
process, they joined stakeholders in this area to create the Hassayampa Framework Study, which
has been officially accepted by the Arizona State Transportation Board, the Maricopa Association
of Governments (the relevant Metropolitan Planning Organization), Maricopa County, and the City
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of Buckeye. The Hassayampa Framework study is a multijurisdictional document that all of these
regional stakeholders have relied on in the past and should be able to depend on going forward
when making decisions about transportation planning.
In that vein, the City of Buckeye incorporated the Hassayampa Framework Study’s contents for
its General Plan for the critical area north of I-10. All MPCs north of I-10 were required to follow
it in their large-scale community master planning negotiations and agreements with
Buckeye. This was not a burden. It has since been used as a mutually negotiated, reliable,
authoritative tool used by both parties to guide major land planning decisions such as housing
densities, and land use categories. Along major highway corridors, plans for greater density of
population are included along with jobs, apartments, and other more intense uses by the planned
interchanges.
Douglas Ranch—The Home of Interstate 11
This is exactly what occurred at Douglas Ranch, located north of I-10 in Buckeye. One hundred
percent of the proposed I-11 north of I-10 in Buckeye is contained within Douglas Ranch, a 59
square-mile community that will be home to as many as 300,000 residents. Douglas Ranch
participated in the Hassayampa Framework Study through its iterations over years of meetings.
The Framework Study identified a future high-capacity corridor on the route shown in the I-11
Draft Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement as Option X.
Option X and Project Purpose
Option X follows the route Buckeye and private land owners have relied on in their negotiations
and planning maps and agreements and just modifies the recommended route by an eastern
curve inside the Douglas Ranch MP.
Option X also better meets the objectives of the Draft Tier 1 EIS, as stated in I-11 public purpose
and need documents, by “providing access to planned growth areas” in Buckeye and is
“consistent with local and county level planning.” For the area of Buckeye, north of 1-11, the draft
recommended alternative does NOT follow the local, Maricopa County DOT plans, or for that
matter, ADOT state planning, all of which contain and adopted the Hassayampa Framework Study
and the Buckeye General Plan.
Option X would provide a high-priority, high-capacity, access-controlled transportation corridor to
serve the needs of future Buckeye residents 300,000 or more in Douglas Ranch alone and over
1,000,000 when you include surrounding MPCS and would stimulate significant employment
growth. Douglas Ranch, with entitlement for 59,000,000 square feet of commercial space, in
reliance on the Hassayampa Framework study, has planned a major commerce center in the
center of the Douglas Ranch MPC. Option X will provide access to this job hub.
Option X would better enhance the entire high-capacity transportation network in this region of
Maricopa County, thereby, supporting the area’s economic vitality. Option X was studied, chosen
and settled upon after a review of other alternatives as part of the Hassayampa Framework Study
for this very reason.
By traveling more internally through the City of Buckeye, Option X would better improve regional
mobility for people and goods and directly access the significantly large economic activity center
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planned within this portion of the city. By comparison, the recommended alternative as currently
presented would run through the much less densely populated, as planned, sectors of the
Douglas Ranch MPC. Resident traffic loading and access would require a majority of the area’s
residents to travel several additional miles to even access Interstate 11 and, ironically, increase
the number of vehicle miles driven and at slower speeds.

We recognize that everyone’s objective with the Tier One study is to come up with a plan that will
allow state and local government agencies to immediately move forward with a Tier Two study
for those segments of independent utility that meet federal requirements and not have the Tier
One, once completed, literally sit on a shelf without further progress in the development of
Interstate 11. However, this is exactly what will happen if the current recommended alternative
route moves forward and is not amended to follow Option X. Numerous planning documents,
master plans and development agreements will need to be re-planned and negotiated requiring
the expense of additional time and resources by local and regional governments.
Finally, opportunities for the development of intermodal corridors such as commuter rail and/or
Amtrak to run in concert with Interstate 11 will be eliminated by following the recommended
alternative through the extreme western edge of Douglas Ranch. Only Option X, will bring those
transportation options to the core of a major economic and residential community within the City
of Buckeye and Western Maricopa County.
We hope it is both helpful and enlightening to have this additional information on the past
engagement, reliance and commitments between landowners throughout this region with regional
planning organizations and the City of Buckeye who went through a carefully designed planning
process. Also, by having a better understanding of what the future holds for this region, how it
will truly develop over the next 10-50 years, will provide you with a clear vision and the specific
details necessary to adjust the recommended alternative to follow Option X through the City of
Buckeye.
Nowhere have we found where “length” is a criteria for determining the future alignment of
Interstate 11. As outlined above, clearly, Option X better meets the most important purpose and
need objectives as set forth by ADOT for the development of Interstate 11.
We urge you to move the recommend alternative to Option X within the City of Buckeye.
Very truly yours,

Jerry Colangelo

David Eaton

Mel Shultz

Singleton, RN
I-3246

June 2, 2019

To: 1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W Jackson St
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear Team:
My wife and I have lived on our la nd and in our house for more than 40 years. I purchased 2-1/2 acres in
the early 1970s, and built my house on it in 1978. We raised our children here. It is our home.
Building 1-11 through either of the proposed Avra Valley routes will not only destroy our home, but
many others who have chosen to live outside the city limits, to enjoy the peace and quiet, embrace the
natural desert, the dark night sky. Choosing this route will prove more difficult to sell our homes, should
we be forced to. Just by virtue of the fact the potential construction has been announced, our property
values are in jeopardy. Time will tell what that will do to property values in the near or distant future.
But an even bigger detriment to this area than people losing their homes and property to urban sprawl,
which we thought Tucson was against, will be the huge negative impact to t he desert and wildlife who
call this area home. It would seve r wildlife corridors and destroy t he ability of wildlife to live as they
were meant t o. The national parks and monuments will be in perilously close proximity to the interstate.
It would ruin the visitor experience and det eriorate the surroundings. It would cause significant noise,
air, and light pollution. Gone would be the night skies - Kitt Peak's scientist s' research work would
suffer.
Construction through Avra Valley would potentially jeopardize Tucson's major water supply if there
were a toxic spill. There will be years of intrusive co nstru ction . Valley fever risk will be drastically
increased. The actual highway's width notwithstanding, the inevitable buildup around such highways
will occur, ruining the rural desert area that it is now. The Central Arizona Project has already required
mitigation of these lands. Construction of another federal project would be impossible to mitigate the
impacts further. It will affect federal, county, and t ri bal lands, some of w hich were purchased and are
protected under existing conservation plans.
Building the actual corridor is hugely expensive, in and of itself. Fifteen million dollars has already been
spent on the environmental study. Building the corridor through Avra Valley would cost $3 .4 billion
more than converging it with 1-10 and 1-19 t hrough Tucson. Maintenance of it would be more expense.
And the negative economic impact of drawing traffic away from downtown Tucson would be huge.
Pima County has written a letter of support to NOT build this corridor through the Avra Valley route. City
of Tucson has also expressed their concern for the impact it would have on their water retention basi ns.
We support the NO BUILD option first . And if the powers t hat be absolutely insist on spending money
where it is not wa rranted, our second choice would be to build the corridor incorporating existing 1-10
and 1-19 roadways.
Rick & Nicki Singleton
1421 N Sandario Rd
Tucson, AZ 85743

Rick Sin£ieton
1421 N Sandario Rd
Tucson, AZ 85743-9410
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Smalzer, W
I-1265

To: ADOT
From: William Smalzer
A concerned citizen of Tucson and Arizona
Date: June 4, 2019
Re: I-11

I was distressed after talking to a number of ADOT officials at the public hearing in Tucson recently.
Their words were somewhat noncommittal, but their tone was one that communicated “I-11 is a done
deal.” Every citizen who spoke publicly voiced concerns and a position against building I-11 west of the
Tucson Mountains, at least during the hour that I attended the session. The panel members seemed
glassy-eyed and waiting for things to be over.
When asked why we wouldn’t just put this money into improving I-10, officials (outside the hearing)
implied this was not a good idea, while offering no specific reasons. We already have this major
corridor, through some of the ugliest desert in Arizona between Tucson and Phoenix. Why destroy so
many hundreds of square miles of desert to accommodate truckers wanting a faster route north? We on
the east side of the Tucson Mountains will not cross over to hook up with I-ll to save a few minutes, so
that argument is mute.

The fact that the proposed I-11 route is so close to the the San Xavier reservation, Desert museum, and
Saguaro National Park West is an affront to those of us who have lived here and who love this area of
the state and the riches it offers. The secluded nature of the west side of the mountains is the right
context for these cultural icons.
Please put more thought into improving the I-10 corridor, even to building a rail line on land that is
already dominated by an interstate highway.

William Smalzer

Smith, J
I-3492

June 17, 2019

1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOTS Communications
1655 W. Jackson St.,
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
Gentlemen:

Re: 1-11 Corridor ,Sahuarita, Arizona

I have studied the ADOT proposal for the 1-11 corridor adjacent to Twin Buttes Road in
Sahuarita. Arizona. My wife and I live in the Rancho Buena Vista subdivision. We reside at
17321 S. Placita Exquoisita, Sahuarita, Arizona 85629.
Our subdivision would be adversely affected by this corridor. The traffic noise would be
terrible, along with possible air pollution. In addition there is the possibility of homes being
razed between Twin Buttes Road and El Toro Road. Home values in the Rancho Buena Vista
subdivision would be reduced drastically and may not be saleable. Home values would be
damaged in the area west and east of La Canada as well. Some homes east of La Canada may
also have to be razed.
Along with destruction of homes, and home values, a traffic problem would certainly ensue.
The corridor would cross La Canada and would deny direct access to Sahuaria Roid which runs
east to west. There are in excess of 1000 homes between Duval Mine Road and Sahuaita Road.
Many residents in this area proceed north on La Canada to Sahuarita Road to gain access to the
shopping center east of 1-19. Also, many of us use the north bound entry to 1-19 off of
Sahuarita Road. Refuse vehicles, emergency vehicles, police vehicles, commercial trucks and
residents would be force to an alternative route. There ae many residences at the end of Lan
Canada with the entry to these residences at Sahuaria Road and La Canada. Blocking La Canada
access to Sahuarita Road would be force vehicle traffic back to Duval Mine Road to gain access
to 1-19 north or south. Duval Mine Road, at present, has heavy traffic...

: : ~:~ t¼

I firmly believe the ADOT must find a alternative route. Perhaps north and west of Pima Mine

John Stanley Smith hellostan@cox.net

520-625-1931
c/c Tow of Sahuarita, Town Council

1

Smith, R
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1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team

c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson Street
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
May 13, 2019
To: 1-11 Study Team
My purpose for writing this letter is to voice my concerns with the two current Alternative Proposed
Routes for future Corridor 11 west of Wickenburg (specifically west of Vista Royale housing
development). I feel an alternative route several miles west of this neighborhood would better meet
the needs of our neighborhood/comm unity. Either of the two current Alternative Proposed Routes for
future Corridor 11 will have a negative impact on my community/neighbo rhood and surrounding
neighborhoods.
My husband and I live at 21575 W. Date Creek Road, Wickenburg, AZ 85390 in a development called
Vista Roya le. We built our house in 2002 after an extensive search to find a nice, quiet
neighborhood/com munity we could buy a lot in, build our dream home on, live in, and eventually retire
in. We sought out an area with a little more space and views of the desert, as did the majority of the
residents (if not all) in this development. We paid a premium to have this extra open space with
beautiful views of the desert surrounding us (the lots in this development start out at over two acres
and increase from there). We wanted to have an area to retire in to enjoy the solitude of the wide open
spaces, the desert and the abundant wildlife as we walk and ride with easy access to trails. We have
very much enjoyed this over the years - it has become a part of our lives. Many of our residents are
horse owners and ride on the adjoining state trust land. This life the residents of this community have
worked so very hard to achieve will be devastated if the 1-11 Corridor is placed adjacent to or even
within close proximity to the west side of our neighborhood.
According to your Recommended Alternative Corridor for 1-11, there are two current proposed routes
immediately west of Vista Royale. In the section of the proposal just west of our neighborhood, these
two proposed routes veer over to the northeast so they are adjacent to homes on the west side of Vista
Roya le (and one of the proposed routes eliminates houses on the northwest corner df the
neighborhood). This does NOT MINIMIZE THE IMPACT TO EXISTING DEVELOPMENT as your study
states. I request that the proposed route be shifted to the west as far as possible - at least two miles
(to connect with State Route 93 at milepost 187 or further west). There is sufficient State Trust Land
(approximately 7-8 miles of State Trust Land) to move your proposed routes to the west as you have
previously indicated with prior proposed routes. Please consider the following NEGATIVE impacts the
two current proposals will have on our neighborhood and surrounding community/neighborhoods:
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1) Destroys water tank/tanks used by wildlife. The hot summer months can be devastating to wildlife in
our area. Your proposed routes will pass through a water tank southwest of Vista Royale that has water
in it approximately 95% of the year. The Black Hill Tank has water in it when others dry up in the hot
summer months, and is used by wildlife of all types (deer, javelina, bobcat, coyotes, rabbits, ducks,
geese, cranes, cattle and many others).
2) Wall off our neighborhood on the west side. Placing Corridor 11 adjacent to Vista Royale will
essentially wall off our neighborhood from trails on the west and southwest side of our neighborhood,
and destroy the open views we have enjoyed for years and paid a premium for. We will NOT be able to
use trails we have used for almost 20 years. It also destroys the 93/60 connector trail. Moving 1-11
further to the west will retain open area for use and help to preserve open views we have enjoyed for
years.
3) Noise pollution. The additional noise from a major highway this close to homes will be tremendous.
We already have State Route 93 to the North and the traffic has increased tremendous ly over the last
several years. This will place another major highway directly to the west side of our neighborhood.
With the additional noise it will be difficult to use our outdoor space we have enjoyed for almost 20
years.
4) Light pollution. One of the reasons we chose this area to buy a lot and build our dream home was
because of the night sky. You see we do NOT have any street lights in our neighborhood. This makes it
so very nice to see the night sky - we have enjoyed star gazing for almost 20 years. Having a major
highway veering toward our neighborhood with headlights streaming in our windows will certainly
change that. Also, will there be commercial developmen t (truck stop) as is common for a major
interchange? That would certainly add to the issues with noise/light pollution.
S) Negative Economic Impact. Corridor 11 can have nothing but a NEGATIVE IMPACT on Vista Royale
Residential Development. Property values will decline as we have already noticed. Real estate agents
are now explaining that buyers do not care to look in this neighborhood any longer due to the future 111 interchange. We fear that state land will eventually be sold for commercial use (truck stops), which
would only further negatively impact Vista Roya le Residents.
In order to minimize the impact to the existing developmen t (Vista Royale) as your study indicates, I
feel the 1-11 Tier 1 Study Team needs to move 1-11 as far away from Vista Royale Residential
Development as possible. As I have previously mentioned, there is sufficient State Trust Land
(approximately 7-8 miles of State Trust Land) to move your proposed routes to the west as you have
previously indicated with prior proposed routes. One of these routes was labeled " Route T," and there
is a new "Vista Royale Alternative Green Route" proposed by a resident as well.
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Thank you for your consideration of this proposal.
Robin Smith

Robin Smith
..,=-,,_

21575 W. Date Creek Rd.
Wickenburg, AZ 85390

~~::-=
I - 11 -, ier l EI s .s+ udy
f!. / c,

~ D OT Com .,,, u n i ca +;D n s
W.

1~55

Mail

TeAn.

Jackson

Drop

Phoen·, >'

I

AZ

J~~ F=-

S+ree+

Smit
I-3

Smith, R
I-3239

1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson Street

Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
May 20, 2019
To: 1-11 Study Team
My purpose for writing this letter is to voice my concerns with the two
current Alternative Proposed Routes for future Corridor 11 west of
Wickenburg (specifically west of Vista Royale housing development). I feel
an alternative route several miles west of this neighborhood would better
meet the needs of our neighborhood/community. Either of the two current
Alternative Proposed Routes for future Corridor 11 will have a negative
impact on my community/neighborhood and surrounding neighborhoods.
My wife and I live at 21575 W. Date Creek Road, Wickenburg, AZ 85390 ijn a
development called Vista Royale. We built our house in 2002 after an
extensive search to find a nice, quiet neighborhood/community we could buy
a lot in, build our dream home on, live in, and eventually retire in. We sought
out an area with a little more space and views of the desert, as did the
majority of the residents (if not all) in this development. We paid a premium
to have this extra open space with beautiful views of the desert surrounding
us (the lots in this development start out at over two acres and Increase from
there). We wanted to have an area to retire in to enjoy the solitude of the
wide open spaces, the desert and the abundant wildlife as we walk and ride
with easy access to trails. We have very much enjoyed this over the years It has become a part of our lives. Many of our residents are horse owners
and ride on the adjoining state trust land. This life the residents•of this
community have worked so very hard to achieve will be devastated if the 1-11
Corridor is placed adjacent to or even within close proximity to the west side
of our neighborhood.
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According to your Recommended Alternative Corridor for 1-11, there are two
current proposed routes immediately west of Vista Royale. In the section of
the proposal just west of our neighborhood, these two proposed routes veer
over to the northeast so they are adjacent to homes on the west side of Vista
Royale (and one of the proposed routes eliminates houses on the northwest
comer of the neighborhood). This does NOT MINIMIZE THE IMPACT TO
EXISTING DEVELOPMENT as your study states. I request that the proposed
route be shifted to the west as far as possible - at least two miles (to
connect with State Route 93 at milepost 187 or further west). There is
sufficient State Trust Land (approximately 7-8 miles of State Trust Land) to
move your proposed routes to the west as you have previously Indicated with
prior proposed routes. Please consider the following NEGATIVE impacts the
two current proposals will have on our neighborhood and surrounding
community/neighborhoods:

1) Destroys water tank/tanks used by wildlife. The hot summer months can

be devastating to wildlife in our area. Your proposed routes will pass
through a water tank southwest of Vista Royale that has water in it
approximately 95% of the year. The Black Hill Tank has water in It when
others dry up In the hot summer months, and Is used by wildlife of all types
(deer, javelina, bobcat, coyotes, rabbits, ducks, geese, cranes, cattle and
many others).
2) Wall off our neighborhood on the west side. Placing Corridor 11 adjacent
to Vista Royale will essentially wall off our neighborhood from trails on the
west and southwest side of our neighborhood, and destroy the open views
we have enjoyed for years and paid a premium for. We will NOT be able to
use trails we have used for almost 20 years. It also destroys the 93/60
connector trail. Moving 1-11 further to the west will retain open area for use
and help to preserve open views we have enjoyed for years.
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3) Noise pollution.

The additional noise from a major highway this close to

homes will be tremendous. We already have State Route 93 to the North and
the traffic has Increased tremendously over the last several years. This will
place another major highway directly to the west side of our neighborhood.
With the additional noise it will be difficult to use our outdoor space we have
enjoyed for almost 20 years.
4) Light pollution. One of the reasons we chose this area to buy a lot and
build our dream home was because of the night sky. You see we do NOT
have any street lights in our neighborhood. This makes It so very nice to see
the night sky - we have enjoyed star gazing for almost 20 years. Having a
major highway veering toward our neighborhood with headlights streaming In
our windows will certainly change that. Also, will there be commercial
development (truck stop) as is common for a major interchange? That would
certainly add to the Issues with noise/light pollution.
5) Negative Economic Impact. Corridor 11 can have nothing but a
NEGATIVE IMPACT on Vista Royale Residential Development. Property
values will decline as we have already noticed. Real estate agents are now
explaining that buyers do not care to look in this neighborhood any longer
due to the future 1-11 interchange. We fear that state land will eventually be
sold for commercial use (truck stops), which would only further negatively
impact Vista Royale Residents.
In order to minimize the impact to the existing development (Vista Royale) as
your study indicates, I feel the 1-11 Tier 1 Study Team needs to move 1-11 as
far away from Vista Royale Residential Development as possible. As I have
previously mentioned, there is sufficient State Trust Land (approximately 7-8
miles of State Trust Land) to move your proposed routes to the west as you
have previously indicated with prior proposed routes. One of these routes
was labeled "Route T," and there is a new "Vista Royale Alternative Green
Route" proposed by a resident as well.

.-
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Thank you for your consideration of this proposal.
Raymond Smith

Mr. Ray S mith
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Thank you for participating in the 1-11 Draft Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

It is helpful to ADOT and FHWA to receive
comments on:

The Arizona Department ofTransportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) encourage all interested parties to submit comments on
any aspect of the Draft Tier 1 EIS. ADOT and FHWA will consider all comments
in preparing the Final Tier 1 EIS, which will include responses to all comments
received during the Draft Tier 1 EIS comment period, and will identify a Preferred
Alternative (either a Build Alternative or the No Build Alternative).

•

Any alternative or mitigation measure you
support or oppose and why

•

The analysis of environmental impacts and
performance of alternatives

•

When submitting comments, please be as specific as possible and provide details
on your concerns and recommendations.

Information you believe is incomplete
or incorrect

Please print your comments below. Comments must be received or postmarked by July 8, 2019.
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Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and other nondiscrimination laws and authorities, ADOT does
not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, age, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or
disability should contact Laura Douglas, ADOT Community Relations Project Manager, at 602.712.7683 or ldouglas@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as
early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
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Staley, T
I-502

Comments on I-11 Draft Tier I Environmental Impact Statement
We have reviewed the Draft Tier I Interstate 11 Environmental Impact Statement and have the
following comments. These comments pertain to the northern end of the corridor study area
(west of Wickenburg), specifically the “Recommended Alternative” corridor.
The Recommended Alternative (blue) corridor is generally acceptable except in the area from
the Maricopa-Yavapai County Line up to Highway 93. In this area the corridor is shown as
veering to the northeast toward the Vista Royale / Nine Iron / Matthie Airpark residential areas
(for simplicity called here the “Vista Royale” area). There is no obvious reason why this should
occur, and in fact several valid reasons why it should not. Instead the corridor should run
straight north from the county line location shown, or even northwest from that point and
away from these residential areas. The reasons are:
1. Residential Impacts
Bringing the I-11 corridor through the area shown will result in unacceptable visual and
noise impacts to this residential area, which already incurs the impacts from the heavy
(and steadily increasing) traffic volume on Highway 93. This residential area has existed
since at least 2002 and likely earlier, and is comprised of approximately 200 home sites /
ranches and the airpark. It is a discrete area bounded on the south, west, and north
sides by State Trust lands. As such, these impacts can easily be mitigated by simply
shifting the I-11 corridor to the west of this area – this will not create any different or
additional residential impacts as this is all undeveloped open desert terrain.
Accordingly, there should be no added difficulties or costs resulting from rights-of-way,
land costs, infrastructure interferences, etc.
2. Black Hill Tank
The blue Recommended Alternative corridor shown runs directly across the Black Hill
Tank. This tank is a pond (approximately 3 acres in size) which appears to retain water
for most of the year. As the Sols Wash (our closest “waterbody”) is generally dry, this
tank is a vital resource for wildlife in this area, such as our coyotes, bobcats, javelinas,
rabbits, and birds. Destroying this tank for no reason when the corridor can easily be
routed around it makes no sense. With minor re-alignment, the route could be situated
to pass between the existing Tanks in this area (Black Hill, Mexican Joe, Knight, and Pitts
Tanks), preserving their use for grazing stock and wildlife.
3. Terrain
A shift of the corridor to the west may well present better terrain for the highway
construction. This would avoid the Black Hill rise, the Black Hill Tank pond (mentioned
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above), and follow the gentle natural slope of the Sols Wash drainage basin to the
northwest to Highway 93. This are also allows ample room to construct the necessary
gradients and radiuses for the I-11 / Hwy 93 interchange structures.
4. Wickenburg Access
It appears that the Recommended Alignment for the intersection with Highway 93 may
have been shifted to the east to accommodate the Town of Wickenburg’s expressed
desire for a closer alignment of the interstate to the town. If so, this alignment has
missed the mark as the only nearby Wickenburg residents on Highway 93 are those east
of the Vista Royale area in the Wickenburg Ranch development. Instead, closer
alignment with Wickenburg proper would be better accomplished by routing the
corridor further east at the Highway 60 crossing as the Town requested - specifically “…a
close alignment of Corridor V east of Black Mountain north to US 93…” [See letter dated
March 28, 2018 discussing Resolution No. 2112.] As currently shown the recommended
corridor at the Highway 60 intersection is 4 miles west of the municipal airport /
industrial park and about 8 miles west of downtown Wickenburg. A crossing east of
Black Mountain per the Town’s request would bring the interstate traffic much closer to
the majority of residents of Wickenburg. The northern intersection with Highway 93
could then be shifted westward, while still achieving the Town’s preference.
Please consider these comments as you continue to refine the I-11 corridor. Also, do not
lose sight of the fact that Highway 93 will still need improvements (such as 4 lanes divided,
frontage roads, traffic circles, etc.) to accommodate the continued volume of traffic up to
the new interstate interchange, even after I-11 diverts some of this volume from Highway
93.

Terry & Karen Staley
35740 S. Caballero Dr.
Wickenburg, AZ 85390
Ts2go@outlook.com
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To: The Arizona Department of Transportation CADOT)
1655
Jac,~son Street, MD 126f
'Phoenix, AZ 85007
and

w.

To: The federal Highway Administration CfHWA)
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590

Dear This concerns All Of Us,

Ju IY 'f, 2019

for some many (far too many) months, the issue of the possible construction of
an additional/alternative interstate freeway, identified as the 1-11 {''AYe-Yi-Yi..."}
corridor has been bandied about and ye;: you foll~s still, mista1~en1y, believe that
this potential scar through the landscape

is some sort of reasonable idea. It

isn't!

Native American communities are adamantlY opposed to it Many other
populations of peop1e~~far beyond the nearby N-I-M-13-Y.s~~believe it to be the
atrocity it is [too far from any citYJ. The natural world which doesn't spea,~ in a
language you•re capable of comprehending would be most detrimentallY
impacted bY this Plan, if you onlY could hear this. The economics of the
country and the various states through which this division would be passing
cannot bear the extensive costs that would be incurred bY trying to construct
this monstrous embarrassment--->the nation seeming1y can•t maintain the
current infrastructure across the country, there is no way your institutions can
taKe on this additional expenditure and ma,~e it valid. Oh, yes, and don't

forget the National Debt now exceeds 22 trillion dollars
and is growing bY the secondm W~ ~~ re1it of
~ COUN\tYy haN~to--pCt:}' few t;'hUi? There is no rational
way that 1-11 can be built!! Drop the idea immediatelY!
MY wife, God bless her, doesn't completely share the attachment I do to the
natural world which surrounds us. Of course, she has some sincere empathY
for it, but she is also a confirmed Catholic and tends to focus more of her
attention on the matters of concern to human beings themse1ves; bless her
heart. She still appreciates my devotion to all humane considerations. When 1•ve
broached the topic of this, "Aye-yi-yi-yi- yi...... " issue, with her, she is quite
sympathetic to the fate of the natural world which would be desecrated, but
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she has also mentioned, "If it would maKe it easier to drive on the freeway
Without those big semi-trUCl<:S, that WOUid be good." "RidiCUIOUS reasoning ....
first off, the semi-truc1<:s are net going to go awaY; theY will continue to drive
on 1-10, 1-11, and any other road theY can get themse1ves on to. And then, to be
sure, there is the pending concern of self-driving/automated semi-driving semis.
secondlY, my dearlY be1oved wife never drives on the freeway anyhow, so it's
net going to affect her anyway! ThirdlY, she does believe that the cost

doesn'tjustifY the project moving forward, but she won't write a letter to
you pretesting that, so don't thinl<: she's reallY in favor of 1-11, she's NOTH! Yet,
we beth have a split mind in regards to our opposition of this regrettable (and
easilY forgettable) idea you•ve been trYing to foist on the public. cease and
desist from trYing to divide various entities <including my wife and 1) with this
detestable gambit you're trying to ramrod.
Thanr<: you for hearing me out on this issue, please maintain 1-10 in a much,
much more conscientious manner infrastructurallY, and leave the rest of the
precious desert alone for posterity. Most sincerely and ....
NaturallY,

Jefferson J. Stensrud
1621
Montenegro Drive
Pitna county, Arizona as7oq.

w.

Storm, P
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July8,2019

ADOT Communications/ Tier 1 EIS Study Team
HOR Inc./ I-11 ADOT Study
1-11 /\DOTStudy@hdrinc .com
1655 W. Jackson Street Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ. 85007
Dear 1-11 Tier I EIS Study Team:
Below are comments provided on the March 2019 Draft Tier I Environmental Im pact Statement and
Preliminary Section 4(-f) Evaluation. for the Interstate 11 Corridor from Nogales, AZ. To Wickenburg,
AZ, ADOT Project No. 999 SW 0 M5180 0IP.

PROVIDED FOR READER REFERENCE:
• The Study Area extends from Nogales to Wickenburg AZ. and is divided into three Sections;
South, Central, and North .
o South Section
o Central Section
o North Section
• In addition to the No Build Alternative, there are three Build Alternatives:
o Orange - Primarily existing facilities, 280 miles in length, 415 new lane miles
o Green - Primarily new corridors, 268 miles in length, 930 new lane miles
o Purple-Blend of new and existing corridors, 271 miles in length, 758 new lane miles
• I-11 Corridor Study Area extends into 5 Counties: Santa Cruz, Pima, Pinal, Maricopa and
Yavapai (Figure ES-3)
• I-11 Corridor Study Area extends into 13 Municipalities: Nogales, Sahuarita, South Tucson,
Tucson, Oro Valley, Marana, Eloy, Casa Grande, Gila Bend, Goodyear, Buckeye, Surprise and
Wickenburg (Figure ES-3)
• I-11 Corridor Study Area extends into two Tribal Communities: Tohono O'odham Nation and
Pascua Yaqui Tribe (Figure ES-3)
• The Recommended Alternative is a hybrid combination of Build Corridor Alternatives. It
includes the following Options:
o A - Common to All Alternatives
o D - Green
o F - Green
o 12 - Common to Purple and Green
o L - Common to Purple and Green
o N - Purple
o R - Common to Purple and Green
o U - Green
o X- Purple
PURPOSE AND NEED STATEMENT
Given the economic criteria in the purpose and need statement; the Arizona Commerce Authority,
the County and Municipal Economic Development Departments of the Participating Agencies,
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Sun Corridor, PAG, SEAGO, University of Arizona Eller College, Cochise Communi ty College
Center for Economic Research, Nogales Economic Developm ent Foundatio n have produced
public reports which provide additional, more accurate, and more current data for input into the
Economic Centers and Employm ent Densities. Given the international trade corridor
contempla ted, what is the procedure for collecting and analyzing data from country of Mexico,
State of Sonora relative to the Nogales port of entry? (EX: Figure ES-7, and 1-12).

REASONABLE ALTERN ATIVES/ TIER 1 CONTENT
Tiering is permitted under CEQ 40 CFR 1502 and 1508. The level of detail in the Tier 1 Draft
EIS for 1-11 appears to be lacking some of the required detail to "rigorously explore and
objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives" as well as provide "data and analyses ...
commensurate with the importance ofthe impact. " Additiona lly the Agency did not provide
details to clarify "the incomplete or unavailable information relevant to reasonably foreseeable
adverse impacts of the alternatives" and how the agency proposed to address the relevance of the
lacking information.
4 (F) EVALUATION
In Novembe r 2018, new regulations were adopted by FHWA, FTA and FRA. The 1-11 Tier IEIS
and Preliminar y Section 4(t) Evaluation were already in process. What sections of the Draft EIS
must be modified to comply with 23 CFR Part 771 and 23 CFR 774, as well as 23 CFR 134 and
139. An example is cited in the FHWA Technical Advisory. It states that the Draft EIS
Economic Impact should include an evaluation of tax revenues represented by each alternative as
well as considerat ion of a loss of business or employme nt resulting from building an alternative
on a new location bypassing a local communit y, including a project which might support new
commerci al developm ent outside of a central business district.

RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE
Please clarify the difference between a Recomme nded Alternative and a Preferred Alternative.
For the Sections of l-11 in the Recomme nded Alternative that are co-located with existing
highways, l-10 and 1-19, is a Categorical Exclusion possible?
What is the level of detail of cost -benefit analysis conducted for the Recomme nded Alternative
as compared to the other Build Alternatives? Under this Tiered Draft EIS, it is difficult to
ascertain whether the agency's met the NEPA standard of full analysis of the direct, indirect and
cumulativ e adverse and beneficial impacts and effects; including ecological , aesthetic, historic,
cultural, economic, social, and health. Without this detailed analysis, it is not possible to compare
and contrast the Build Alternatives to concur with or oppose the Recomme nded Alternative.
Thank you for the opportunit y to provide comment.
Priscilla Storm
PS torm l 22Yii; ll:mai I.com
520-425-4505

May 30, 201 9
Interstate 11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St., Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

GILA BEND
NATURAL
RESOURCE
CONSERVATION
DISTRICT

Gila Bend Natural Resource Conservation District
Natural Resources Conservation Service-Buckeye
Attn: Rayanne Leister, Clerk
104 Baseline Road
Buckeye, Arizona 85326
Re: Interstate 11 Recommended Corridor Alternative--Area through Rainbow Valley, South
Buckeye, Palo Verde, and Arlington (Blue line on study map)
Dear Sirs:
The duties of the Arizona Natural Resource Conservation Districts are to provide for the restoration and
conservation of lands and soil resources ofthe state, the preservation of water rights and the control and
prevention of soil erosion, and thereby to conserve natural resources, conserve wildlife, protect the tax
base, protect public lands and protect and restore this state's rivers and streams and associated riparian
habitats, including fish and wildlife resources that are dependent on those habitats, and in such manner
to protect and promote the public health, safety and general welfare of the people. (A.R.S . § 37-l00l (A).
The I-11 planned corridor alternative indicated by the blue line on the study map proposes the worst
destruction of prime AZ farmland in Rainbow Valley, south Buckeye, Palo Verde, and Arlington that we
have seen in decades. On the map it appears the planned conidor proceeds west after crossing the Gila
River near Tuthill Road, straddles Beloat Road and Hazen Road before turning north again near 341 st
Avenue.
The New York Times reported in an October 4, 2002, article that prime farmland is being destroyed at a
rate of two acres per minute. Since development usually takes place along freeways, this would put
even more pressure on this approximate 14-mile strip of farmland through this area. Surely another
route could be found to bypass this farmland area. If nothing else, SR 85, an existing four-lane
highway with bridges across the Gila River, could be substituted for the right-of-way through this area.
This item, AZ 1-11 Recommended Corridor Alternative, was placed on our District Board meeting
agenda of May 30, 2019. District Supervisors voted to send this right-of-way protest letter concerning
the Buckeye Valley, therefore I am signing this letter on behalf of our District.

Tyson Stuhr, Chair
Gila Bend Natural Resource Conservation District

Sumner, J I-3508

Thank you for participating in the 1-11 Draft Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

It is helpful to ADOT and FHWA to receive
comments on:

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) encourage all interested parties to submit comments on
any aspect of the Draft Tier 1 EIS. ADOT and FHWA will consider all comments
in preparing the Final Tier 1 EIS, which will include responses to all comments
received during the Draft Tier 1 EIS comment period, and will identify a Preferred
Alternative (either a Build Alternative or the No Build Alternative).
When submitting comments, please be as specific as possible and provide details
on your concerns and recommendations.

•

Any alternative or mitigation measure you
support or oppose and why

•

The analysis of environmental impacts and
performance of alternatives

•

Information you believe is incomplete
or incorrect

Please print your comments below. Comments must be received or postmarked by July 8, 2019.
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Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and other nondiscrimination laws and authorities, ADOT does
not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, age, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or
disability should contact Laura Douglas, ADOT Community Relations Project Manager, at 602.712.7683 or ldouglas@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as
early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
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Elsa M. Swyers
12820 W Well Pump Drive
Tucson, Arizona 85743
June 3rd, 2019
1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson St.
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
To Whom It May Concern:
The proposed 1-11 Highway through the Avra Valley is an environmental travesty.
The protection of this area began back in 1929 with the establishment of Tucson Mountain
Park. Here there are numerous trails for hikers, equestrians, and non-motorized bikers.
Saguaro National Monument was initially set aside on the east side of Tucson in 1933. The
Tucson Mountain District (Saguaro National Park West) was added to the monument in 1961
and the Monument was designated a National Park in 1994. The Arizona Sonora Desert
Museum was founded in 1952 and is considered one of the top 1O museums in the country
according to TripAdvisor.com. It is probably the top attraction for Tucson visitors. Across the
valley is Ironwood Forest National Monument established in 2000. Do people who come to
visit these natural areas want to look out on an interstate highway?
Along the proposed pathway is the Tucson Mitigation Corridor to mitigate the effects of the
Central Arizona Project canal. To suggest that there could be underpasses or bridges that
would effectively replace this corridor show a lack of understanding of the potential effects of
proposed 1-11 on the migration patterns of wildlife across the Avra Valley. In addition, the
destruction and damage of animals and their homes and the plant life would be irreparable.
There is widespread concern about pollution. For those who visit the natural areas west of the
Tucson Mountains and those who have chosen to live a rural lifestyle in the Avra Valley the
constant traffic noise along with the air pollution would destroy the beauty of the valley. How
long before someone would say "We used to be able to see Baboquivari Peak and Kitt Peak
from here. Now they can't even count on clear nights at Kitt Peak Observatory." Also it is my
understanding that the City of Tucson's major water supply could be threatened by the
highway.
Please stop this proposal/preferred route of 1-11 through the Avra Valley at Tier 1. Do not
waste taxpayer dollars with additional pursuit of this ill-advised plan. The co-location with 1- 1O
·
and 1-19 is the only reasonable approach.
And I'm quoting the Arizona-Sonora Desert Museum mission statement which in spirit supports
no 1-11 in the Avra Valley: "The mission of the Arizona-Sonora Desert Museum is to inspire
people to live in harmony with the natural world by fostering love, appreciation, and
understanding of the Sonoran Desert."
Respectfully submitted,
Elsa Swyers

,

~

Elsa M. Swyers
12820 W. Well Pump Dr.
Tucson, AZ. 85743

1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communicati ons
1655 W. Jackson St.
Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
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Elsa M. Swyers
12820 W. Well Pump Drive
Tucson, Arizona 85743

June 22nd, 2019

1-11 Tier 1 EIS Study Team
c/o ADOT Communications
1655 W. Jackson Street Mail Drop 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

IS ADOT LISTENING?
Does ADOT hear the "steady drumbeat" saying "No to 1-11 in the Avra Valley?" Will you pay
attention to what Southern Arizona citizens are saying? The preferred route for 1-11 through
the Avra Valley is a potential disaster for the environment, for Southern Arizona residents and
visitors from elsewhere, for the quality of life in Tucson and Pima County. The Sonoran Desert
as it exists in the Avra Valley is a treasure not to be lost. The plants and animals who live and
migrate across the valley would be irrevocably damaged. The quiet, the clear air, and the
beautiful vistas would be replaced by noise, air and visual pollution. The experiences in Tucson
Mountain Park and Gates Pass, the Desert Museum, Saguaro National Park West, Ironwood
National Monument would be negatively impacted.
It is known that nature is an important aspect of human health. We need to protect areas that
allow that nourishing experience.
The future of Tucson does not need to replicate the urban sprawl of Phoenix. We can create
urban growth boundaries by stopping 1-11 in the Avra Valley as development would surely
follow the highway.
The obvious solution is co-location of 1-11 along 1-10 and 1-19.
ADOT and the decision makers have asked for public input. It's coming loudly and clearly from
Southern Arizona - NO 1-11 IN THE AVRA VALLEY!"
The many Letters to the Editor of the Arizona Daily Star plus special columns should be
included in your public comments. They add further dimensions and wisdom as to why 1-11 in
the Avra Valley should not be pursued further.

Sincerely,

4 f~
Elsa M. Swyers

