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Next Steps - 3.
Ultimate Corridorg;

INTERMOUNTAIN WEST
CORRIDOR STUDY

CONSTRUCTION

Boulder City;
Construct Bypass

Tier 1 EIS;
Nogales to Wickenburg o TR

Initiate; Winter 2015/16 rscon (e
Recommendations; Winter 2018/19 NEPA

| PHOENIX

TUCSON

Other Federal and State
Owned/Managed Lands
Tribal Communities

U.S. National Park Service,
U.S. Forest Service,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Military Lands e ——
les.

‘ Private Lands



Tier 1 — End Results

streams

e

MEXICO

Goal is to
recommend a single
2000 wide corridor
from north of
Wickenburg to
Nogales

Obtain Record of
Decision on
preferred corridor

Complete within 3
years of NOI

ADOT




Tier 1 — Location Decision (Corridors)

Example of 2,000’
Corridors and 500’
Working Alignments

Preferred Corridor
selected in Tier 1

Variations and
shifting of a defined
footprint within the
Tier 1

Preferred Alignment
would be in Tier 2




Tier 1 — GIS Level Inventory

Baselmo Rd

Corridor-level
impacts to resources
such as parks
endangered species
and critical habitat
are comparatively
assessed

1

u{

Dobbin Rd

Chandier Bivd




Tier 2 — Design Decisions (footprint)
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Pima County Proposal
ONE ALIERNATIVE WITH MEASURED IMPACT

IMPACTS \‘@’ INTERMOUNTAIN WEST INTERNATIONAL TRANSPORTATION

\2\/ > AND TRADE CORRIDOR:
« Right of Way , 2035 acres Q’ FUTURE INTERSTATE 11

PSRRI 1 e 2 N — J

S Draft Pima County

Owners h i &) Acres % \'s,\ Mewara Proposed Interstate 11 Alignment
Siete Thi = W, iy LENGTHS IN PIMA COUNTY
ate Irus I &

Future I-11 Option
1to2 =56 miles £\

City, County
and Federal 716 35

Private; mostly
vacant agricultural 492 24

Aerospace/Sonoran Corridor

21 miles A

» Residential Structures
47

N Sahuarita to Mexico
* Mitigation Obligation ) _‘~ 47 miles A
4,964 acres to buffer _—
public reserves and 2
protect wildlife corridors &
PIMA COUNTY

ADOT
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, Tier | EIS; Study Challenges

« Complicated
Alternative Selection
Process

— Team Selected

« Enormous Community
Outreach Effort

— Innovative Methods

— Continuous
Communication

\\ /—j
. Tier 1 EIS, New Tool \\ v
for Arizona %

— Public Expectation MEXICO
— Agency Expectation s -~
—



Current Status

I-11 and Intermountain West Corridor Tier 1 EIS

Planning Environmental Linkages (PEL) document Approva

January
February Develop Project Team (internal) / Identify Stakeholders

March

. Stakeholder Outreach on Scope of Work / A
April

May

June

July

August

September ADOT-INDOT Tier 1 EIS Peer Exchange

October I-11 and IMW Corridor; Lessons Learned

November

December

ADOT



Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)

S — e e e E.

INTERMOUNTAIN WEST
CORRIDOR STUDY

PEL

1-11 and Intermountain West Corridor Study )

Planning and Environmental Linkages
_.', Questionnaire and Checklist:

Arizona Corridor Segments

ADNT Cntract . TOBSHOON
ADAT Purchse Order Yo 5 TONEZ

MEXICO

0 25 50 100 @

Miles




Stakeholder Outreach

I-11 and Intermountain West Corridor Tier 1 EIS

Tribal Governments Federal Agencies| State Agencies Local Public Agencies

»  Ak-Chin Indian »  FHWA » ADEQ »  City of Buckye
Community »  BLM »  ADOT »  City of Goodyear

» Gila River. Indian |, BOR »  AGFD »  City of Surprise
Comrr.iunlty. »  USFWS » Town of

e o e
S »  NPS 3 P!ma County

» Tohono O’Odham Bl ey
N »  Maricopa Co.

ADOT



Current Status
I-11 and Intermountain West Corridor Tier 1 EIS

January
February

March

April
May Request For Planning Proposals (RFP) Advertisement
Public Outreach Strategy / Consultant Selection
June

July

August

September ADOT-INDOT Tier 1 EIS Peer Exchange

October I-11 and IMW Corridor; Lessons Learned

November

December

ADOT



Current Status
I-11 and Intermountain West Corridor Tier 1 EIS

January
February
March
April
May

June

July ADOT Project Manager Position Advertisement

August ADOT Project Manager Selection

September ADOT-INDOT Tier 1 EIS Peer Exchange

October I-11 and IMW Corridor; Lessons Learned

November

December

ADOT



Current Status
I-11 and Intermountain West Corridor Tier 1 EIS

January
February
March
April
May
June

July

August
September

October

November

December

ADOT



Evansville

1-69 Tier 1 EIS

e ©

o)

* 1999 Resource
agency meeting held

®
3 on tiered approach.
*x © * 2001 NOI published

re TIER 1 EIS from
Evansville to
Indianapolis(I-64 to |-

e:;ﬁ 465)

4

study bands, corridors, and
working alignments

* Study band — 2-mile
wide band within
which environmental
data-gathering (field
verification) focused.

* Corridor — generally
2000’ wide —Tier 1
ROD would select a
corridor.

* Working alignment —
generally 240 — 470’
potential alighment
within 2000’ corridor

used to estimate

impacts.

A

o

b Figure 5.1-1: lllustration of Study Band Corridor and
Working Alignment

Study area-wide GIS

Indiana Division Office

* GIS encompass %

S of state
WORKING AtiGtmENT K § :
= : - I * Working
BUSINESSES a | |gn me nts

o

superimposed to
determine impacts
during Tier |
o' * Subsequently field
SMNIML.  verified and
supplemented

Figure S-4: lllustration of GIS Layering




Current Status
I-11 and Intermountain West Corridor Tier 1 EIS

January
February
March
April
May
June
July

August

September ADOT-INDOT Tier 1 EIS Peer Exchange

October I-11 and IMW Corridor; Lessons Learned

November Consultant Notice to Proceed Notices

December I-11 and IMW Corridor Tier 1 EIS Kick-Off Meetings

ADOT



INTERMOUNTAIN WEST
CORRIDOR STUDY

Southern Arizona

— Upgrade existing
Corridors

— SR189:; 1-10:; 1-19; 1-8
Central Arizona

— Potential connection from
1-10 to Wickenburg

— Upgrade SR85
Northern Arizona

— Widen US 93 to a 4-lane
roadway

Kot all acsions shews in Las Yegas will be implemented.
Techancal actions in Las Vegas are dependent on the
F selection of ane connder rouse for |-11

Boulder ity Bypass

WICKEMBLIRG

FHOEME

ﬁ LA

Interim Comridor |mprovements
N Widen Existing Freewsy
I Upgrade Basting Highway

Conseruct Mew Cormidor
B Spot Improvements

Mo At MEXICO




Interim

Improvements

INTERMOUNTAIN WEST

e 1-40/US93 System
’ Interchange;

Design Concept Study
i @ Us93 Antelope Wash;
- Under Construction

US93 Carrow to Stephens;
Construction pending funding

US93 MP185 to MP191;
Under Construction

[-10 SR87 to Picacho;
Under Construction in FY22

‘ I-10 Ina Road Interchange;
Under Construction in FY16

‘ I-10 Ruthrauff Interchange;
Under Construction in FY17

‘ 1-19 Ajo Way Interchange;
Under Construction

. I-19 Irvington Interchange;
Under Design in FY19

SR189 Corridor Plan;
Design Concept Study and EA

LA&5 WEGAS

PLANNING

Techmncal actions in Las Yegas are dependent on the
W selection of ene cornder rouse for I-11.

Not all acsions shown m Las Vegas will be implemented.

Boulder City Bypass

T

o

WICKEMBLIRG

g

FHOEMLE

L £ TUMA

CONSTRUCTION

K

-
—

i

a— -
’-

MEXICO

19




| Progect ‘Contacts;

Michael Kies, PE

Arizona Department of Transportation
206 S. 17th Avenue

Phoenix, AZ 85007

mkies(@ azdot.gov
(602) 712-8140




