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Environmental Planning Group 

 

To: Rebecca Swiecki, ADOT EPG 
Deil Lundin, HDR 

 Date:  April 4, 2011 

 

From:   John Lindly, ADOT EPG 
             Historic Preservation Specialist 
 

 Subject:  Project No. STP-999-A(BBM) 
TRACS No. SW PM 999 H7454 01L 
North-South Corridor Study  
Initial Section 106 Consultation 

 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) initiated 
consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), Arizona Public Service (APS), ASARCO LLC 
(which owns the Copper Basin Railway), Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM), Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation), El Paso Natural Gas Company (EPNG), Florence 
National Guard Military Range (FNGMR), Pinal County, Salt River Project (SRP), San Carlos Irrigation 
Project  (SCIP), Tucson Electric Power Company (TEPC), Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR), Western Area 
Power Administration (Western), Arizona Army National Guard (AANG), Arizona Game and Fish (AZ G&F), 
Arizona State Museum,  Central Arizona Project (CAP), City of Coolidge, Town of Florence, United States 
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Ak-Chin Indian Community (Ak-Chin), Gila River Indian Community 
(GRIC), Hopi Tribe, Pasqua Yaqui Tribe, San Carlos Apache Nation (SCAN), Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian 
Community (SRPMIC), Tonto Apache Tribe (TAT), Tohono O’odham Nation (TON), White Mountain Apache 
Tribe (WMAT), and Yavapai-Apache Nation (YAN) for concurrence that a Programmatic Agreement be 
developed  to address the potential effects of the project on historic properties. 
 
Concurrences were received on February 22, 2011 (Pinal County), February 23, 2011 (WMAT), February 24, 
2011 (SCIP), March 7, 2011 (TON), March 9, 2011 (Hopi), and March 30, 2011 (SHPO).  WMAT has 
indicated that further consultation with them is not required unless Apache sites are found in the APE.  SHPO 
has recommended that FHWA add official associations representing the historic land use of the area, including 
those related to mining, farming and feed lots, to the list of interested parties.  In addition, Pinal County has 
suggested that the City of Apache Junction, City of Eloy and Town of Queen Creek be added to the list of 
interested parties.  Finally, SCIP has asked that all reference to San Carlos Irrigation and Drainage District 
(SCIDD) be removed from any future consultation as SCIDD is only a local irrigation district that operates and 
maintains portions of the irrigation system owned by the federal government (SCIP). 
 
At this time, FHWA has determined that this project proceed with development of a PA.  If you have any 
questions about this clearance, please feel free to contact me at (602) 712-8640 or by e-mail at 
jlindly@azdot.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
John M. Lindly, Ph.D. 
Historic Preservation Specialist 
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Schippers, Susanna

From: Erin Bodine <EBodine@azdot.gov>
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 4:40 PM
To: Cantone@ak-chin.nsn.us
Subject: North South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation
Attachments: 999-A(BBM)Ak-Chin.pdf; North-South project and TCP study area.pdf; NS_State.pdf

Hi Caroline, 
 
This is Erin Bodine from ADOT’s HPT. How are you? I just wanted to touch base with you and the Ak‐Chin Indian 
Community regarding a consultation letter that was sent to your office on Jan. 21, 2014. The letter is regarding the 
North‐ South Corridor Project (H7454). The letter was primarily discussing the current plan regarding the scope of our 
Traditional Cultural Places Report (letter is attached). Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns 
regarding the current plan for the TCP Report. Please feel free to call me if you would like to chat or if you would like to 
meet at any time. I look forward to hearing from you. Thank You  
 
Erin Bodine 
Historic Preservation Team Specialist  
Environmental Planning Group 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
1611 W. Jackson Street, MD EM02 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 712-8640 (voice) 
(602) 712-3066 (fax) 
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Schippers, Susanna

From: Erin Bodine <EBodine@azdot.gov>
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 4:51 PM
To: Peter.S.Yucupicio@pascuayaqui-nsn.gov
Cc: Veronica.L.Darnell@pascuayaqui-nsn.gov
Subject: North-South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation
Attachments: 999-A(BBM)PYT.pdf; NS_State.pdf; North-South project and TCP study area.pdf

Dear Chairman Yucupicio, 
 
This is Erin Bodine from ADOT’s HPT. How are you? I just wanted to touch base with you and the Pascua Yaqui Tribe 
regarding a consultation letter that was sent to your office on Jan. 21, 2014. The letter is regarding the North‐ South 
Corridor Project (H7454). The letter was primarily discussing the current plan regarding the scope of our Traditional 
Cultural Places Report (letter is attached). Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns regarding the 
current plan for the TCP Report. Please feel free to call me if you would like to chat or if you would like to meet at any 
time to discuss the project. I look forward to hearing from you. Thank You  
 
Erin 
 
Erin Bodine 
Historic Preservation Team Specialist  
Environmental Planning Group 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
1611 W. Jackson Street, MD EM02 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 712-8640 (voice) 
(602) 712-3066 (fax) 
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Schippers, Susanna

From: Erin Bodine <EBodine@azdot.gov>
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Garcia-Lewis, Angela (Angela.Garcia-Lewis@SRPMIC-nsn.gov)
Subject: North South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation
Attachments: North-South project and TCP study area.pdf; NS_State.pdf; 999-A(BBM)SRPMIC.pdf

Hi Angela, 
 
This is Erin Bodine from ADOT’s HPT. How are you? I just wanted to touch base with you and the Salt River Pima‐
Maricopa Indian Community regarding a consultation letter that was sent to your office on Jan. 21, 2014. The letter is 
regarding the North‐ South Corridor Project (H7454). The letter was primarily discussing the current plan regarding the 
scope of our Traditional Cultural Places Report (letter is attached). Please let me know if you have any questions or 
concerns regarding the current plan for the TCP Report. Please feel free to call me if you would like to chat or if you 
would like to meet at any time. I look forward to hearing from you. Thank You  
 
Erin 
 
Erin Bodine 
Historic Preservation Team Specialist  
Environmental Planning Group 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
1611 W. Jackson Street, MD EM02 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 712-8640 (voice) 
(602) 712-3066 (fax) 
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Schippers, Susanna

From: Erin Bodine <EBodine@azdot.gov>
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 4:46 PM
To: wdavis@tontoapache.org
Subject: North-South Corridor Study- TCP Report Consultation
Attachments: 999-A(BBM)TAT.pdf; NS_State.pdf; North-South project and TCP study area.pdf

Hi Wally, 
 
This is Erin Bodine from ADOT’s HPT. How are you? I just wanted to touch base with you and the Tonto Apache Tribe 
regarding a consultation letter that was sent to your office on Jan. 21, 2014. The letter is regarding the North‐ South 
Corridor Project (H7454). The letter was primarily discussing the current plan regarding the scope of our Traditional 
Cultural Places Report (letter is attached). Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns regarding the 
current plan for the TCP Report. Please feel free to call me if you would like to chat or if you would like to meet at any 
time. I look forward to hearing from you. Thank You  
 
Erin 
 
Erin Bodine 
Historic Preservation Team Specialist  
Environmental Planning Group 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
1611 W. Jackson Street, MD EM02 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 712-8640 (voice) 
(602) 712-3066 (fax) 
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Schippers, Susanna

From: Chris Coder <ccoder@yan-tribe.org>
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2014 1:54 PM
To: Erin Bodine
Subject: RE: North-South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation

Thanks! 
 
Best regards, 
 
cmc 
 

From: Erin Bodine [mailto:EBodine@azdot.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2014 1:48 PM 
To: Chris Coder 
Subject: RE: North-South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation 
 
Hi Chris, 
 
Thank you so much for your response. FHWA/ADOT will be sure to continue sending Sec 106 consultation on this project 
to the Yavapai Apache Nation as it proceeds further. If at any time you have any questions or concerns regarding the 
project, please dont hesitate to contact me. Thanks for your help. :) 
 
Erin 

From: Chris Coder [ccoder@yan-tribe.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2014 1:41 PM 
To: Erin Bodine 
Subject: RE: North-South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation 

Hi Erin, 
  
I am well. Regarding the NS corridor project we have NO concerns or comments at this time and defer to any Tribes who 
do in this case. 
  
If you would like further clarification give me a call (928) 567‐7026 
  
Cordially, 
  
Chris Coder 
Archaeologist 
  
  
  

From: Erin Bodine [mailto:EBodine@azdot.gov]  
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 4:53 PM 
To: Chris Coder 
Subject: North-South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation 
  
Hi Mr. Coder, 
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This is Erin Bodine from ADOT’s HPT. How are you? I just wanted to touch base with you and the Yavapai‐Apache Nation 
regarding a consultation letter that was sent to your office on Jan. 21, 2014. The letter is regarding the North‐ South 
Corridor Project (H7454). The letter was primarily discussing the current plan regarding the scope of our Traditional 
Cultural Places Report (letter is attached). Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns regarding the 
current plan for the TCP Report. Please feel free to call me if you would like to chat or if you would like to meet at any 
time to discuss the project. I look forward to hearing from you. Thank You 
  
Erin  
  
Erin Bodine 
Historic Preservation Team Specialist  
Environmental Planning Group 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
1611 W. Jackson Street, MD EM02 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 712-8640 (voice) 
(602) 712-3066 (fax) 

 
  

 
Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may 
contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact 
the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
. 
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Schippers, Susanna

From: Greg Glassco <gglassco@ypit.com>
Sent: Friday, April 18, 2014 9:25 AM
To: Erin Bodine
Subject: RE: North-South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation

I think Linda is mailing you a letter for this project, 
You should get it soon, if not let us know, have a nice Easter, 
Greg 
 

From: Erin Bodine [mailto:EBodine@azdot.gov]  
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 4:56 PM 
To: Greg Glassco 
Subject: North-South Corridor Study-TCP Report Consultation 
 
Hi Greg, 
  
How are you? I just wanted to touch base with you and the Yavapai Prescott Indian Tribe regarding a consultation letter 
that was sent President Jones and copied to Linda Ogo on Jan. 21, 2014. The letter is regarding the North‐ South Corridor 
Project (H7454). The letter was primarily discussing the current plan regarding the scope of our Traditional Cultural 
Places Report (letter is attached). Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns regarding the current plan 
for the TCP Report. Please feel free to call me if you would like to chat or if you would like to meet at any time to discuss 
the project. I look forward to hearing from you. Thank You  
  
Erin 
  
Erin Bodine 
Historic Preservation Team Specialist  
Environmental Planning Group 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
1611 W. Jackson Street, MD EM02 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 712-8640 (voice) 
(602) 712-3066 (fax) 

 
 

 
Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may 
contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact 
the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
. 





































Gtm Rrvrn lNoreN CovrlruNrrY
Posr OrrrcE Box 2140,SecetoN, AZ 85'147

TRIBAT HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE (520) 562-7162
Fax: (520) 562-5083

December 14, 2015

Karla S. Petty, Division Administrator
U. S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration, Arizona Division
4000 North Central Avenue, Suite 1500
Phoenix, Arizona 850 l2-3500

RE: STP-999-A(365)X, TRACS No. 999 PN 000 H7454 01L, North-South Conidor Study,
Continuing Section 106 Consultation, Traditional Cultural Properties

Dear Ms. Petty,

The Gila River lndian Community Tribal Historic Preservation Office (GNC-THPO) has
received your consultation package dated September 3, 2015. The Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) and Arimna Department of Transportation (ADOT) are proposing to
develop and construct a new north-to-south transportation corridor linking United States (US)
Highway 60 (Apache Junction, Arizona) to Interstate 10 0-10) between the Towns of Picacho
and Eloy, Pinal County, Arizona. The corridor study will also include State Route (SR) 24
connecting southeast metropolitan Phoenix to the North-South corridor. Consulting parties for
this undertaking have agreed that: l) the FHWA would develop a Programmatic Agreement (PA)
for the undertaking; 2) that a Class I (Records Check) would be completed for the North-South
Corridor project area; and 3) to develop methodology to identiry Traditional Cultural Properties
that would potentially be adversely affected by this undertaking.

Fifty-two (52) properties have been evaluated for their National Register Eligibility and forty-two
(42) of the properties have been determined to be Register eligible. The GRIC-THPO has
reviewed the overview report which contains confidential cultural information, and the redacted
version of the overview which will be distributed to consulting parties for their review. The
GRIC-THPO has the followine comments:

1) On the cover page, and on the next page, the report states that "All information
contained in this document is the property of ADOT." We would like to point out
that @ to ADOT. Only the report belongs to ADOT
and the wording should be changed to say "This report\document is the property of
ADOT."

2) On page 4 in the second paragraph the report states that "strong ancestral connections
and continuity." We recommend that the text order be changed to strong ancestral
continuity and connections.

3) On page 6 under heading 3 paragraph l, the overview states that "Instea4 it
recognizes the important historic presence of O'odham in the NSC....-" We
recommend that the text be changed to state "Instead, it recognizes the important
prehistoric and historic presence....."



4) On page 9 second paragraph the text Class lll reconnaissance should be changed to
Class lll intensive pedestrian survey.

5) On page 17 the acron1,rn for Traditional Cultural Landscape (TCL) appears before ir
is defined in the texr

6) On page 30 the indentation on Table II.1 needs to be corrected under the Florence
Village entry.

7) On page 5l citation 26 needs to be corrected to Cruz's aunt.
8) On page 55 at the top, the text states that 'it is difficult to recommend its significance

to the NRHP." We recommend that the text state that tle "properties' Register
eligibility status is undetermined and additional data is required."

9) On page 8l near the end of the third paragraph the text states that ..The O'odham
term {l (meaning the thinness ofa physical object)...." which is not necessarily the
correct English interpretation for the term l7i. The word is better interpreted as a
mountain that stands alone.

l0)On page 126 in the second paragraph under the Introduction, the text..unknown
eligibility" should be changed to undermined eligibility.

I l) Overall in the document, the use of the word O'odham, such as an O'odham TCp or
an O'odham cultural site, is used. O'odham is the singular form of the word meaning
an individual, a person. When O'Odham is spelled with to capital O,s, this is the
plural form meaning us, we, the People. We recommend that ADOT make the
appropriate changes for use of singular or plural spellings in the text.

l2) The Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) coordinates in the redacted version ofthe
overview should be removed from the entire document.

The GRIC-THPO agrees that the Class I overview is an adequate and acceptable cultural resource
management document. The overview sets an adequate basis for additional Class III intensive
surveys and data recovery if required. with corrections, the redacted overview is also an
acceptable document. The proposed project area is within the ancestral lands ofthe Four Southern
Tribes (Gila River Indian community; Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian communitv; Ak-chin
Indian Community and the Tohono O'Odham Nation).

Thank you for consulting with the GRIC-THPo on this project. Ifyou have any questions please
do not hesitate to contact me or Archaeological compliance Specialist Larry Benallie, Jr. ai 520-
562-7162.

Officer
Gila River Indian Community

V. Lewis
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