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Abstract

This Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement documents the potential effects associated with the proposed
action corridor alternatives, which identify a new approximately 55-mile-long freeway between U.S. Route 60 in
Apache Junction and Interstate 10 near Eloy and Picacho in Pinal County, Arizona. The freeway would also
connect with State Route 24 in Queen Creek. The purpose of the proposed action is to enhance the area's
transportation network to accommodate existing and future populations, improve access to future activity centers,
improve regional mobility, provide an alternative to avoid traffic congestion on Interstate 10, improve north-to-
south connectivity, and integrate the region’s transportation network, The action corridor alternatives consist of an
Eastern Alternative with options, a Western Alternative with options, and combinations of both to avoid and
minimize environmental impacts. Other alternatives were evaluated but eliminated from further study. This Tier 1
Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes potential impacts on the natural and built environments in the
study area. Alternative 7, with the E1b and E3b Opticns, has been identified as the Preferred Alternative.
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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this
project are being, or have been, carried out by ADOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding
dated April 16, 2018, and executed by FHWA and ADOT.
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Public Hearings

Three public hearings to provide information and
accept comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement will be held on the following dates:

Tuesday, October 1, 2019
5:30 to 7:30 p.m.
Florence High School
1000 South Main Street
Florence, Arizona 85132

Thursday, October 10, 2019
5:30 to 7:30 p.m.

Eloy City Hall

595 North C Street, Suite 104
Eloy, Arizona 85131

Tuesday, October 15, 2019
5:30 to 7:30 p.m.

Poston Butte High School
32375 North Gantzel Road
San Tan Valley, Arizona 85143

Dates, times, and locations of the public hearings will
be announced through notices published in
newspapers of general circulation and on the study
website:

www.azdot.gov/planning/transportation-studies/north-
south-corridor-study/overview

Review Comments

A comment period will begin on the date a notice is
published in the Federal Register. Notice will take
place on September 6, 2019. The comment period will
end on October 29, 2019.

Comments should be sent to:

Asadul (Asad) Karim, P.E., Project Manager
Arizona Department of Transportation

205 S. 17th Ave., MD 605E

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Comments can also be sent by email to:

northsouth@azdot.gov

Document Availability

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is available
online at:

www.azdot.gov/planning/transportation-studies/north-
south-corridor-study/overview

It is also available for review only and at no charge at
the following locations:

Eloy Santa Cruz Library
1000 North Main Street
Eloy, Arizona 85131
520.466.3814

Coolidge Public Library
160 West Central Avenue
Coolidge, Arizona 85128
520.723.6030

Florence Community Library
778 North Main Street
Florence, AZ 85132
520.868.7500

Apache Junction Public Library
1177 North ldaho Road

Apache Junction, Arizona 85119
480.474.8558

Queen Creek Library

21802 South Ellsworth Road
Queen Creek, Arizona 85142
602.652.3000
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Arizona Game and Fish Department
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groundwater savings facility
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Initial Site Assessment
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least environmentally damaging practicable alternative
limited English proficiency

equivalent sound level

1-hour equivalent sound level

level of service

federally listed threatened

Land and Water Conservation Fund
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State Implementation Plan

sulfur dioxide
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