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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 Idaho 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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