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Public Hearing
A public hearing to provide information and accept 
comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) will be held on:

DATE: May 21, 2013

Dates, times, and locations of the public hearing and other 
comment opportunities will be announced through notices 
published in newspapers of general circulation and on the 
project Web site, <azdot.gov/southmountainfreeway>.

DEIS/Section 4(f) Evaluation Review
A comment period will begin on the date a notice is 
published in the Federal Register. Notice will take place on 
April 26, 2013. The comment period during which the 
DEIS can be reviewed and comments can be made will end 
on July 24, 2013. After reading the DEIS, please provide 
specific written comments on its contents.

Comments should be sent to:
Chaun Hill, PE, Project Manager
Arizona Department of Transportation
1655 West Jackson Street, MD126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Comments can also be sent by e-mail to:
projects@azdot.gov

Document Availability
The document is available online at <azdot.gov/southmountainfreeway> and for review only and at no 
charge at the following locations:

Phoenix Public Library – Ironwood Branch
4333 East Chandler Boulevard
Phoenix, AZ 85048
(602) 262‑4636
Hours of operation: 
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Sunday: 1 p.m.–5 p.m.
Closed Fridays

Phoenix Public Library – Burton Barr  
Central Library
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Phoenix, AZ 85004
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Sam Garcia Western Avenue Library
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Avondale, AZ 85323
(623) 333‑2665
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Tolleson Public Library
9555 West Van Buren Street
Tolleson, AZ 85353
(623) 936‑2746
Hours of operation: 
Monday – Wednesday: 9 a.m. – 7 p.m. 
Thursday – Friday: 9 a.m. – 5 p.m. 
Saturday: 9 a.m. – 1 p.m. 

ADOT Environmental Planning Group
1611 West Jackson Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007
Call for appointment, (602) 712-7767

DEIS/Section 4(f) Evaluation   $125	 Appendix volume   $50
Technical reports   $9 to $550

Compact disks are available at no charge and can be obtained by request by calling (602) 712-7767.	

Printed copies of the DEIS and related documents are available for purchase from ADOT 
upon request by calling (602) 712-7767. Prices for printed copies are:
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