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APPENDIX 1-1

AGENCY LETTERS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

Appendix 1-1, Agency Letters and Communications, contains a record of communications to and from 
representatives of federal, state, tribal, and local agencies. An initial contact list used for the purposes of 
agency scoping is included along with copies of agency letters and responses (when appropriate) received 
during the preparation of the DEIS and prior to the issuance of the DEIS. Letters and responses are 
grouped by federal, state, tribal, and local agency, followed by consultant inquiries and responses, and then 
organized in chronological order.



A2 • Appendix 1-1



 Appendix 1-1 • A3



A4 • Appendix 1-1

Agency Letters and Communication
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To:FHWA 
FHW A Headquarters NASSIF Bldg, 400 7th Street S.W. Washington DC 20590 

• :Nfary A Peters (FHW A Highway Administrator) 
• Frederick G Wright ( FHW A Executive Director) 
• Cynthia J Burbank (FHW A Planning & Environmental Program :Nfgr) 
• Kenneth Davis ( District Engineer ) 
• David Nelson 
• Steve Thomas 

EPA 
US EPA Region 9, 75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA 94105 

• Wayne Nastri (Regional EPA Administrator) 
• Blaze Nova 
• LisaHanf 
• GR West 
• Tom Sovic 

Arizona Dept of Transportation 
AZ DOT 206 17th Ave, Room 135, Mail Drop lOOA Phoenix 85007 

• Victor M Mendez 
• Thor Anderson 
• Ralph Ellis 

Concerned Families Along South Mt Loop 202 had its first meeting 
February 6th at 7:30PM. During this meeting our group discussed the health concerns of 
living near a highway. Some of the concerns were about the health of our school children 
that are attending Lagos Elementary School, which will be right alongside this South Mt 
Loop 202. Other areas of discussion were about the health effects of continually 
breathing in P:Nf-10 and PM-2.5, Asthma along with other lung ailments including the 
increased chance of getting lung cancer. We feel that this highway will mostly serve as a 
commercial bypass due to its location and the location of some of the commercial and 
industrial land surrounding it. So when answering these questions please show the levels 
of vehicles cars/commercial traffic separately to get a proper analysis when answering 
our questions. As we investigate and research the human health effects especially 
concerning our children with Ahwatukee AZ being so densely populated we can only 
think that ADOT should consider alternatives to proposed South Mt Loop 202. The 
attached list below is some of the questions that we want included in the Environmental 
Impact Study. 

1. What level ofPM-10 and PM-2.5 can the individual person living along side this 
highway (within 250ft) South Mt Loop 202 expects to ingest in his lungs over a 
20-year period? 

2. What level ofPM-10 and PM-2.5 can the individual person living within Y2 
kilometer of South :Nit Loop 202 expect to ingest in his lungs over a 20-year 
period? 

3. What % increase in getting lung cancer if any will the average person have when 
living within 200 ft and at Y2 kilometer of South Mt Loop 202? This question was 
asked due to recent findings from studies on people living in polluted areas and 
the American Lung Associations Web Page report on diesel soot being a possible 
carcinogen 

4. What percentage of children attending Lagos Elementary School (which will sit 
right alongside proposed South Mt Loop 202) will be affected by asthma from the 
exhaust coming from this highway? 

5. Will the children who already have asthma have a worsened condition from 
attending a school so close to this highway ( South Mt Loop 202)? 

6. Vit"ill existing air filtration systems in schools protect our children? 

7. Will a person living alongside at 200 feet and Yz a kilometer of South Mt Loop 
202 have increased levels of chemicals found in commercial vehicle and 
automobile exhaust in his/her blood? 

8. lflevels of chemicals from auto/commercial vehicle exhaust do in fact increase 
from living 200 feet and within % kilometer from South Nit Loop 202. Then 
please state chemical name and at what levels will they be at for a person's blood. 

9. Are some birth defects more prevalent from living close to a highway (250 feet
'12 kilometer) due to highway pollution and if so what type of birth defects would 
they be? Please use the American Journal ofEpidemiology as one of your 
sources. 

10. What percent increase would people living close to proposed South Mt Loop 202 
expect to see in birth defects is any at all? 

11. Will vehicle exhaust (gasoline/diesel) chemicals from exhaust at actual traffic 
flow rates both commercial and automobiles show up in a persons urine who lives 
at distances of200 feet and up to 1h a kilometer from South Mt Park 202? If so 
what would these chemicals be and at whet level? 

12. Will the level ofMTBE increase in a person's urine and blood living within 200 
feet to Yz a kilometer from proposed South Mt Loop 202 and if so what will the 
levels were compared to normal levels? 

Please include and answer these questions in the Environmental 
Impact Study for proposed highway South Mt Loop 202. Copies of this request will be 
mailed via US certified/registered mail to the above stated recipients. Thank you. 

David Folts 
Concerned Families Along South Mt Loop 2

1
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SAMPLE
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The previous letter was also sent to:
Mr. Urban Giff, Gila River Indian Community, Community Manager
Ms. Pat Mariella, Gila River Indian Community, Department of environmental Quality
Mr. John Ravesloot, Gila River Indian Community, Cultural Resource Management Program
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The previous letter was also sent to:
Mr. Lee Thompson, Gila River Indian Community
Mr. Dean Weatherly, Director of Economic Development, Gila River Indian Community
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The previous letter was also sent to:
Mr. Bob Woodring, Maricopa Department of Transportation
Mr. Jeff Fairman, CED, Economic Development Director, City of Avondale
Mr. Robert, Franco, Acting Community and Economic Development Director, City of Phoenix
Mr. Ralph Velez, City of Tolleson
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This graphic was included as an enclosure to the four letters that follow in this appendix
(Coover, Burke, Nowicki, Spencer-Snider).  
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638104.2 

RESOLUTION NO. 2554-306

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE, 
ARIZONA, SUPPORTING THE PROPOSED ALIGNMENT OF THE SOUTH 
MOUNTAIN FREEWAY ALONG 55TH AVENUE. 

WHEREAS, the City of Avondale (the “City”) has been presented with information by 
the Arizona Department of Transportation (“ADOT”) and its consultants, HDR Engineering, Inc. 
(“HDR”), regarding various alignments of the planned South Mountain Freeway, including 
proposed alignments that would connect the South Mountain Freeway with Interstate 10 at its 
intersection with the Loop 101 Freeway near 99th Avenue in Avondale (the 99th Avenue 
Alignments”); and 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Avondale (the “City Council”) is the planning 
authority for the City and has planned the future of the area around 99th Avenue according to the 
best interest of the community, which does not include a freeway along 99th Avenue; and 

WHEREAS, the citizens of Avondale overwhelmingly approved the 2002 General Plan 
for the City, clearly indicating a vast majority of business park and light industrial uses along 
99th Avenue and specifically not including a freeway; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed 99th Avenue Alignments would seriously impact (i) the City’s 
ability to develop 99th Avenue as a key commercial corridor, as is currently planned, and  (ii) 
newly constructed, high sales tax generating businesses adjacent to 99th Avenue that provide an 
important revenue stream to the City that funds essential City services; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan adopted by the Maricopa Association of 
Governments has consistently shown the alignment of the South Mountain Freeway such that it 
would intersect with Interstate 10 near 55th Avenue (the “55th Avenue Alignment”); and 

WHEREAS, the City of Phoenix, the city of Tolleson and the City of Avondale have 
planned for growth in their respective jurisdictions over the past two decades relying upon the 
55th Avenue Alignment. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
AVONDALE as follows: 

SECTION 1.  That the City hereby adamantly opposes the 99th Avenue Alignments for 
the South Mountain Freeway. 

SECTION 2.  That the City hereby supports ADOT moving forward with the 55th 
Avenue Alignment as included in the adopted Maricopa Association of Governments Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

638104.2 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, March 20, 2006. 

Marie Lopez-Rogers, Mayor 

ATTEST:

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney 
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CITY OF LITCHFIELD PARK 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 06-228 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF LITCHFIELD PARK, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, SUPPORTING 
THE PROPOSED ALIGNMENT OF THE SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY 
ALONG 55TH AVENUE. 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Litchfield Park (the “City”) has been presented with information 
by the Arizona Department of Transportation (“ADOT”) and its consultants, HDR 
Engineering, Inc. (“HDR”), regarding various alignments of the planned South Mountain 
Freeway, including proposed alignments that would connect the South Mountain 
Freeway with Interstate 10 at its intersection with the Loop 101 Freeway near 99th 
Avenue in Avondale (the 99th Avenue Alignments”); and  
 
WHEREAS, the proposed 99th Avenue Alignments would seriously impact (i) the City 
of Avondale’s ability to develop 99th Avenue as a key commercial corridor, as is 
currently planned, and (ii) newly constructed, high sales tax generating businesses 
adjacent to 99th Avenue that provide an important revenue stream to the City that funds 
essential City services; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan adopted by the Maricopa Association of 
Governments has consistently shown the alignment of the South Mountain Freeway such 
that it would intersect with Interstate 10 near 55th Avenue (the “55th Avenue 
Alignment”); and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Phoenix, the City of Tolleson and the City of Avondale have 
planned for growth in their respective jurisdictions over the past two decades relying 
upon the 55th Avenue Alignment. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
LITCHFIELD PARK as follows: 
 

SECTION 1. That the City hereby adamantly opposes the 99th Avenue 
Alignments for 
the South Mountain Freeway.   
 

SECTION 2. That the City of Litchfield Park hereby supports ADOT moving 
forward with the 55th Avenue Alignment as included in the adopted Maricopa 
Association of Governments Regional Transportation Plan. 
 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Litchfield Park, April ______, 
2006. 

 
 
_________________________    ATTEST: 
J. Woodfin Thomas, Mayor 
 
        _______________________ 
        Mary Rose Evans, City Clerk 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________ 
Curtis, Goodwin, Sullivan, Udall & Schwab, P.L.C. 
City Attorneys 
By Susan D. Goodwin 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S:\DOCS\LGL\RES\06-228 south mtn freeway support Res.doc 
Page 2 of 2 
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This letter was also sent to Mr. Floyd Roehrich, Jr., PE, Project Manager, South Mountain 
Corridor Study, Arizona Department of Transportation 
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RESOLUTION NO.  937 
 

 A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
 TOLLESON REAFFIRMING THE 61st AVENUE ALIGNMENT 
 OF A PORTION OF THE SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY 
 (STATE ROUTE LOOP 202), BETWEEN INTERSTATE 10 
 WEST AND 51st AVENUE. 
 
 WHEREAS, the Phoenix City Council recommended the alignment of the South 
Mountain Freeway (State Route Loop 202) in early 1985, which included the 61st 
Avenue alignment; and 

 WHEREAS, the alignment recommended by the Phoenix City Council was 
approved by the Maricopa Association of Governments as part of the Long-Range 
Transportation Plan in July, 1985; and 

 WHEREAS, voters of Maricopa County approved a sales tax in October 1985 to 
fund new freeways in Maricopa County, including the South Mountain Freeway; and 

 WHEREAS, the information supplied to voters prior to the election showed the 
South Mountain Freeway on the 61st Avenue alignment; and 

 WHEREAS, subsequent adoptions of the Long-Range Transportation Plan since 
1985 have continued to show the 61st Avenue alignment for the north/south portion of 
this freeway; and 

 WHEREAS, the adopted Phoenix General Plan has consistently shown the 61 
Avenue alignment for this freeway; and 

 WHEREAS, the land uses shown on the Phoenix General Plan are entirely 
consistent with, and dependent upon, the 61st Avenue alignment; and 

 WHEREAS, the City has approved numerous development plans since 1985 
along and adjacent to the 61st Avenue alignment; and 

 WHEREAS, the current study of this freeway includes the 61st Avenue 
alignment as one alternative; and 

 WHEREAS, the Phoenix City Council deems the 61st Avenue alignment to 
provide the best traffic service to the citizens of Phoenix and the region, of the 
alternatives now under study; now, therefore, 

 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TOLLESON 
that it fully supports and endorses  the 61st Avenue alignment, between Interstate 10 
West and 51 Avenue south of Elliot Road, as the most effective and efficient route for the 
South Mountain Freeway 

 PASSED by the Council of the City of Tolleson this 23rd day of March, 2004. 
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      __________________________________ 

      Adolfo F. Gámez, Mayor 

 

ATTEST:     APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

 

__________________________  ____________________________________ 

Chris Hagen-Hurley, City Clerk  Scott W. Ruby, City Attorney 
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CITY OF TOLLESON 
 

RESOLUTION NO.  978 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF TOLLESON, MARICOPA COUNTY, 
ARIZONA, SUPPORTING THE ORIGINAL ALIGNMENT 
FOR THE SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY (HIGHWAY 
101 SOUTH EXTENSION) NEAR 55TH AVENUE IN THE 
CITY OF PHOENIX. 

 
WHEREAS, in 1988 the Arizona Transportation Board approved (the 

"Approval") a north and south alignment of the South Mountain Freeway (Highway 101 South 
Extension) between 55th and 63rd Avenues in the City of Phoenix (the "55th Avenue Alignment"); 
and 
 

WHEREAS, since the Approval and in reliance on the 55th Avenue Alignment, 
the City of Phoenix ("Phoenix") and the City of Tolleson ("Tolleson") have made long term land 
planning decisions and have expended substantial amounts of public funds assuming that a major 
freeway would be located in the vicinity of 55th Avenue and not at 99th Avenue; and  

 
WHEREAS, based on the Approval and the land use decisions made by Phoenix 

and Tolleson, private businesses have located in the region and expended hundreds of millions of 
dollars assuming that a major freeway would be located in the vicinity of 55th Avenue and not at 
99th Avenue; and  

 
WHEREAS, Tolleson is comprised of approximately six (6) square miles, several 

of which are already utilized by the I-10 Freeway; and  
 
WHEREAS, an alignment of the South Mountain Freeway in or near 99th Avenue 

would have devastating impact on Tolleson, including but not limited to:  
 
 A. Economic and functional destruction of one of only three 

major commercial north-south corridors in Tolleson, 
 
 B. Destruction of many of Tolleson's largest businesses which 

would result in a substantial loss of assessed valuation and jobs,  
 
 C. A lowering of Tolleson's assessed valuation would result in 

a significant increase in Tolleson's tax rate to be levied on the remaining residents 
and businesses in Tolleson, 

 
 D. An increase in the noise level in nearby Tolleson 

neighborhoods and schools, and  
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 E. The possible taking of two or three Tolleson wells and the 
water treatment plants associated with the wells and the taking of other significant 
local and regional utility facilities. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TOLLESON, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AS 
FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1. The Mayor and Council after careful examination of the potential 
impact of all proposed north-south alignments for the South Mountain Freeway, strongly 
endorses and supports the 55th Avenue alignment of the South Mountain Freeway made by the 
Arizona Transportation Board in 1988. 
 

Section 2. The Tolleson Manager and Clerk are hereby directed to disseminate 
this resolution to the Arizona Department of Transportation, City of Phoenix, Federal Highway 
Administration and any other entities or agencies involved in the process of selecting the 
alignment of the South Mountain Freeway. 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Tolleson, 

Arizona, on this ______ day of December, 2005. 
 
 

_____________________________________ 
 Adolfo F. Gamez, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Chris Hagen, City Clerk 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Scott W. Ruby, City Attorney 
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CERTIFICATION 

 
 

I, Chris Hagen, the duly appointed and acting Clerk of the City of Tolleson, 
Arizona, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing Resolution No. _______ was duly 
passed by the City Council of the City of Tolleson, Arizona, at a regular meeting held on 
December ______, 2005, and the vote was ____ aye's and ___ nay's and that the Mayor and ___ 
Council Members were present thereat. 
 

DATED:   December 13, 2005. 
 
 
 

______________________________________ 
 Chris Hagen, City Clerk 
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This letter was also sent to John Ravesloot, Gila River Indian Community, Cultural Resource 
Management Program 
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