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1El Rio Antiguo Public Scoping Meeting Summary

On November 13, 2001, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and 
the Pima County Flood Control District (PCFCD) held a Public Scoping 

Meeting to gather input from the public on the El Rio Antiguo Feasibility 
Study of habitat restoration on the Rillito Creek.  The area to be 
addressed in the Study is comprised of the Rillito Creek and surrounding 
areas, from Craycroft Road to Campbell Avenue in Tucson, Arizona.  The 
Feasibility Study will recommend solutions to the problems and concerns 
assoctiated with habitat restoration, and to provide an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) for the study area.

The intent of the meeting, held early in the feasibility study process, 
was to solicit public input on signicant environmental issues that may be 
associated with any future action that the study may propose.  The public 
was encouraged to submit data, information, and comments identifying 
relevant environmental, historic, cultural, and socioeconomic issues to be 
addressed in the environmental analysis.  

In attendance at the meeting were: 
From the Phoenix Ofce of the USACE:
Carmen Lara, Administrative Assistant, 
Kathleen Bergman, Physical Science Study Manager, 
Joe Dixon, Chief of Water Recourses Planning

From PCFCD:
Carla Danforth, Project Manager and
Elizabeth Hill, Hydrologist

Soley Snyder and John Chinnock of Novak Environmental, Inc. facilitated 
the meeting.  Sixty (60) members of the public signed in to the meeting, 
copies of the sign in sheets are found in Appendix A of this document.

This document summarizes the minutes of the meeting, as well as the 
comments and concerns expressed by the public during and after the 
meeting.

I .  In t roduct ion
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El Rio Antiguo Feasibility Study Public Scoping Meeting
Date: November 13, 2001
Time: 6:10 pm – 8:00 pm
Place: First Evangelical Free Church
 700 North Swan Road
 Tucson, AZ 

The meeting was called to order by Soley Snyder who explained the 
purpose of the public scoping meeting, described the project area, and 
explained the agenda for the evening. All USACE and PCFCD personnel 
present were introduced.  It was explained that after the formal 
presentations, the public would be divided into two groups and directed 
to the maps of the study area located on either side of the room.  A 
representative from both the USACE and PCFCD would be available at 
both locations to answer individual questions.  The smaller groups would 
then also be asked to make comments and mark sensitive areas on the 
maps.

Carla Danforth of the PCFCD introduced the feasibility study as a four 
year process that should be wrapped up by 2005.  She then used slides 
to show the existing condition of the Rillito Creek in the study area.  
The existing conditions generally showed soil cement banks and a lack 
of mature, native vegetation in the river bed.  She also showed slides 
of more natural washes in the county and reiterated the importance of 
habitat restoration.

Kathleen Bergman gave a short presentation outlining the USACE and their 
process.  
She presented the USACE Points of contact and how to contact them.  The 
contacts for this project included: 
John Moeur – USACE
Kathleen Bergman- USACE
Carla Danforth- PCFCD

2.  Meet ing  Minutes

A. Introductions

B. Local Sponsor Support

C. US Army Corps of Engineers Process
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Kathleen then presented the Corps Missions: 
•Navigation
•Flood Damage Reduction 
•and Ecosystem Restoration

In explaining the process for the Feasibility Study, she described the four 
phases of USACE projects: 

1. Reconnaissance- Paid for by the USACE
2. Feasibility Study - Cost Shared by USACE and Local Sponsor
3. Design - Cost Shared by USACE and Local Sponsor
4. Implementation - Cost Shared by USACE and Local Sponsor

She also explained the areas that would be evaluated in the Feasibility 
Study, which included: 
Hydrology
Economics 
Environment and Habitat
Geotech 
Cost Estimating 
Alternative and Conceptual Designs, and a 
Comparison of Alternatives

It was reiterated that the NEPA process involves public input throughout 
the process.  For this project the expected dates are as follows:  
Draft Feasibility Study: April 2003
Public Hearing on Study: May 2004
Public comment periods will follow both of these steps.

Public input will be solicited through a variety of avenues including:
Newspaper Articles,
Public Information Mailings,
Coordination with Interest Groups,
Public Workshops,
Formal Public Hearings.

Ms. Bergman then encouraged the participating public to sign-in on the 
sign-in sheets and to complete the comment sheets provided.
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








The attending members of the public were invited to split into two 
groups on either side of the room.  At each meeting area, there 

were maps of the study area, one showing the study area over an aerial 
photograph of the area, and another showing the land ownership of 
parcels in the study area.  A representative from the USACE and the 
PCFCD were available at each map.  Participants were encouraged to 
ask questions of the representatives and to indicate their concerns and 
desires for the project by adding their comments to the comment sheets, 
placing labeled dots on the maps, and recording their comments on paper.  
A team member from Novak Environmental, Inc. was also available at 
each station to facilitate the session.

Three overlying themes stood out in the comments, Recreation, Restoration 
and Development.
1. Recreation:  

· Many people indicated that they wanted to see the trail 
system that is found west of Campbell continued, including 
the trail amenities like parking lots, drinking fountains, 
equestrian access points, etc. 

· People like that the North bank has paved trails for bikes, 
etc. and the South bank has unpaved trails for pedestrians. 
They would like to see this continue.

· Equestrian access was a major point, many people use the 
river bed to ride their horses and are very concerned that 
this be allowed to continue.

· Equestrian access is desired from both the north and 
south banks, at many locations throughout the study area.  
Equestrians also indicated that for safety reasons, equestrian 
access  (ofcial and unofcial) is needed frequently so riders 
are able to get out of the river in the case of a ood.

· Several people indicated that they did not want to see 
soccer elds and other lighted sports elds developed within 
the study area.  Many people indicated that they wanted to 
see the area stay as “natural’ as possible.

· People requested that shaded recreation areas be provided in 
the design- specically trees that would shade the pathways 
and rest areas.

· Neighbors were concerned that access to the study area 

3.  Publ ic  Input  

A. General Public Comments
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be provided from nearby neighborhoods, and that both 
vehicular, pedestrian, and equestrian access be addressed.

2. Habitat Restoration:
· Mesquite bosque and grassland restoration, both in the 

channel bed and the overbanks was considered desirable.
· Though most people gave a general acceptance of the 

existing bank protection; understanding the need for existing 
ood control, but would like to see other bank options 
explored in future projects.  Suggestions included planting 
banks with cottonwood, bioengineering, etc.

· People wanted to know if water would be put back in the 
river?  

· People also asked about groundwater recharge in the river.  
Some expressed that they would like to see more of this.   
However, equestrians wanted the recharge areas to be 
clearly marked because the soft ground in these areas can 
be dangerous to horses.

· There were suggestions made that some areas be turned into 
wetlands, to facilitate groundwater recharge and provide 
wildlife habitat.  

· Several people suggested that storm water in the channel 
needs to be slowed.  The channelization of the creek has 
increased water velocities, preventing the water from pooling 
or ponding and creating the temporary wetlands/recharge 
areas that historically formed in the channel. (Possible 
detention areas or areas of open water in channel?)

· There were also concerns raised about tributary channels 
and the maintenance and restoration of these channels as 
well. 

· There was a general concern that vector control be addressed 
in any areas of open water.

3. Existing and Future Development
· There was concern that the planned changes to River Road 

will impact the study area and this should be addressed and 
coordinated within the Feasibility Study.

· Several people indicated that they did not want to see 
commercial development along the river.






















A. General Public Comments Continued
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It was also expressed by several people that they would like to see local, 
Tucson consultants working on the Feasibility Study and the Design and 
Implementation of this project. The public is concerned that people from 
outside the area (California) are not familiar with the Rillito, the local 
ecosystems, plants, and desires of the residents of Tucson. They felt that 
local consultants could be more responsive and better understood the 
unique hydrology and ecology of the Rillito.  This was also expressed in an 
E-mail response which can be found in Appendix B of this document.

These comments were placed on the maps and comment boards 
provided. 
SPECIFIC  COMMENTS GENERATED FROM MAP WORKSHOPS

· Keep south bank pedestrian (unpaved) 
· Keep equestrian access from both north and south banks
· Provide equestrian access from the south bank
· Indicate locations of recharge areas for equestrian users
· Do not reduce access points for equestrians – Safety during oods
· Provide shaded recreation areas—trees along pathways, etc.
· Water in the channel at specic points
· No further narrowing of bed and oodplain
· Slow water down
· Explore alternatives to soil cement banks
· Try to get back to 50 years ago
· Look at effect of powerlines and wildlife habitat
· No reclaimed water
· Detention areas to slow water / provide habitat
· Address ooding at the bend in River Road
· Maintain Equestrian access
· Vector control throughout project
· Maintain channels and tributaries
· Restore Grasslands/ riparian vegetation
· Extension of recreation facilities (trails, water fountains, rest 

rooms, parking lots, etc.) like west of Campbell
· No parking lots
· No soccer elds















B. Specic Workshop Comments
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FROM DOTS ON MAPS
· Currently signicant soil and hill erosion on north side of river 

walkway- needs to be reversed soon, with permanent solution for 
nal design.  Growing cottonwood trees off the sidewalk would 
help. (At bend in Rillito west of Country Club Rd.)

· Christmas wash is being degraded because it is being used as a 
‘default’ parking lot near the river. As a protected wash, it is 
important to restore this area also. (At Christmas Wash and the 
Rillito)

· Craycroft wash traditional trail connects to Rillito – Request it 
remains open – important for equestrian usage, as there is very little 
access remaining for horse riders elsewhere. (West of Craycroft)

· Don’t let “liability issues” prevent a quality solution
· Need to study effect of any increased inltration upstream of 

Columbus landll mobilizing contaminants, i.e., creating leachate 
that would impact groundwater. (At Columbus Road, south of the 
Rillito)

· Equestrian access along entire wash (East of Swan, West of 
Alvernon, East of Christmas Wash)

· Equestrian paths along river  
· Concrete berms for water recharge – more or less? (East of Country 

Club where river bends to North)
· It’s oddly mis-prioritized to run Colorado River water down the 

Rillito River
· Maintain culverts better. Swan and Craycroft and elsewhere, and 

enlarge if necessary (At Swan and Craycroft)
· Affect on tributary going into River such as Christmas Wash as it 

goes through Winterhaven  (On Christmas Wash, south of study 
area)

· Formation of an earthen dam for recycle of natural water as it 
is formed by lake (Between Dodge and Country Club near TEP 
property)

· Equestrian Paths / Access throughout between Craycroft and Swan
· Water in River between Swan and Alvernon.
· No Soccer Fields (Undeveloped area south of the river between 

Swan and Alvernon)
· Restore destroyed trees and grasses (Undeveloped area south of 

C. Specic Mapped Comments
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the river between Swan and Alvernon)
· Clean up and Plant (North of the river, east of Valley View wash 

and south of River Road)
· Keep South bank pedestrian (throughout study area)
· Bridge crossing Rillito at Alvernon (At Alvernon)
· No bridge at Alvernon 
· Equestrian access (at Alvernon – north of the river)
· Horse access (on north bank between Dodge and Country Club)
· No commercial development  (north of River road at bend in road)
· No additional development (near the bend in the Rillito, between 

the Rillito and River Road)
· Already too much noise ( On River Road between Country Club 

alignment and Christmas Wash alignment)
· Horse access (On north bank east of Christmas Wash alignment)
· Keep Open (Park)   ( Undeveloped area owned by City of Tucson, 

south of the Rillito, east of Christmas Wash)
· Horse properties (South of study area, east of Christmas Wash)
· Restore/Revegetate Christmas Wash (On Christmas Wash)
· U of A Extension Farm (East of Campbell, south of the Rillito)

C. Specic Mapped Comments Continued

Land Use Workshop Map

Aerial Workshop Map

Participants in the meeting 
were encouraged to write 
comments on colored dots and 
place them on the maps 
provided.  To ensure comments 
were recorded completely and 
accurately, they were also 
recorded on large paper near 
the maps.

Questionnaires, mail-in cards, 
and E-mail were also used to 
gather additional comments.
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At the meeting, a questionnaire was distributed and members of the 
public were encouraged to ll them out and either return them that 

night, or to send them back in the provided postage-paid envelopes.  
Twenty seven response letters were received from members of the 
public.  Copies of the actual responses are included in Appendix B of this 
document.
1. What role does the Rillito River play in your community?
The overwhelming response to this question were recreation related 
activities.  The most popular recreation related activities included walking 
on the trails and horse riding.
   Recreation: 81% - (22 of 27)

Habitat or Wildlife Corridor: 37% - (10 of 27)
  Flood Control: 11% - (3 of 27)
  Transportation: 4% - (1 of 27)
  Property Values: 4% - (1 of 27)
  HIstory: 4% (1 of 27)
  *The total percentage equals more than 100% because some responses  

  included more than one role.

2. Can and/or should these roles be enhanced? How?
The predominant responses to this question related to habitat 
restoration. 
  Habitat Restoration: 41% - (11 of 27)
  Additional trails/ Connections: 19% - (5 of 27)
  Landscaping: 11% - (3 of 27)
  Provide Buffer to Urban Areas: 7% - (2 of 27)
  Public Input: 7% - (2 of 27)
  Coyote Control: 4% - (1 of 27)
  Allow unleashed dogs: 4% - (1 of 27)
  Water in River: 4% - (1 of 27)
  Erosion Control: 4% - (1 of 27)
  Keep vehicles Out: 4%  - (1 of 27)
3. Would restoring the Rillito River be a notable addition to your  
 community?

Yes: 81% -  (22 of 27) 
Yes, but concerned about cost: 8%  - (2 of 27)
Yes, but concerned about equestrian access:  4% - (1 of 27)
Unsure what restoration entails: 8%  - (2 of 25)

D. Questionnaire Responses
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After the meeting, members of the public submitted additional 
comments on the postcards that were provided at the meeting, and 

through E-mail. These comments are summarized below and copies of the 
actual responses are included in Appendix B of this document.

POSTCARD RESPONSES
My visions/concerns for this project:
 •Encourage natural wildlife to co-exist, indigenous landscaping and 
  safety of users.
 •Equal opportunity for everyone interested to help plan and use  
  the river area.
 •Restore the corridor so that it can support the birds and wildlife  
  it used to.
 •Hope this is actually done and a blueprint for other projects.   
  Would live to see a hydrogen clean fuel cell power plant at  
  the Columbus Landll using methane gas to power the plant. 
          Tokyo, Japan uses such power plants at their landlls.  
  By-product water.
 •Revegetation of Rillito with Cottonwoods and other natural trees. 
  This could slow the water ow when river is full and prevent 
  down-river ooding. Prevent zoning changes north of river.
 •Restoration of riparian habitat (really rehabilitation) e.g. mesquite 
  bosque okay. Cottonwood-Willow probably not feasible  
  without additional water.
 •Unpaved riverside trails for pedestrians as well as paved fro bikes. 
  Access to river trails after sunset for owling, etc.

E-MAIL RESPONSES
  Features I would like to see...
  •Additional landscaping with native vegetation...
  •Clean up of adjacent trash..dumping near path...river  
  bottom... removal of grafti...
  •Pave north path
  •Add bike lanes to Dodge Blvd. from Ft. Lowell to River Rd. 
   make accessing the river park safer for cyclists and  
   pedestrians.
  •Winding, linear dirt path parallel to river park for mtn.  
  bikers and trail runners.

 E. Written Comments/Postcard Responses
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One letter was received from the invited governmental agencies.  This 
letter, from John M. McGee – Forest Supervisor for the USDA Forest 

Service, Coronado National Forest, stated that this project will not affect 
National Forest Service lands administered by the Coronado National 
Forest.

The public scoping meeting was well attended and comments were 
generally positive toward the project.  Valuable comments were 

made both during and after the meeting. The public was encouraged to 
give input into the project in several ways, through verbal comments 
at the meeting, questionnaires, writing in on postcards, and submitting 
E-mails to the project managers.  Providing a variety of formats and 
opportunities for comments allowed over half of the attending public to 
submit comments in writing.

The public comments were generally supportive of the project, as both 
a restoration and recreational opportunity.  Local citizens use the river 
park for recreation and recognize the value of the Rillito River as a 
wildlife habitat corridor, as well as a potential transportation corridor 
for equestrians, pedestrians and bike riders. Improvements to trails and 
recreation, along with native landscaping has been completed on reaches 
of the Rillito west of the project site.  These areas are very popular with 
local citizens, who would like to see a similar, more restoration based, 
project continue on the River.  Equestrian users of the Rillito River were a 
vocal group, calling for continued, safe access to the river bed for horse 
riding.

There was little to no mention of any economic, cultural, or archeological 
issues in any of the comments.  Some members of the public did address 
the need for continued ood control, though many of these comments 
indicated that the public would like to see more ‘alternative’, biological 
methods of ood control incorporated into the project.

Based on the feedback and comments gathered at and after the meeting, 
this project will be well supported by the Tucson community if the project 
is able to balance habitat restoration and the recreational function of the 
Rillito River.  These goals are not mutually exclusive, as each will enhance 
the other.

 F. Government Agency Response

4.  Summary
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