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Table A-1. Public Involvement Documents

Date Document
2/12/2007 ?grﬂrgﬁ?;}yn?vezri)z%;yr Committee (CAC) formation Notice, Daily
7/23/2007 Letter from the Carol Brichta, PCDOT to the CAC re meeting
8/7/2007 CAC meeting agenda
8/7/2007 CAC meeting summary
8/7/2007 CAC meeting sign-in sheet
8/7/2007 Project Features handout
8/7/2007 Presentation of photos and maps of the project
9/24/2007 Letter from Carol Brichta, PCDOT to the CAC re meeting
10/2/2007 CAC meeting summary
10/2/2007 CAC meeting agenda
10/2/2007 Project information bookmark
10/2/2007 CAC meeting sign-in sheet
10/9/2007 CAC meeting agenda
10/9/2007 CAC meeting summary
10/9/2007 CAC meeting handouts
11/23/2007 Letter from Carol Brichta, PCDOT to the CAC re meeting
12/6/2007 CAC meeting agenda
10/9/2007 CAC meeting summary
12/6/2007 CAC meeting sign-in sheet
12/6/2007 CAC meeting handouts
12/6/2007 Letter_ fr_om Dean Papajohn, PCDOT to the CAC re encouraging written
submission of concerns to the County
12/7/2007 PCDOT Interoffice Memorandym from Dean Papajohn to Priscilla Cornelio
re CAC concerns about the project
1/15/2008 Letter from CAC to the RTA and PCDOT re CAC/Project
1/24/2008 IC_::e‘:[\tér from Priscilla Cornelio, PCDOT to the CAC re 1/15/08 letter from
1/31/2008 Le_tte_r from the _CAC to Prescilla Cornelio, PCDOT re 1/24/2008 letter from
Priscilla Cornelio
2/11/2008 Ic_gt\tgr from Priscilla Cornelio, PCDOT to the CAC re 1/31/2008 letter from
2/2008 Meeting notices for 3/6/2008 Open House
3/6/2008 Open House comment sheet
3/6/2008 Open House sign-in sheet




Table A-1. Public Involvement Documents

Date Document

3/6/2008 Open House project information handout

3/6/2008 Open House meeting boards

3/6/2008 Open House meeting summary

3/6/2008 Open House comment forms from Bonny Bass and Chad Miller

4/8/2008 Letters from Dean Papajohn replying to comments from the Open House:
Tom Danelhy Laura Steakman
William Mattausch Terry and Patricia Plog
Svein and Carol Larsen Gloria King
Stephen Schweska Robert Gaona
Chad Miller Doris Chardukian
Donald Williams Cheryl Carrig
Jay Van Echo Celia Betancourt

6/5/2008 Letter from Dean Papajohn to CAC re update on project activities

7/10/2008 Letter from the Carol Brichta, PCDOT to the CAC re meeting

7/24/2008 CAC meeting agenda

8/4/2008 CAC meeting notice

8/12/2008 CAC meeting agenda

8/12/2008 CAC meeting summary

8/12/2008 CAC meeting sign-in sheet

9/2008 Meeting notice for 9/11/2008 Open House

9/3/2008 Project questionnaire, letter and fact sheet

9/11/2008 Open House meeting summary

9/11/2008 Open House sign-in sheet

9/11/2008 Open House comment summary

9/11/2008 Open House meeting boards

9/2008 Open House public comments

9/18/2008 Letter from City of Tucson—Suntran re bus stops

10/6/2008 Summary of Public Opinion Questionnaire of September 2008

Fkk Main Street Business Assistance Program Information




Pima County Department
of Transportation

COMMUNITY
ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

La Cholla Boulevard:
River Road to
Ruthrauff Road

The Pima County Department
of Transportation (PCD.O.T) is
beginning the design process of
widening La Cholla. PCD.OT
will follow the guidelines set forth
inthe Community Participation and
Mitigation Ordinance No. 2006-
31 which calls for a Community
Advisory Committee. '

The  Community  Advisory
Committee will consist of five to
fifteen members. Two to eight
members will own property or
reside immediately . adjacent to
the roadway. One to six members
will own property or reside within
1/2 mile of the project but not
immediately adjacent to the
proposed improvement. Up o
four members will reside outside
of the 1/2 mile corridor,

To receive an application for
membership, please contact
Community Relations at 740-6410.
The deadline for submitting an
application is March 5, 2007.

PUBLISH: The Dally Territorlal
February 12, 2007
prlacholla J.m




PIMA COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
201 NORTH STONE AVENUE, THIRD FLOOR
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85701-1207

PRISCILLA S. CORNELIO, P.E. 520.740.6410

DIRECTOR FAX 520.838.7537
July 23, 2007

Re: La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
Community Advisory Meeting (CAC)

Dear CAC Members:

The Pima County Department of Transportation will be hosting a Community Advisory
Committee (CAC) meeting for the La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
improvement project.

The meeting will be held on Tuesday, August 7", 2007 from 6:00 - 7:30pm at the Metro Water
District office located at 6265 N. La Canada.

The purpose of this meeting is to orient the CAC with the Community Participation and Mitigation
Ordinance and to explain operating procedures, duties and responsibilities of committee
membership. The project scope and schedule will also be presented.

If you have questions regarding the meeting, please contact me at (520)740-6410 or e-mail
Carol.Brichta@dot.pima.gov.
Sincerely,
g ' %)1
hro ¥ e Sfta
Carol Brichta,

Community Relations, -Program Coordinator

xc:  Annabelle Quihuis - Community Relations Manager
Dean Papajohn , Project Manager
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Agenda

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting
Tuesday, August 7, 2007

6-7:30 p.m.

Metro Water Conference Room

La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road

1.

2.

Welcome and Introductions (Dean Papajohn & Rick Ellis)

CAC Purpose (Carol Brichta)

a. Role and Responsibility

b. Pima County Ordinance

Communications with the Project Team/Board of Supervisors
Electing Chairperson

EAMR/Comment Process/Recommendation Letter

o a0

. Project Overview (Dean Papajohn, Ted Buell, René Tanner)

Future Meetings

. Questions/Open Discussion (All)



La Cholla Boulevard: _
Ruthrauff Road to River Road oo oA
Community Advisory Committee Meeting e

Community Advisory Committee (CAC)
Tuesday, August 7, 2007, 6 to 7:30 p.m.
Metropolitan Domestic Water Improvement District Board Room

CAC Members Present at Meeting:
* Fred Bass

¢ Ellen Clark

* Jason Kai

* Ann Girvin

* Norma Metz

* Robert Schwartz

* Ellie Towne

CAC Members Not in Attendance:
¢  Humbert Arce

* (Carol Gawrychowski

* Andy Hernandez

*  William Mattausch

* Gretchen Ochoa

* Kaye Swinford

* Jan Stewart

e Edythe Walther

* Juergen Walther

Attending from Project Team:

* Pima County Department of Transportation: Carol Brichta, Rick Ellis, John McManus, Dean
Papajohn

* HDR Engineering: Larry Barela, Ted Buell, Scott Stapp, René Tanner

* Gordley Design Group: Barb Alley, Jan Gordley, Arizeder Urreiztieta

Materials Distributed:
* Agenda
* Fact Sheet
* Binder for CAC members
o  Welcome Letter
o Project Features
o Project Area Maps
o Pima County Community Participation and Mitigation Ordinance

Dean Papajohn, Pima County Department of Transportation (PCDOT) Project Manager, welcomed the
Community Advisory Committee (CAC) members to their first meeting. Dean mentioned that there
would be presentations from Rick Ellis, PCDOT Engineering Division Manager; Ted Buell, HDR
Engineering Project Manager and René Tanner, HDR Engineering Project Scientist. Dean spent a few



minutes introducing himself to the group and what his role would be throughout this project. All of the
project team members then introduced themselves and the committee members followed suit.

Dean began his portion of the presentation by telling the members that the essence of this project will be
to “enhance life for people in Pima County.” Dean stated that roads build community and by community
he meant getting to homes, schools, hospitals, shopping, friends, family and work. The CAC meetings
are intended to analyze and discuss issues throughout the project and for the members to not only be the
eyes and ears for the community, but to also educate those located in the project area to become more
informed citizens.

Dean stated that the agenda for the meeting consisted of introductions, a brief presentation on how a
CAC operates, an overview of the project, and receiving comments from the members.

Dean introduced Rick Ellis, PCDOT Engineering Division Manager. Rick started out thanking the
members for their commitment to this project. He stated there would be a lot of work and a lot of value
with some key elements to come. Rick said there are three roles for the CAC on this project and wanted
the members to know what to expect. First of all, the project team would be looking for feedback, real-
life observations, and would be hearing from the CAC members about what is going on out in the
community affected by the project. Secondly, the members were chosen because of the different
interests they represent, from homeowners to business owners to community groups, and the project
team would be looking for those perspectives. And third, Rick said this group needed to be advocates —
allies to the project out in the community. He reiterated Dean’s comment regarding educating the public
and portraying a positive attitude.

Rick turned the floor back to Dean who introduced Carol Brichta, from PCDOT Community Relations.
Carol gave a brief overview of what the CAC members would be responsible for during their time on the
committee. Carol first went over what each member would find in his or her notebook. She went on to
explain: 1) Each member needs to provide Pima County with feedback from the community; 2) CAC
members would be responsible for preparing a collaborative letter hopefully of acceptance of the project
that will accompany an Environmental Assessment and Mitigation Report (EAMR) to the Board of
Supervisors for approval; 3) Carol referenced the Pima County Participation and Mitigation Ordinance
that was in each member’s notebook. She stated that each member should take time to read through this
document so that they would fully understand his or her role as a part of this committee. Carol also
wanted the members to know that they would also have the opportunity to comment on the artwork that
would be a part of the project.

Carol described how each member was chosen. People within the project area were mailed an
application. A notice was also in the newspaper. From the signed applications, Dean and Carol plotted
each applicant on a map, and then members were chosen in a way that assured that different areas of the
project would be represented.

Carol said that is was important that all CAC members read page eight of the Ordinance. This page
outlines what the CAC members are responsible to cover during their time on the committee. Carol also
stated that although only eight meetings will be scheduled, there would be the possibility of the group
meeting on their own when necessary. She also said that it was important for the group to choose a
chairperson or co-chairpersons for this committee. It will become more important when the members
start to write the letter that will go to the Board of Supervisors.



Carol stated that the next CAC meeting would be in about a month. The CAC members and the public
would be notified about the date, time and place when that information becomes available. The
suggestion was made that future meetings be held at the new Community Center that will open
September 15, 2007. It is closer to the project area and one CAC member thought there might be more
community involvement if the meetings were in a more central location.

Carol concluded by emphasizing how community outreach is extremely important to this project.

A question was asked about how soon the meeting summary would be ready to review. Barb Alley,
Public Involvement Coordinator for Gordley Design Group, stated that she would start putting them
together and they should be up and on the Web site in approximately two weeks. Carol also stated that
the Web site was on the bookmark included in their binders. The members would be able to view not
only information on this project, but they could get information on all Pima County projects.

A member asked how to give information out to neighbors. Carol stated that the member could make
copies of what was passed out at the meetings to distribute or to point residents to the County Web site,
which will have additional information for interested parties.

Dean introduced Ted Buell, Project Manager for HDR Engineering, to start the PowerPoint presentation
that would take the members down La Cholla Boulevard for a project overview.

Ted started out by informing the group that La Cholla Boulevard between Ruthrauff Road and River
Road would be widened from the two existing lanes to six lanes. Other project features:

. Total length of the project will be 1 1/2 miles with .7 of those miles being on La Cholla
Boulevard and the rest would be intersection work at Ruthrauff Road and Curtis Road

. Bike lanes (6 feet wide), also referred to as “multiuse lanes”

. Close coordination with Sun Tran regarding the bus stops in the project area

. Drainage issues will be addressed at the Rillito River

. Storm drains will be addressed where La Cholla Boulevard meets the Rillito River (built in
1984)

. Ponding problems will be addressed

Dean spoke on available right-of-way (ROW) on La Cholla Boulevard. There is a 150-foot ROW; 75
feet on each side of the center line of the street. There is a mixture of residential and commercial
properties in the area and the goal of the project is to make sure there is safe access into and out of these
areas. Dean also touched on the fact that there will be landscaping in the project area. The decisions on
what type of landscaping that would be needed would have to wait until it is decided on how the
configuration of the roadway will unfold.

Dean also discussed utilities. He asked the group what utilities they thought were in the project area.
Dean furthered the discussion by stating that multiple utilities were in the area; sewer, electric, gas,
water, cable, etc. Dean also told the group that there is a gas regulator station in the area. Ideally, this
should not be a problem, but if it should become an issue, Southwest Gas can only work on one
regulator station at a time, and they are currently working on a station in Marana. The next one is
scheduled for an area south of the project in Tucson. If work needed to be done on this station,
Southwest Gas’ schedule would have to be accommodated. Again, this is not anticipated work at this
time, although it could become an issue in the future.



Ted introduced René Tanner, Environmental Planner for HDR, to give a short report on the status of the
environmental findings. René stated that one of the tasks of the CAC members would be to review
cultural resources as a part of the EAMR. During the research of the project area, there were two cultural
sites identified. The next step would be to determine if those sites were within the project limits. Desert
Archeology will be surveying the property in order to make that determination for the project team and
advise them accordingly. They will also be looking at biological resources, endangered species and
wildlife. René informed the group that no bats were located under the bridge, as the current structure
was not built in a way so as to support bat colonies. There were swallow nests found, but they were not
active and they were deteriorating; however, they will continue to be monitored.

René also told the CAC members that there were a couple of old landfills in the area. They were
currently looking at historic photos and documents to see what the limits are, and that would take some
further investigation. There would also be soil testing done at the intersection of Ruthrauff Road and La
Cholla Boulevard since there are some gas stations in the area. Noise level is another area that will be
monitored and studied. The monitors used by HDR Engineering are calibrated each year to ensure their
accuracy. HDR Engineering uses the Traffic Noise Model, which was developed by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), to assess levels of noise in an area.

Ted talked about the Rillito River Bridge. This bridge was built in 1980 and is a four-span bridge. The
design of bridges was changed in 1983 to include drill shaft foundations, which are deeper and more
robust. Ted showed a rendering of what the bridge may look like. It would have three lanes in each
direction along with a sidewalk and bike lanes on both sides. Ted also mentioned that it is possible to
build the bridge one side at a time so that the bridge would remain open to traffic during construction.

Dean took a few minutes to talk to the members about the public art that will be present along the
project area. The ideas are wide open at this point and there is nothing to present to the group today. An
invitation was sent to members of the Tucson Pima Arts Council (TPAC), to apply for the artist position
on this project, and the team received more than 60 applications. The list was cut to three finalists by a
panel of citizens in which CAC member Ellie Towne was a part of. The person chosen was Vicki Scuri.
Vicki had done other art along La Cholla Boulevard, but she was chosen because of the variety of
experience she has in this area and professionalism she would bring to this project. Vicki would have
one percent of the total budget of design and construction per Pima County policy to use for her art
projects. Dean mentioned some areas that may include art along the project area; the bridge itself, the
Rillito Park entrance, sidewalks, bus stops, etc.

Dean again mentioned the ongoing data collection and activities that have already begun on this project.
Aerial photos have been taken of La Cholla Boulevard in its current state. There have also already been
survey crews taking a look at the utilities and checking records. Pima County’s Real Property division
has already contacted residents and businesses with Right of Entry letters so that surveys could be made.
Traffic engineers are already surveying the traffic flow and the noise levels will be measured once
school is back in session.

Dean concluded the presentation portion of the meeting by stating that the design phase of this project
will take a minimum of two years. It takes time to look at and resolve all the issues that will arise during
the planning stage of the widening project improving La Cholla Boulevard between Ruthrauff Road and
River Road. He pointed out that in the early fall of 2007 the team should have the Design Concept
Report (DCR) and the EAMR ready for the CAC members to review. Once the committee reviews those
documents, they will go to the Board of Supervisors for approval and upon approval the team can then
go into the design phase of the project.



The floor at that time was opened up to questions and comments:

Ellie Towne: Concern about heading south on La Cholla Boulevard and making a right-hand turn onto
Curtis Road; when vehicles are in the right-hand turn lane, there will be some cars that will go around
them to turn in front of them: Dean said that traffic engineers are studying intersections and any
problems they currently are experiencing.

Fred Bass: Concern about how close the new road will come to the houses in that area; also a concern
about the safety of the middle-school kids who walk to and from school; cars do not always yield to the
children, and often speed in the school zone. Dean reiterated that the traffic engineers would be
surveying that area. One suggestion was that a median be put at the school crossing so that kids would
have a place to stop if unable to make it all way across the new lanes on La Cholla Boulevard.

Jason Kai: Concern about how to access homes that are in the path of the widening project. He stated
that on La Canada Drive, those residents were given access to their homes from a street behind the main
street. Dean talked about some of the options of what the widening may look like from narrowing the
median to only putting a sidewalk on one side of the street. There are many alternatives to look at during
this design phase to come up with the best one that would meet the needs of everyone involved. This
may involve acquiring properties, building a frontage road for safe home and business access, etc.

Norma Metz: Concern about her home specifically. She is on the corner of La Cholla Boulevard and
Curtis Road. Her concern was the amount of property the County would have to take in order to widen
this stretch of road, leaving her home dangerously close to the busy intersection. She also referred to
how difficult is was for her to get to and from her home turning from La Cholla Boulevard in a safe
manner. Dean commented about how wide the intersection would be once four more lanes and turn
lanes were added.

Robert Schwartz: Concerns about drainage problems. He has major problems on his own property on
La Cholla Boulevard north of River Road with the vertical road profile that the County contractor did
not build according to the plans has caused major issues on his own property. Dean said that that side of
the road would have to be examined to determine what occurred.

Jason Kai: Concern about the additional three lanes in each direction causing back-ups due to the trains
crossing Ruthrauff Road. Dean said the County is aware of the bottleneck in that area and they are
taking the improvements one step at a time. Ruthrauff Road is on the long-range plan for improvements
as well.

There was some discussion about how property might be acquired along the project area. It was stated
that different options would be investigated, and the county would make sure if they needed to purchase
property, it would be a fair transaction for all parties involved.

Dean adjourned the meeting at 7:30 p.m. letting the group know that the team would honor and respect
the time of the group. He concluded with the opening statement: that the goal of this project is to:
“enhance life for the people in Pima County.”
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Humbert Arce 1923 W. Alder Grove Dr. Phone
Tucson, AZ 85704
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s Tucson, AZ 85705 T g _ -
E Fax ,7/407 77/ o b '/,/J/””A,G‘c?i/
S/6 X
Ted Buell HDR Engineering Phone 584-3600 ted.buell@hdrinc.com
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& Fax
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ﬂ Carol Gawrychowski | 4721 N. Warner Terrace Phone
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Initial Name Agency E-mail
i Andy Hernandez 4655 N. Courtney Dr. Phone
| Tucson, AZ 85705
Fax
Jason Kai 2305 W. Ruthrauff Road Phone s 2l — S22 — S/ -
/ Tucson, AZ 85705 y;yﬂo’ﬁ/é
//Z £ Fax / Sopo. 0L
William Mattausch 2472 W. Kimberly Place Phone
Tucson, AZ 85705
Fax
Wayne and/or Norma | 4901 N. La Cholla Blvd. Phone -7y 705s
Metz Tucson, AZ 85705 50’2 0 X 3
7@ Fax NOLmA -.ME T2
}’\/L_/ rEN . CO
Gretchen Ochoa 2015 W. Ruthrauff Road #163 Phone
Tucson, AZ 85705
Fax
z/Robert Schwartz 7898 N. Ancient Indian Drive Phone 520-444-5005
Tucson, AZ 85718
\ﬂ\k Fax
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Initial Name Agency E-mail
Ian Stewart 2446 W. Rav River Road Phone
Tucson, AZ 85705
| Fax
i
Kaye Swinford 2430 W. Golda Place Phone
j Tucson, AZ 85705
f Fax
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Neighborhood Association Phone 888-2085 towebaz@msn.com
A P.o. Box 5141
/ﬁ*‘ Tucson, AZ 85703 Fax
Juergen and/or 2242 W. Calle Comodo Phone
Edythe Walther Tucson, AZ 85705
: Fax
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La Cholla Boulevard, Ruthrauff Road to River Road

Project Features
August 7, 2007

Roadway

It is anticipated that La Cholla Boulevard will be widened from two lanes to six lanes between Ruthrauff Road
and River Road.

Additional turn lanes will be added at Ruthrauff.

Approximately 6-foot multiuse lanes than can be used by bicycles will be added in each direction along with
sidewalks.

e The project team will work with SunTran to determine bus stop locations.

e Total length of project is approximately 1.5 miles including tapers required along and south of Ruthrauff.

e New Aerial Photogrammetry and field topography has been prepared.

e An alignment study is being prepared to determine the new roadway location.

e A Traffic Report is being prepared to determine future traffic needs, lane configurations, median opening
locations and turn-bay requirements.

e Design Concept Report (DCR) Report will summarize the following discipline reports: Drainage; Traffic; and
Bridge Structure Selection Report.

e Roadway design will follow December 2003 PCDOT Roadway Design Manual (RDM).

Drainage

e The most prominent drainage feature is the Rillito River which crosses La Cholla about 800 feet south of River
Road. HDR will model the river using Pima County's HEC-RAS model.

e A 404 Clean Water Act Section Permit from the USACOE will likely be required. Not sure if it will be a
nationwide permit or an individual permit.

e A major storm drain was installed in La Cholla Blvd from Ruthrauff to the Rillito River in 1984. It outfalls into
the river on the southwest side of the bridge. The outfall may need to be re-built to accommodate the lowering of
the pedestrian path if it is determined to be needed to provide clearance under the new bridge.

o The subdivisions to the east are drained with grated catch basins across the roadways at the intersections with La
Cholla.

e There are two ponding/flooding problems on La Cholla at Noreen Street and Calle Narcisco. Both of these
problems will be fixed with this project.

e The open channel along the west side of La Cholla north of Curtis will be investigated and possibly replaced with
a box or pipe culver.

Right of Way

e Most of the corridor has 150° of right-of-way...existing right-of-way plans are being prepared.

e It will be tight to fit 6 lanes into the 150' right-of-way. We will look at design alternatives.

e Most of the native plants have been removed from the right of way over the years.

e Many property owners have been utilizing the right of way for car and truck parking, which will need to change
with the new roadway.

Utilities

Utility base maps will be compiled from survey/as-builts, and then confirmed with franchises. Existing utilities
are Pima County Wastewater, Xspedius Communications, Southwest Gas, Tucson Electric Power, Tucson Water,
Qwest, Comcast, SDT, and Metro Water.

Phone (520) 584-3600
Fax (520) 584-3624

wwany hdrine com

HDR Engineering, Inc. 5210 E. Williams Circle
Suite 530
Tucson, AZ 85711-4459



La Cholla Boulevard, Ruthrauff Road to River Road

Project Features
August 7, 2007

La Cholla Boulevard Utilities:
e 6"and 12" water

e 8"and 10" sanitary sewer

e 4" gas (crosses upstream of the Rillito River Bridge)
e Telephone (on bridge in 4" PVC)

e Overhead electric (including 46 Kv on Steel Poles)
Ruthrauff Road:

e 8" 12" and 16" water
15" sanitary sewer

4" gas

Telephone

Cable T.V.

Environmental/Public Involvement (Ted & Renee)

e The Community Advisory Committee will review and provide input on the Environmental Assessment and
Mitigation Report (EAMR).

e Open Houses and Public Meetings will be held in accordance with Pima County requirements.

e Environmental Assessment and Mitigation Report per County requirements; Environmental Assessment per
federal requirements.

e Environmental Discipline reports will include: Cultural Resources; Biological Evaluation; Native Plant
Preservation Plan; Noise Study and Hazardous Materials

e USACOE Permit applications will be prepared.

Rillito River Bridge

e Existing bridge was built in 1980 and has been determined to be scour critical. It will be removed.

e [tis expected that the new bridge will accommodate 6 lanes of traffic and will include a raised median, bike lanes
and sidewalk.

e Bridge will likely have three spans instead of four to avoid conflicts with the existing steel piles.

Public Art

e The Tucson Pima Arts Council has selected an artist to create public art to enhance the transportation
improvements on this project.

e [t has yet to be determined what type of art will be developed.

Phone (520) 584-3600
Fax (520) 584-3624

wwany hdrine com

HDR Engineering, Inc. 5210 E. Williams Circle
Suite 530
Tucson, AZ 85711-4459
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PIMA COUNTY

PIMA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION w_,

201 NORTH STONE AVENUE, THIRD FLOOR
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85701-1207

PRISCILLA S. CORNELIO, P. E. (520) 740-6410
DIRECTOR FAX (520) 740-6439

September 24, 2007

Re: La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
Community Advisory Meeting (CAC)

Dear CAC Members:

The Pima County Department of Transportation will be hosting a Community Advisory Committee
(CAC) meeting for the La Cholla Boulevard Ruthrauff Road to River Road improvement project.

The meeting will be held on Tuesday, October 2, 2007 from 6:00 - 7:30pm at the Natural
Resources Parks and Recreations Building, 3500 W. River Road

Enclosed you will find a copy of the meeting minutes from our August 7th meeting. If you are
unable to attend this meeting, please call our office so that we can make arrangement to send you
any information that you will need.

If you have questions regarding the meeting, please contact me at (520)740-6410 or e-mail
Carol.Brichta@dot.pima.gov.

Sincerely,

Cézjz@f Poriontn

Carol Brichta,
Community Relations,
Program Coordinator

¢ Annabelle Quihuis - Community Relations Manager
Dean Papajohn, Project Manager
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Community Advisory Committee (CAC)
Tuesday, Oct. 2, 2007, 6 to 7:30 p.m.

CAC Members Present at Meeting:
¢  Humbert Arce

* Fred Bass

¢ Ellen Clark

* Ann Girvin

* Andy Hernandez

* Norma Metz

*  Wayne Metz

* Robert Schwartz

* Ellie Towne

CAC Members Not in Attendance:
* (Carol Gawrychowski

*  William Mattausch

* Gretchen Ochoa

* Kaye Swinford

* Jan Stewart

Attending from Project Team:

* Pima County Department of Transportation (PCDOT): Carol Brichta, Rick Ellis, John McManus,
Dean Papajohn

e HDR Engineering: Larry Barela, Bob Brittain, Ted Buell, René¢ Tanner

* Pima County District 3 Representative: Kiki Navarro

e Regional Transportation Authority (RTA): Britton Dornquast

* Gordley Design Group: Barb Alley, Jan Gordley

Materials Distributed:
* Agenda
* La Cholla Boulelvard Project contact information bookmark
* Map of Alternative E
* CAC Member individual contact sheet
* Binder for CAC members:
o  Welcome Letter
o Project Features
o Project Area Maps
o Pima County Community Participation and Mitigation Ordinance




Dean Papajohn, Project Manager, PCDOT, opened the meeting by welcoming everyone to the second
CAC meeting. Dean made a brief statement about what was discussed at the previous CAC meeting and
again stated to the group that this project is being done to “enhance life in Pima County.” The purpose of
this meeting was to focus on the alignment and potential configuration of the roadway. Dean pointed out
the rough draft of Alternative E that Bob Brittain, Design Engineer, HDR Engineering, would be
presenting to the group.

Dean asked everyone to introduce themselves to the group. He started with the design team, consultants,
then CAC members.

The first speaker was Carol Brichta, Community Relations Department, PCDOT. Carol briefly touched
on the roles and responsibilities of the CAC members, and again, asked for someone to step forward to
be chairperson. She stated that the chairperson or chairpersons would be the point of contact when it
came time to write the letter summarizing their opinions regarding the Environmental Assessment and
Mitigation Report (EAMR). Carol stated that it is helpful to have one person as the point of contact in
this process and she would offer her assistance. Her presentation ended with no one volunteering for the
open position.

Dean gave a brief overview of the project. He stated there are many disciplines in the design of a
roadway including but not limited to, traffic, landscaping, art and bridge design. Dean went on to talk
about the five key criteria of this project. They are: 1) safety, 2) function, 3) right-of-way, 4) aesthetics,
and 5) budget and schedule. They are described as follows:

Safety: This includes drivers, pedestrians, buses and cyclists.
a. Adequate timing for traffic flow and pedestrian crossings
b. Sidewalks — safe passage for pedestrians
c. Paved shoulder — safe riding for cyclists
d. Driveway access — safe entrance and exit

Options include:
1. Dedicated lane for entrance and exit into driveways
2. Frontage roads: Two-way frontage road on one side or one-way frontage roads on both

sides

Medians

Bus pullouts

Storage lanes — cueing up for turns

Adequate sight distance

Bridge safety

F s e o

Function: The operations of the project.

Looking at traffic needs — current and future traffic patterns

Turn movements off of La Cholla Boulevard onto cross streets
Adequate lane width

Accommodation of multiple users

Median openings to access cross streets

Frontage roads — reducing friction of vehicles entering the mainline
Utilities — maintaining access to them

Drainage

SRme a0 o

Right-of-Way



a. Limit property easements
b. Limit property acquisitions — leave property owners where they are

Aesthetics
a. Landscape design (currently limited from River Road to Ruthrauff Road)
b. Urban design/public art (will go into detail at future meeting)
c. Bridge — modern design, clean lines
d. Roadway profile- smooth design (rubberized asphalt — for noise control)

Budget and Schedule — funded by the RTA and Pima County
a. The public voted for the RTA La Cholla Boulevard project and its budget
b. Limit acquisitions due to budget constraints
c. Bridge — careful where placed — keep away from utilities

Dean commented that the main goal of this meeting was to discuss alignment, roadway and planning.
All the options need to be researched so that a balance can be found and the team can move forward
according to the schedule. This is important in order for this project to stay on course and on its
projected time line.

Questions:

Ellen Clark: With the occasional high water in the Rillito, is there a way to deepen the riverbed or
elevate the bridge?

Dean Papajohn: Those issues will be researched and addressed when the design is being done on the
new bridge

Ted Buell: The girders are one foot above the 100-year flood level currently; however, they will be
looking into options when reconstructing the bridge.

Ellen: There is a lot of debris in the riverbed. What can be done about that?
Carol Brichta: That is a separate issue and an order can be placed with the county to have that area
cleaned up.

Ellen Clark: Is there anything planned for Curtis Road like bike lanes?
Dean: Curtis Road is not a part of this project.

Bob Brittain talked about Alternative E, which is the leading option for La Cholla Boulevard. He
distributed a small version of the display map. Ann Girvin asked whether the traffic study had been done
prior to the closing of the exit and entrance ramps on Interstate 10. Bob stated that the study is done
mostly on projected traffic patterns into the year 2030. [Note: current traffic volumes were collected in
Spring 2007 before school was out for the summer.] While current traffic patterns are observed, the
overall study is over a 23-year period. Bob went into detail on what the map showed and the points are
as follows:

Lanes would be narrowed one foot from 12 feet to 11 feet — this still meets lane width standards
The median has been reduced two feet from 20 feet to 18 feet from the County standard detail.
There will be double left turn lanes at Ruthrauff Road — they would be as long as possible
There will be left turn median openings at Jay Avenue and northbound Calle Narcisco
Ruthrauff Road will need to be widened at the intersection

°po o



f. South of Ruthrauff Road the lanes would be narrowed down to tie back in with the three lane
section heading south
g. Sidewalks would be included on both sides of the road through the entire project at a width of
five feet
A study will be done, if the time comes that cars cannot turn through traffic from the left turn bays onto
cross streets, to see if a light is warranted.

Fred Bass: What about the bus stops? Will there be pullouts in order to get the buses out of traffic?
Bob: Stated that it was not shown in these preliminary drawings to have pullouts; however he felt there
was enough room to put them in.

There was some discussion about just how close the sidewalks would come to resident’s front doors.
[Note: There is approximately 25’ from the back of sidewalk to most front doors on the west side.]
There was also discussion about the single, one-way frontage road. Residents would have to U-turn in
order to get back to their homes. There was concern about the lack of visitor parking on La Cholla
Boulevard on the frontage road, and there was also a comment about enhancing everyone’s life by this
improvement project except the people who live along the project area.

Dean stated that they will try to balance all the elements and that maybe a stake survey should be done
for each resident to show the right-of-way so each resident can see where their property lines are and
where the project would begin. [Note: pink whiskers were placed in the ground on the east and west side
right-of-way lines on Oct. 8.]

Ellie: Where will the center line of the roadway be?

Bob: The center line will not change. The improvements will be added out from the original roadway’s
center.

Fred: What will happen to the noise level as the road moves closer to the houses?

Rick Ellis: The roadway paving material will be rubberized asphalt to help reduce the noise in the area.

Dean asked the CAC members to go around the table and make any comments they wanted so that each
member had a chance to voice their concerns.

Andy Hernandez: It sounds like a sound plan — some issues, but we are in the planning stage. There will
need to be more discussions and there will be time to keep talking.

Ellen: Since there will be two years prior to construction, there is time to discuss other options.
Dean: They can study the alignment; however, the more time the process takes with the public, the
further the project is pushed out, leading to increased costs.

Norma: There is a two-year time frame before construction will begin on the roadway.

Fred: I would like to see all the affected properties taken by the county so that the construction can take
place without impacting anyone as described; however, I understand budget concerns.

Ann: She has concerns about the current condition of the bridge.
Fred: Asked about the total cost of the project.

Dean: The total cost of construction is approximately 17 million dollars. The bridge will be made mainly
of concrete, which is very expensive and has gone up in price since the original estimates. In order to



purchase property in the project area, several million dollars would be needed around the order of
magnitude of three to five million dollars.

Humbert Arce: What is going in on the corner of La Cholla Boulevard and Ruthrauff Road?
Dean: There is a WalMart Market store going in at that corner.

Dean went over briefly what he heard the CAC members saying about the proposed Alternative E:
positive reaction to additional lanes, wider bridge, turn lanes and lighting at intersections, sidewalk and
bike lanes; concerns over proximity of residences that front La Cholla Boulevard. He stated that is was
important for everyone to be on the same page during this process; the process is a collaboration
between the County, consultants, and citizens. He thought it would be best for the members to meet back
in a week or two. This would give the team a chance to discuss some possible changes and the CAC
members will get a chance to see what their neighbors have to say about the proposed improvements.

A meeting date of October 9, 2007 was agreed upon and Carol stated she would check on the
availability of the room and notify everyone to confirm the date.
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Agenda
Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting
Tuesday, October 2, 2007
6-7:30 p.m.
Pima County Department of Natural Resources Parks and Recreation
La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
1. Welcome and Introductions (Dean Papajohn) 6:00 pm to 6:10 pm
2. CAC Participation(Carol Brichta) 6:10 pm to 6:20 pm
3. Design Criteria (Dean Papajohn) 6:20 pm to 6:40 pm
e Safety
e Function
e ROW
e Aesthetics
e Budget and Schedule
4. Roadway Alignment (Bob Brittain) 6:40 pm to 7:00 pm
5. Discussion (Dean Papajohn) 7:00 pm to 7:25 pm
6. Future Meetings (Dean Papajohn) 7:25 pmto 7:30 pm
e CAC

e Open house
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Initial Name Agency and Address E-mail
Ann Girvin 2440 W. Chris Oliver Way ann@holualoa.com |

| Tucson, AZ 85705

Phone 520-730-2920

Tucson, AZ 85705

Phone 602-402-5451

Fax 888-0642

Fax
Andy Hernantez 4655 N. Courtney Dr. Phones < _'.—// -0 _ .
/ : /| Tucson, AZ 85705 = ———— I 3 E
/plly [l o s / |
v ”‘“\\_____/’ o AU 7= -
Jason Kai 2305 W. Ruthrauff Road jasonukai@yahoo.com

William Mattausch

2472 W. Kimberly Place
Tucson, AZ 85705

Phone

Fax

Wayne and/or Norma
Metz

2\

4901 N. La Cholla Blvd.
Tucson, AZ 85705

Phone 520-887-0553

norma.metz@msn.com

WY’ Fax
|
Gretchen Ochoa 2015 W. Ruthrauff Road #163 Phone
Tucson, AZ 85705
Fax

Page 2



Initial Name

La Cholla Boulevard: River R d to Ruthrauff Road

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting
Sign-In Sheet
Tuesday, October 2, 2007

Agency and Address

Regional
Transportation
Authority

E-mail

Robert Schwartz

N

7898 N. Ancient Indian Drive
Tucson, AZ 85718

Phone 520-444-5005

Yy 4 Fax
Ian Stewart 2446 W. Rav River Road Phone
Tucson, AZ 85705
Fax
Kaye Swinford 2430 W. Golda Place Phone
Tucson, AZ 85705 - =
Fax

Ellie Towne

Flowing Wells Neighborhood Association
P.o. Box 5141

Phone 888-2085

towebaz@msn.com

A Tucson, AZ 85703 Fax
Juergen and/or 2242 W. Calle Comodo Phone
Edythe Walther Tucson, AZ 85705 —

Fax
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Humbert Arce 1923 W. Alder Grove Dr. Phone ,2 5.7 _ = , -
/| / Tucson, AZ 85704 SRl AT Y &5
/.ﬂ Fax i
// LAREY <
Bonny Bass 2101 W Calle Narciso Phone 293-6841
Tucson, AZ 85705 —
Fax
| Ny Fred Bass 2101 W. Calle Narciso Phone 407-3767 fred.bass@wwm.pima.gov
- Tucson, AZ 85705
= Fax 407-3768
\’\"—.J
Ted Buell HDR Engineering Phone 584-3600 ted.buell@hdrinc.com
_ R 5210 E Williams Cir Ste 530 —
Tuw s Tucson, AZ 85711 Fax 584-3632
Ellen Clark 2465 W. Diamond Street Phone 520-293-7769
Tucson, AZ 85705
Fax
Carol Gawrychowski | 4721 N. Warner Terrace Phone
Tucson, AZ 85705
Fax
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Ruthruaff Road to River Road b

Agenda

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #3

Tuesday, October 9, 2007

6-7:30 p.m.

Pima County Department of Natural Resources Parks and Recreation

La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
1. Welcome and Introductions (Dean Papajohn) 6:00 pm to 6:10 pm

2. Project Update (Ted Buell) 6:10 pm to 6:20 pm

e Activities completed and on-going
e Activities dependent on roadway alignment

3. CAC Feedback from Neighbors (CAC, Dean Papajohn, Bob Brittain, Ted Buell)
e Ordinance: 10.56.030 General Considerations and 10.56.220 CAC - Review
e Design criteria: Safety, Function, ROW, Aesthetics, Budget and Schedule
e Summarize design needs
[ )

Discussion 6:10 pm to 6:55 pm
4. Future Meetings (Dean Papajohn) 6:55 pm to 7:00 pm
e CAC

e Open house
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Community Advisory Committee (CAC)
Tuesday, Oct. 9, 2007, 6 to 7:30 p.m.

CAC Members Present at Meeting:
¢  Humbert Arce

* Fred Bass

* Ann Girvin

* Norma Metz

*  Wayne Metz

* Ellie Towne

CAC Members Not in Attendance:
¢ Ellen Clark

* (Carol Gawrychowski

* Andy Hernandez

¢ Jason Kai

*  William Mattausch

* Gretchen Ochoa

* Kaye Swinford

* Jan Stewart

* Robert Schwartz

Attending from Project Team:

*  Pima County Department of Transportation (PCDOT): Carol Brichta, Rick Ellis,
Dean Papajohn

* Pima County Department of Public Works; Real Property: Greg Foster, Kelley Hall

e HDR Engineering: Larry Barela, Bob Brittain, Ted Buell

¢ Kimley-Horn and Associates: Mary Rodin

* Gordley Design Group: Barb Alley, Jan Gordley

Materials Distributed:
* Agenda
* Map with Alternative E
* CAC Member individual contact sheet
* Binder for CAC members:
o  Welcome Letter
o Project Features
o Project Area Maps
o Pima County Community Participation and Mitigation Ordinance

Dean Papajohn, Project Manager, PCDOT welcomed the CAC members and the public to the meeting.
He stated that this meeting was being held as a follow-up to the previous week’s meeting and the format



would be a round table discussion rather than a presentation. The team members, CAC members, and
the public made introductions.

Ted Buell, Project Manager, HDR Engineering, gave a brief update on the status of the project. The
following tasks have been completed or are in progress:

* Mapping and surveys on adjacent properties along the project corridor

* Testing for hazardous materials

* Utility mapping

e Traffic reports

* Noise monitoring (monitoring the existing noise levels)

* Roadway alignment study

* Drainage

* Bridge research
Ted stated that a draft of the Design Concept Report (DCR) would include the information from these
tasks.

There are several activities dependent on roadway alignment according to Ted, and they are as follows,
along with the timeframe that has been planned for these activities to take place:

* Roadway alignment — as soon as possible

* Open house to present the alignment to the public — about a month after an alignment has been

identified

* Environmental Assessment and Mitigation Report (EAMR) — drafted by February 2008

* Soil testing for the bridge and roadway — targeted for February 2008

* Roadway plans for design and elevation — end of 2009 or January 2010
Dean stated that choosing an alignment is critical for this project to be able to move forward.

Dean went on to talk about the positives that the team heard from CAC members at the Oct. 2, 2007
meeting. He stated that he heard the CAC members liked proposed sidewalks, bus pullouts, turn lanes,
median openings and bridge improvement. The area of concern seemed to be the approximate 1,000-foot
stretch where homes are adjacent to the widening project. Dean stated he had wanted the CAC members
to have time to think about the proposed alignment for a while and have a chance to talk with neighbors
to get their input on Alignment E, the proposed alignment.

Dean asked Carol to comment on the debris in the Rillito River that was a concern brought up by some
CAC members from the previous meeting. Carol stated that she needed to know the specific area and the
debris that needs to be cleaned up, and then she would contact the Pima County Flood Control District.
They would send out a representative from their department to survey the area and put in a request for
cleanup. She asked that the CAC members approach her after the meeting, so that she could take down
the information and start the process.

Mary Rodin, Traffic Planner, Kimley-Horn and Associates, gave a brief report of the traffic study. She
stated that the report was based on traffic forecasts for the year 2030, which were obtained from the
Pima Association of Governments (PAG). PAG does travel forecasting for the entire Tucson region. The
PAG model, based on the Regional Transportation Plan (RTA), assumes that La Cholla Boulevard
would become a major north/south parkway from Tangerine Road south to Interstate 10 (I-10). The I-10
connection would be made using Ruthrauff Road.



Dean pointed out that in the Community Participation and Mitigation Ordinance there is a section that
states the project must follow the PAG model. The design team is doing its best to balance the
guidelines set forth by PAG with the County and team’s ideas with input from CAC members.

Questions were brought up regarding funding, and Dean stated that there were no additional funds for
this project. The 17 million dollars that was budgeted for this project is what the team has to work with.

Dean also stated that he had pictures to pass around that showed the Right-Of-Way (ROW) lines staked
by whiskers (a pink fuzzy on the top of a stake driven into the ground). Since the CAC members wanted
to know exactly where the ROW lines were in relation to their property, the team felt the ROW being
staked for the affected properties along the project area would be beneficial to the homeowners.

Dean opened up the discussion to the CAC members for their comments, and then expressed the desire
to hear comments from the public that came to share their thoughts and ideas.

Fred Bass requested hearing the other options that were not presented.

Bob Brittain, HDR Engineering, gave a brief overview of the alternatives that were not discussed at
earlier meetings. They are as follows:

Alternative A: Buys the adjacent residential properties on the east side of the road, portions of some
business properties and shifts the roadway to the east

Pro — this option allows for a 30-foot wide two-way frontage road, potential noise wall and extra room
on the west side of La Cholla Boulevard, and a 16-foot median

Con — the cost to purchase these properties would involve an additional cost of 4.3 million dollars or
more

Alternative B: Buys the adjacent residential properties on the west side of the road and moves the
roadway to the west

Pro — same as option A — except the extra room would be on the east side of La Cholla Boulevard

Con — the cost to purchase these properties would involve an additional cost of 3.6 million dollars or
more. The number of properties needed to buy on this side would be less than on Alternative A.

Also, this option would have to take the existing well and move it (It can only move within 500 feet of
its existing site).

Alternative C: Instead of a frontage road, this option would simply add an additional lane to the roadway
for residents to turn directly in and out of their homes

Pro —none

Con — not considered a safe option if vehicles back out onto La Cholla

Alternative D: Buys residences only on both sides that have driveways directly on La Cholla Boulevard
and widens the road from its existing center line

Pro — roadway centerline can remain in the center of the existing right-of-way

Con — still expensive at a cost of 3.6 million dollars or more that is not in the budget

Alternative F: Buys every other residential property in order to have room to put circular drives in at the
homes that are left; this will allow for those residents to safely exit and enter their properties off La
Cholla Boulevard without a frontage road

Pro — safe access, reduces number of residences to purchase



Con — additional budget still required; every other property would be County-owned; question remains
as to who would maintain that property.

Bob briefly went over Alternative E — Not purchasing any property. City of Tucson well site is not
disturbed. This option provides adequate lane width of 11 feet and median width of 18 feet, one-lane
frontage roads and allows for safe access to residences.

Humbert Arce: Which alternative is more schedule-friendly?

Bob stated that they all have their issues, so they all involve about the same time frame. Those
alternatives that would require purchasing property could potentially take a little longer due to the
acquisition process.

Dean made the statement that the RTA’s plan was for a six-lane roadway, which was voted on, and the
six lanes are what are needed for future growth in the area. He also said that acquisitions on this project
were not possible due to the budget constraints.

Some of the CAC members and others in attendance were concerned about the noise, reduced speed
needed for six lanes of traffic and the safety of children playing in their front yards so close to the road,
and the loss of parking; residents are currently using the street in front of their homes and that will no
longer be available. The team stated that the noise would be buffered by the fact that the frontage road
would be between the homes and the throughway. It was also stated that René Tanner, HDR
Engineering, would be reporting at a future meeting on the noise study and the reduction of noise by
using rubberized asphalt.

The other concerns brought up by the CAC members had to do with the socioeconomic status of the
residents in the project area. The CAC members feel that because they are at a lower income level than
those on some of the other County projects, the decision makers at upper levels in the County are not
hearing their concerns. The CAC members feel that the County set precedents because they have
purchased homes throughout the County on other projects — but it was not provided for in the budget for
this project. The CAC members are also concerned about the safety of children crossing La Cholla
Boulevard from the middle school.

Dean suggested that if the CAC members wish to communicate their concerns to others at a higher level
in the County, they could draft a letter, outlining their concerns, which he could present to his superiors.
The CAC members agreed that would be a good idea.

The issues brought up by the public were as follows:
*  Why were they not told of these proposed plans? The team stated that this project has been
talked about for many years, has been of public record and had been voted on by the public.
* The bridge was not widened as originally planned because funds were shifted to other projects.
The team stated that the County is no longer operating in that manner, and funds allocated for a
project will stay for that project and within the budget that was set forth.

Fred Bass was chosen as the chairman for the CAC. The members decided to meet Monday, Oct. 15,
2007 to draft their letter.

Dean adjourned the meeting.
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PIMA COUNTY

PIMA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION W
N

201 NORTH STONE AVENUE, THIRD FLOOR
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85701-1207

PRISCILLA S. CORNELIO, P. E. (520) 740-6410
DIRECTOR FAX (520) 740-6439

November 23, 2007

Re: La Cholla: River Road to Ruthrauff Road
Community Advisory Meeting (CAC)

Dear CAC Members:

The Pima County Department of Transportation will be hosting a Community Advisory Committee
(CAC) meeting for the La Cholla: River Road to Ruthrauff Road improvement project.

The meeting will be held on Thursday, December 6, 2007 from 6:00 - 7:30pm at the Ellie Towne
Flowing Wells Community Center, 1660 W. Ruthrauff Road.

If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call our office so that we can make arrangements
to send you any information that you will need.

If you have questions regarding the meeting, please contact me at (520)740-6410 or e-mail
Carol.Brichta@dot.pima.gov.

Sincerely, ‘ ;
nsl MA/ 9

Carol Brichta
Community Relations
Program Coordinator

¢ Annabelle Quihuis - Community Relations Manager
Dean Pappajohn Project Manager
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Agenda

La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting
Thursday Dec. 6, 2007

6-7:30 p.m.

Ellie Towne Community Center

6:00 Welcome and Introductions
6:10 Agenda and meeting format
6:15 Committee and community concerns
Previously stated
Additional
Prioritize
6:45 Discussion regarding CAC concerns
7:15 Project update
7:20 Next Steps
DCR and EAMR
Public Involvement:
Individuals
CAC
General Public

7:30 Adjourn meeting

Team will remain for individual questions

Regional
Transportation
Authority



Community Advisory Committee (CAC)
Thursday, Dec. 6, 2007
6:00 to 7:30 p.m.

Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center

CAC Members Present at Meeting:

Fred Bass
Ellen Currey
Ann Girvin
Norma Metz
Wayne Metz
Ellie Towne
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Andy Hernandez
Jason Kai

William Mattausch
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Ian Stewart

Robert Schwartz
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Pima County Department of Transportation (PCDOT): Carol Brichta, Dean Papajohn
HDR Engineering: Larry Barela, Ted Buell, Bethy McGehee, Scott Stapp, René Tanner

Gordley Design Group: Barb Alley, Jan Gordley

Attending from the public:

Timothy & Jamie Barrett
Bonny Bass

Marsha Brendlinger
James Brendlinger

Bill Erickson

Norman Franzen

Robert Gaona

Marvin Horn

Steve Schweska

Materials Distributed:

Agenda

Fact Sheet

Travel Demand Volume Data for the project area
Meeting Minutes from 10/09/07 CAC Meeting



Dean Papajohn, Project Manager, PCDOT, welcomed the CAC members and the public to the meeting. All who
attended made introductions and Dean stated that the purpose of this CAC meeting was for the committee
members to focus on the aspects of the project and the tasks that the CAC is charged with and responsible for.
Dean told the group that the team members would stay after the meeting was adjourned in order to answer
individual questions including those from members of the audience. Dean turned the meeting over to Jan Gordley,
Gordley Design Group, to review the agenda and facilitate the meeting.

Jan stated the purpose of her facilitating the meeting was so that Dean and the rest of the team could really focus
on what the members were saying about the issues and concerns. Prior to the meeting, Jan had checked with Dean
and Fred Bass, chair of the CAC, to see what their goals were for the meeting.

In Jan’s discussion with Fred, she found that he had three concerns. Those concerns were traffic, noise and
drainage. The team was prepared to give an update on those three areas, and to address other concerns the
members had.

Jan took this time to go over an exercise that would allow individuals, including the public, to participate and
voice their concerns. Categories of concerns were written on white paper and taped to the wall. The categories
chosen were based on discussion at the previous CAC meeting, namely: Safety, Noise, Access, Parking, Visual
and Other. Each CAC member was given pink paper while the public received blue paper. Each person was given
the opportunity to write down their major concerns and tape them on the relevant white concerns paper. After that
exercise was complete, the group was given three dots to put on the issues that were most important to the
individual. Once this exercise was over, everyone took their seats and Jan went over the results.

Jan asked Ted to speak a few minutes on lane width, which was a concern under safety. Ted Buell, Project
Manager, HDR Engineering, stated that the width of the lanes met the requirements of the American Association
of State Highway & Transportation Officials (AASHTO), which governs the design of the roadway. The lane
width acceptable by AASHTO’s standards is 10-12 feet. In this project, the projected lane width would be 11 feet,
which is within the guidelines. Fred’s issue with the 11-foot lane width relates to the large number of semi tractor-
trailers that travel La Cholla Boulevard and Fred feels the 11-foot lanes will be a safety issue. Fred stated that he
is aware of the budget constraints and voiced that this stretch of road needed to be built with the safety of drivers
and pedestrians in mind. Fred also stated that this area should be widened to match what had been done farther
north on La Cholla Boulevard in another widening project. Dean stated that the traffic projections for the year
2030 suggested a pavement cross-section between four and six lanes. Because of this, a six-lane section provides
extra space for vehicles resulting in less benefit for 12-foot lanes. La Cholla Boulevard north of River Road has
10-foot wide paved shoulders for bikes. However, the County has learned that vehicles start driving in the
shoulders or using it for turn lanes if the shoulders are that wide, which introduces conflicts between bicycle use
and motorized vehicle use. The new bike lanes would be limited to five to six feet in order to avoid that problem
in the future. At that point, Jan asked to move forward with some other concerns.

Dean commented on safety and asked Ted to talk about a High-intensity Activated crossWalK (HAWK) crossing.
This is a crossing signal that is activated when there is a pedestrian present. They push a button that begins a
yellow flashing light that turns to a red light so that a pedestrian can cross at the specified location. One of the
guidelines for installing a HAWK crossing is 20 pedestrians per hour crossing the street during a peak time of
day. Ted stated that to install a HAWK crossing is approximately $100,000 and if the volume of pedestrians is not
what was anticipated, drivers will learn to ignore the crossing, causing another safety issue. Ellie Towne asked
when a decision would be made about the crossing and Dean stated that would be determined after the roadway
was built. Ellie wondered how pedestrians would cross the street to get to the southbound bus stop. A study
would be done to determine what would be best for that area; however, the team could also recommend what they
feel would work best. Dean stated that no matter which roadway alignment is chosen for this project, pedestrians
would have a safe place to cross the street at the signalized intersections.



Scott Stapp, Environmental Manager, HDR, gave a brief overview of noise and how it is measured. He reviewed
some basic noise concepts including dBA — decibels within the range of human hearing, Leq — average sound
level and NAC — Noise Abatement Criteria. Scott stated that to require consideration of mitigation with sound
barriers, the sound level must be above 66 dBA. Scott explained that up to 66 dBA, people could hold a normal
conversation without having to raise their voices. Once above that number, mitigation is generally sought to help
reduce the noise level. There are three places where roadway noise comes from: tires hitting the pavement, engine
noise and exhaust. Criteria for assessing noise mitigation includes whether it is Feasible in terms of topography,
geometry, drainage and safety, whether it is Reasonable in terms of cost per benefited receiver and if it is wanted
by the affected property owners.

In Scott’s presentation, he stated that landscaping was not enough to substantially lessen noise levels and noise
walls only work where drainage, safety (sight distances) and continuous walls are provided. When a wall is not
continuous (i.e. breaks in a wall to allow people access to their driveways), the noise will enter through the
opening and render the wall ineffective. The best method of lowering noise in this situation is through rubberized
asphalt. The increase in noise that may occur through year 2030 due to the increased traffic should not amount to
more than three-dBA. A three-dBA reduction is generally allowed when using rubberized asphalt. Scott also let
the group know that monitoring of existing noise levels had already been done and a report will be prepared
projecting the noise levels to the year 2030. All of the data will be analyzed and a recommendation will be made
based on the information that was determined by the noise study. Scott stated that he couldn’t move forward with
his study until the final alignment and roadway profile are determined.

Ted stated that the traffic report was in draft form and would be completed shortly. He passed out the travel
demand numbers so that the committee could see where the volume is now and what the projected numbers would
be for 2030. On this section of La Cholla Boulevard, traffic volumes currently range from 23,000-28,000 vehicles
per day, with traffic volumes for 2030 predicted at 41,000-44,000 vehicles per day.

Ted and Dean reported on the status of the drainage study letting the members know that drainage goes hand in
hand with the design, so that process is on hold until they are able to move forward in the design process.

Jan suggested the members each take a turn to go over their main concerns, one more time, for the team.

Norma Metz: No more comments at that time.

Wayne Metz: Voiced displeasure with Alternative E and wanted the County to look at some of the other
alternatives that he feels are a better fit for this improvement project. Wayne feels the county should pick the best
option for this project, and if the money isn’t available, they should wait until more funds could be allocated.

Fred Bass: The road should be built with the best option for the project.

Ellie Towne: She voiced some concerns about where the residents would have to U-turn safely in order to get on
the frontage road to access their homes. Ellie also had a question about the bridge and its height and width.

Ann Girvin: Her comment was to restate that she was not a homeowner and would not be directly affected by the
project. However, she voiced her concern for the residents that will be directly affected by the widening of La

Cholla Boulevard and stated she would support the decision they felt was right.

Ellen Currey: She stated that she had lived in Pima County since 1969 and wanted to see this project done
correctly.

Ted stated that they would take specific questions from the public following the CAC portion of the meeting.

Jan discussed what the CAC’s role was in moving this process forward. She reiterated that it was extremely
important for anyone who had a concern to write a letter to Pima County so that the County was aware of specific



concerns that either the group or individuals had. Jan let the members know that the public process was important
and the County had made a commitment to this project.

Carol Brichta, Community Relations, PCDOT, wrote the contact information for PCDOT’s management on a flip
chart for members and the public at the meeting to write their letters to Priscilla Cornelio, Transportation Director,

PCDOT, 201 N. Stone Ave., Tucson, AZ, 85701, so that she could see their concerns and issues in writing.

Jan indicated the project was ready for a public meeting and that one would be scheduled after the first of the
year.

Dean distributed a project fact sheet and the meeting was adjourned.

The team stayed for individual questions and comments from the public as well as CAC members.
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Humbert Arce
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Tucson, AZ 85704

Phone 293-3156
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SN

Tucson, AZ 85705
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Tucson, AZ 85705 -
— ; - v =
/j ) ; ;f/. /<l ¢ /f‘? U/(_[f/ Fax 407-3768
ﬁjllen? Clark | 2465 W. Diamond Street Phone 520-293-7769

? ’(,UE,P\E\J Fax
::i,<ffffi:‘ |
J
Carol Gawrychowski [4721 N. Warner Terrace Phone ]
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PIMA COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
201 NORTH STONE AVENUE, THIRD FLOOR
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85701-1207 @

PRISCILLA 5. CORNELIO, P. E, (520) T40-8410
DIRECTOR b FAX (520) 838-753T

December 7, 2007

Dear Community Advisory Committee for La Cholla:

Pima County appreciates your service on the Community Advisory Committee for the roadway improvement
project on La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road. You provide the local perspective that is
helpful in identifying needs and wants for this project. Additionally, you have demonstrated your commitment to
the project by meeting independently three times since the Oct. CAC meetings.

On Oct. 2 the County presented the recommended roadway alignment for La Cholla Blvd. Due to CAC concerns
a follow-up meeting was held Oct. 9. At that meeting the County walked the committee through a number of
design alternatives that were developed, but deemed less desirable for not meeting certain criteria. Multiple
options were not presented as a menu for the CAC to choose from, but as background information so the CAC
could see that the design team had performed due diligence in developing the design amidst competing project
needs. During these meetings the CAC expressed a variety of opinions regarding design and alignment. You were
asked to put your concemns in writing so that the County could communicate them to the appropriate people
within the County and provide a formal response. We informed various people at the County that a written
response was forthcoming from the CAC, When a written response was not received it was unclear whether
concerns were not as great as first appeared, or if the committee was not in agreement, or if there was something
else going on. It was expected that a letter from the CAC would be completed in a couple of weeks. Since two
months have passed without receiving written comments, a CAC meeting was held last night to try and facilitate
the process. It is apparent that the CAC still has concerns. 1 strongly encourage the CAC to submit their concerns
in writing to Pima County Department of Transportation (DOT). Even if you have not finalized all of your
arguments it is important for the County to receive your written feedback at this stage of design. In the meantime,
I have informed the director of DOT of your concerns (please see attached memo). County staff continues to
collect data to determine the best way to meet as many of the CAC’s concerns as possible.

Onee again, thank you for serving on this committee. If you have any questions, please let me know.
Regards,

o

Dean Papajohn, P.E.
Project Manager

Encl.



MEMORANDUM 2=

Department of Transportation

DATE: December 7, 2007

b1
TO: Priscilla S. Cornelio, P.E., Director of the Department of Transportation
FROM: Dean Papajohn, P.E., Project Manage@

SUBJECT: 4LCITE: La Cholla Blvd.: Ruthrauff Rd. to River Road
CAC concerns

This memorandum is to inform you of the concerns that the Community Advisory Committee (CAC)
has expressed regarding design of the new roadway on La Cholla Blvd. from Ruthrauff to River.
Specifically, concerns revolve around the residences that front La Cholla.

Pima County has met with the CAC four times: Aug. 7, Oct. 2, Oct. 9, and Dec. 6. At this stage of
design, the key element is alignment. The recommended alignment was presented to the CAC on Oct. 2.
Since concerns were expressed, a follow-up meeting was scheduled Oct. 9 to provide additional
information, including a review of alternative alignments that were deemed less desirable by the County.
The County’s recommended alignment alternative provides one-way access roads for approximately
1000° of the roadway to provide access to residences fronting La Cholla. CAC concerns with this
alignment include safety, access, parking, noise, aesthetics, and property value. At the conclusion of the
Oct. 9 meeting, the CAC was asked to put their concerns in writing so the County could formally
respond to their concerns. It was expected that within a couple of weeks the CAC would submit a letter
to the County. The CAC met independently on three separate occasions, but has not submitted a written
summary of their concerns. In order to facilitate the process the County held another CAC meeting last
night. Similar concerns were expressed last night as were expressed in Oct. The CAC was once again
encouraged to submit their concerns in writing, which they said they were preparing to do.

In the meantime, the County has continued to gather design data. A number of local examples were
identified where small residential lots are facing major arterial roadways, including: Broadway at
Melville, Wilmot at Julia, and Speedway east of Wilmot. Our project team continues to explore ways to
maximize benefits in the roadway design. Numerous project activities are on-going, including survey,
utility mapping, traffic study, drainage study, environmental surveys, and bridge selection. The County
continues to seek ways to meet as many ol the expressed concerns of the CAC as possible.

Ultimately, the CAC does not believe the County can provide adequate access to residences on La
Cholla, nor adequately mitigate noise in the existing right-of-way. Although AASHTO design standards
are being met, the CAC does not feel like meeting these standards will produce the type of quality
roadway they expect from Pima County. Therefore they believe the County should buy properties on
one side of the road or the other. Please contact me with any question you may have.

Cc: Ana Olivares, Department of Transportation Deputy Director
Rick Ellis, Department of Transportation Design Engineering Division Manager
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January 17, 2008

HAND-DELIVERED

Dean Papajohn

Civil Engineering Manager

Pima County Department of Transportation

201 N. Stone Avenue, 47 Floor
Tucson, Arizona 83701

Re:  Community Advisory Committee
La Cholla Boulevard, River Road to Ruthrauff Road

Dear Dean:

Enclosed is the original signed CAC letter to the RTA and PCDOT. I am awaiting
signatures from Robert Swartz and Ellen Clark and will forward them to you as soon as [ have them.

Thank vou.

Yery truly yours,

Ly

Bonny L



January 15, 2008

Regional Transportation Authonty
Pima County Transportation Department

Re:  La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
Community Advisory Committee

The Community Advisory Committee (CAC) for the La Cholla Boulevard Improvement
Project (4LCITR) would like to thank Pima County and the Regional Transportation Authority for
the opportunity to serve and advise on this important project. It is hoped that with the ideas and
cooperation of all involved, the citizens of Pima County will benefit from a safe and more efficient
corridor in which to travel.

The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) has several criteria to be considered in the
design of La Cholla Boulevard improvement. These consist of: Safety, Budget, Function, Right of
Way, Aesthetics and Schedule. The PCDOT studied several alignment alternatives and recommends
alignment alternative E to the CAC. The CAC believes other alignment alternatives are preferable
to alternative E.

The CAC would like to discuss each alternative beginming with their recommended
Alternative, Altermative B.

L ALTERNATIVE B:

Alternative B requires the purchase of the property on the west side of La Cholla Boulevard.
This alternative is the recommended option of the CAC. In support of their recommendation, the
CAC believes the benefits of Alternative B include, but are not limited to:

1. Alternative B would allow the travel lanes, bike paths and sidewalks to remain
consistent with the widening project of La Cholla Boulevard north, River Road to
Omar Road. The width of the travel lanes would be consistent with safe and efficient
flow of traffic, bicycles and pedestrians as proven by the existing design of other
road improvement projects including the La Cholla widening project, River to Omar
Roads; Wetmore Road widening project between Fairview and Romero Roads, the
Wetmore/Ruthranft widening project between Romero and La Cholla Boulevard.

2 Alternative B allows for improved safety precautions to be designed into the
intersection of La Cholla Boulevard and Ruthrauff Roads for children walking to



Regional Transportation Authority
Pima County Department of Transportation
January 15, 2008

Page 2

10.

nearby elementary and junior high schools, including marked pedestrian crossings
and additional room between the existing roadway and the pedestrian sidewalks,

Alternative B allows for public transportation bus pull-outs, permitting more efficient
vehicular travel.

Alternative B allows for additional crosswalks to public transportation bus stops for
both existing north and southbound bus stops. Right now, pedestrians are running
across traffic to catch their bus. A Hawl Light should be installed for safe crossing
of pedestrians at the bus stops.

Alternative B eliminates the risht of way issues for homes on both sides of La Cholla
Boulevard. The CAC recommends moving the proposed roadway to the west after
the acquisition of property. This would allow additional room for a two way strect
on the east side of La Cholla Boulevard for homeowners to access their property.

The CAC suggests in addition to Alternative B, a 10 foot masonry wall sound barrier
be installed on the west side of La Cholla Boulevard for noise abatement.

The CAC would suggest in addition to Altemative B, a 10 foot masonry wall sound
barricr be installed on the east side of La Cholla Boulevard for noise abatement.

Alternative B would allow for a two way side street to the east of the 10 foot
masonry wall sound barrier on the east side of La Cholla Boulevard. This would
allow a safe, convenient right of way for residents on the east side of La Cholla from
all directions. This design would be consistent with the design of the River Road
widening project from La Canada to Oracle Road on the south side of the road,

Alternative B allows more room for improved aesthetics such as landscaping and
artwork so as to comply with Federal law which mandates that part of the budget be
used for artwork and landscaping.

Alternative B allows more room for wider, safer sidewalks and pedestrian pathways
for children walking to the nearby junior high and elementary schools, bus stops and
businesses in the area.
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Page 3
11. This alternative would allow the County to own the property surrounding the
existing well located on the west side of La Cholla Boulevard, allowing safe efficient
access to the well for maintenance and upkeep.
12. By reducing the likelihood of potential lawsuits for inverse condemnation, this
alternative would allow the efficient scheduling of the project.
13, This altemative substantially reduces the liability potential to Pima County for

roadway design defects.

The CAC recommends Alternative B as it requires less acquisition of properties, would
affect fewer households and businesses at a greatly reduced cost over Alternative A.

11. ALTERNATIVE A:

Alternative A requires the purchase of the properties on the east side of La Cholla. This
alternative has basically the same benefits as listed in Section I above, However, this alternative is
considerably more expensive budget wise, and includes the acquisition of a greater number of
residential and business properties, displacing significantly more people than Alternative B.

III. ALTERNATIVE E:

This CAC finds alternative E to be unacceptable for a number of reasons. Although this
alternative is the least expensive, the CAC contends that it does not meet any of the other criteria
necessary for approval of the project: safety, function, right of way, aesthetics and schedule. Allow
us to explain.

L. By using the existing right of way, the DOT proposes to significantly reduce the
width of the travel lanes, bike paths and sidewalks, thereby constricting the safe and
efficient flow of travel for trucks, public transportation, school buses, vehicles,
bicycles and pedestrians.

b2

Of immediate concern for safety, reducing the width of travel lanes decreases the
margin of error for traffic to avoid accidents and could compound its devastation by
possibly ending in someone’s front yard or worse, their house.
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10.

I

The bike path will also be narrowed suffering the fate of once again reducing the
margin of error.

By not engineering out safety hazards, Pima County leaves itself open for potential
lawsuits for negligent design of the roadway, bike path and pedestrian walkways.

The right of way to the houses situated on either side of La Cholla Boulevard is
unsafe and unacceptable. Homeowners on either side La Cholla will be forced to
make unsafe u-turns on a busy street in order to enter the “one way™ side streets to
access their property.

No U-turns are permitted at River Road & La Cholla. The CAC believes that
conditions will exist requiring same at Curtis & La Cholla and Ruthrauff & La
Cholla. This will require homeowners to take extensive alternative routes in order to
access the one-way right of way to their homes,

This proposal will leave homeowners on either side of La Cholla Boulevard with
issues recarding parking and right of way for any guests or family who come to visit
them at their homes, The proposed 11 foot one way road does not leave room for
any curbside parking.

Further, the proposed 11 foot one way road along the homes on either side of La
Cholla Boulevard does not allow room enough for larger trucks and vehicles to turn
into the resident driveways.

The suggestion to use the utility easements for access to homes is not allowed.
Utility easements are not to be used for ingress and egress.

The noise level to the surrounding neighborhood, and especially the houses on the
street itself, will be unacceptable. The noise abatement efforts suggested will be
insufficient to properly address the livability within the households and their adjacent
yards.

Aesthetics: with altermative E, there are none. It could viewed that since this is
considered a lower income neighborhood, that the same provisions provided to the
neighborhoods up north of River Road, perceived to be of a higher income, were not
considered, i.e., sound barriers, ete. Further, it does not meet the criteria for Federal
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funding which mandates a portion of the funding be used for artwork and
landscaping.

In addition to its other shortcomings, Altemnative E would impose adverse effects upon the
houses situated on either side of La Cholla Boulevard and the surrounding neighborhoods. The
inhabitability created by the road noise, air quality, access and safety issues, would greatly mcrease
potential for lawsuit and could delay the schedule by years, substantially increasing the budget for
this project due to increased legal fees and inflation of construction costs.

In short, it seems that all the criteria, with the exception of budget, were not considered by
the RTA and PCDOT. The CAC does not approve this alternative.

The CAC recommends that if appropriate funding cannot be made available to institute
Alternative B for this project, that the project be tabled until such time that the necessary funds can
be obtained. The CAC recommends that the project be done correctly, with all aspects of the design
criteria being considered. The CAC believes this project should be given the same consideration as
other improvement projects in the neighborhoods on the north side of La Cholla,

Onee again, we would like to thank the Regional Transportation Authority and Pima County
for the opportunity to assist in this project. -

Sincerely,




PIMA COUNTY PIMA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ,

201 NORTH STONE AVENUE, FOURTH FLOOR
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85701-1207

PRISCILLA S. CORNELIO, P. E. (520) 740-6410
DIRECTOR FAX (520) 740-6437

January 24, 2008

La Cholla Boulevard, River Road to Ruthrauff Road
Community Advisory Committee

Attention: Bonny L. Bass

145 South Sixth Avenue

Tucson, AZ 85701-2007

Subject: Your Letter Dated January 15, 2008, Regarding La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road
to River Road

Dear Community Advisory Committee Members:

We received your letter dated January 15, 2008, expressing your views on the roadway alignment design
for La Cholla Boulevard. This project is one of the County’s key Capital Improvement Projects in the
first quarter of the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) plan and we appreciate the Community
Advisory Committee’s (CAC) concern to “get it done right.” We have communicated your concerns to
County Administration and to Supervisor Sharon Bronson, Pima County Board of Supervisors. We
would like to take this opportunity to clarify several important issues that may impact on how the CAC
views the proposed alignment. Below is a clarification of the issues that relate to safety features of the
roadway, aesthetics, utilities, access, and general right-of-way issues:

Roadwayv Features

Crosswalks: Marked pedestrian crossings are proposed for the Ruthrauff Road intersection.

Travel Lanes: The proposed width of travel lanes meets the national standards provided by the
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) and is not considered
unsafe or substandard.

Sidewalk: The proposed sidewalk width meets Pima County standards.

Bike Lanes: Currently, bicyclists ride on the two-lane pavement or they ride in the dirt right-of-way
where drivers turn in and out randomly. A proposed 5° paved shoulder that bicyclists can use will

improve safety.

Bus Stops: Bus stops will be provided for SunTran.
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HAWK Light: The use of HAWK lights for pedestrian crossings are carefully reviewed by the County
Traffic Division. Specific criteria must be met to justify a HAWK light otherwise the HAWK light can
turn into a liability rather than an asset. Currently, a HAWK light would not be justified at Jay Avenue.
After the La Cholla Boulevard improvements are built the situation can be reviewed again to see if a
HAWK light is warranted.

Aesthetics

Public Art: By Pima County policy, one percent of the planning, design and construction costs of
arterial roadway projects should be designated for public art. Vicki Scuri of SiteWorks has been
selected as the project artist. This selection process was managed by Tucson Pima Arts Council.
Information about the artist can be found at www.vickiscuri-siteworks.com.

Landscape: Pima County provides appropriate roadway landscape in medians and parkways. Roadway
landscape must take into consideration issues such as site distances and underground and above ground
utilities. McGann and Associates has been selected as the landscape architect (www.mcgannland.com/).

Utilities

Well Site: The well site on the west side of La Cholla Boulevard is owned by the City of Tucson. Pima
County does not have a need to acquire property adjacent to the City’s well.

Access

Access and U-turns: Arterial roadways in Pima County frequently have raised medians which greatly
improves safety. Drivers generally are able to adjust their travel patterns and/or utilize u-turns to access
certain streets, businesses, and residences. This is necessary to provide safe access management.

Parking: Typically, Pima County does not provide parking on arterial roadways. Since La Cholla
Boulevard was designated an arterial roadway prior to 1960 and prior to the development of the
properties fronting La Cholla Boulevard, property owners should have been aware that it would be
important to provide adequate on-site parking.

Frontage Road: The proposed frontage road is 16’ wide, not 11’ wide as stated in the letter. Examples
of frontage roads in the community include Swan north of Speedway, Wilmot at Julia, and Broadway at
Melville. Frontage roads provide managed access to properties fronting busy roadways.

Alley: Pima County will maintain access to all lots fronting La Cholla Boulevard. In your letter, the
alley west of La Cholla Boulevard was described as a utility easement only; however, it is also available
for ingress and egress and as such provides alternative access to properties.
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Properties Adjacent to La Cholla

Accidents: The CAC has raised concerns that traffic on La Cholla Boulevard may create accidents that
end up on private property. La Cholla Boulevard was designated as an arterial roadway prior to 1960
and before any residences were built north of Ruthrauff Road. The developer that built and the
subsequent people that acquired property fronting La Cholla Boulevard did so with the knowledge that
La Cholla Boulevard was designated a wide arterial roadway intended to carry large volumes of traffic.

This urbanization is found in many parts of Pima County and the City of Tucson and does not pose
unreasonable threats to safety.

Noise: Noise is a factor related to urbanization. Prior to 1960 and prior to development of properties
adjacent to the road, La Cholla Boulevard was designated an arterial roadway and the adjacent
properties were designated Multi-Use zoning. Noise walls are not effective when driveways are spaced

closely and are better suited for residential zoning with large lots rather than for multi-use zoning areas
with closely spaced lots.

Property Value: Roadway improvements generally help improve the value of adjacent properties. La
Cholla Boulevard improvements will reduce traffic congestion, increase intersection capacity at the
Ruthrauff Road intersection, improve capacity of the bridge, provide sidewalks for pedestrians, provide
paved shoulders for bicyclists, provide landscape and public art for aesthetics, provide ADA access to
bus stops, and provide access management. These capacity, safety, and aesthetic improvements
generally help property values.

I hope this explanation helps to clarify the issues the community may have about the La Cholla
Boulevard project. Many of these issues revolve around the fact that La Cholla Boulevard was
designated an arterial roadway before adjacent properties were developed. This places the burden on
property owners to correctly develop and use their properties for an urbanizing environment. The
proposed alignment that includes one-way frontage roads for approximately 1000’ for the properties
north of Ruthrauff Road meets all the needs and many of the wants of Pima County residents. Other
alternatives requiring right-of-way acquisition would unnecessarily increase the cost of the project,
cause disruption to property owners and increases the schedule for the project. In your letter you have
asked the County to build the road “correctly.” Based on the information here, I trust you will have
confidence that the improved La Cholla Boulevard will be built to National and County standards for a
safe and efficient roadway. If you have any questions, please contact our Community Relations
representative Carol Brichta at 740-6410, or the Project Manager Dean Papajohn at 740-6471.

/Sg:;.\\a_c&@

Priscilla S. Cornelio, P.E.
Director

PSC:DP:sap

¢: Dean Papajohn, Project Manager, Engineering Division
Carol Brichta, Community Relations



January 31, 2008

HAND-DELIVERED

Priscilla S. Cornelio, P.E.

Director

Pima County Department of Transportation
201 N. Stone Avenue, Fourth Floor

Tucson, Arizona 85701

Re: La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
Community Advisory Committee

Dear Priscilla:

Thank you for your letter dated January 24, 2008. We appreciate that you forwarded
our comments to the Board of Supervisors.

Your response addressed several concerns presented in our January 15" letter
recommending that the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) and the Pima County
Department of Transportation (PCDOT) use Alternative B for the roadway design. You did
not specify in your letter which Alternative you were addressing; however, the Committee
assumes you were defending Alternative E — the only Alternative which the RTA and PCDOT
propose. All other Alternatives have been suppressed. With this in mind, allow us to discuss
the points contained in your January 24™ letter.

Roadway Features

1. Crosswalks:

Despite the fact that marked pedestrian crossings are proposed for the Ruthrauff/La
Cholla intersection, the Committee continues to be concerned for the safety of school children
crossing that intersection. There are two schools, Centennial Elementary School and Flowing
Wells Junior High School south of the Ruthrauff/La Cholla intersection. This school crossing
traffic increases the use of the crosswalk dramatically and the Committee believes the safety
of these children and adults crossing that intersection is paramount. Extra precautions should
be taken.
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2. Travel Lanes:

Although the 11 foot travel lanes may meet the national standards provided by the
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, it does not meet Pima
County standards according to the Pima County Roadway Design Manual for this size of
urban roadway. See chapter 2, p. 2-32, figure 2-10 and table 2-1, p. 2-6. Further, the
Committee maintains this roadway project should be consistent with the La Cholla Road
widening project, River to Omar Road.

3. Sidewalks:

The Committee agrees that the sidewalks should meet PCDOT standards which is six

feet.
4. Bike Lanes:

Although bicyclists do ride on the two-lane paved road or on the dirt shoulder of La
Cholla Boulevard, the Committee believes that since bike lanes are part of the improvement
plan, they should be built consistent with the ones installed north of River Road in the La
Cholla Road to Omar Road widening project. Further, according to the Pima County
Roadway Design Manual:

“On curbed roadways, six feet are to be added to the typical
width of outside travel lanes to accommodate bicycles.” Pima
County Roadway Design Manual, chapter 2, p. 2-15.

5. Bus Stops:

As presented to the Committee, Alternative E does not show bus stops long the
corridor from Ruthrauff to River Road. Simply stating that bus stops will be provided is not
sufficient for the Committee. The Committee believes, consistent with advertisements in
support of the RTA election, pullout bus stops should be designed into roadway improvement
projects. Pullout bus stops allow for the efficient flow of traffic and increased safety for bus
passengers.

6. HAWK Light:

Installation of a HAWK light may require additional studies. The Committee
suggests that a marked pedestrian crossing should be provided at Jay Avenue.
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Aesthetics
7. Public Art:

With Alternative E, there will essentially be no place for public art on the south end of
the improvement project. This includes no room for art installed at bus stops or on sound
abatement walls. Will all of the pubic art be installed at the north end of the project?

8. Landscape:
As pointed out in point 7 above, with Alternative E, there is no room for landscaping.

Essentially, the aesthetics contained in Alternative E are nonexistent and bodes
unfavorably towards the “perceived” lower income neighborhood.

Utilities
9, Well site:

The Committee understands that the well site located on the west side of La Cholla
Boulevard is owned and operated by the City of Tucson. However, when periodic
maintenance occurs, large trucks carrying pipes and equipment park at the well site. These
vehicles would be forced to park on the one way frontage road to perform maintenance on the
well, thereby blocking the roadway and denying access to homes and businesses on the
frontage road.

Access
10. Access and U-turns:

The Committee agrees that raised medians greatly improve safety. However, it
appears that you did not get the point the Committee was making regarding U-turns. If you
review the diagram of Alternative E, you will see that there is a break in the median at Jay
Avenue for turns. However, the entrance to the one way frontage road for residents on the
west side of La Cholla Boulevard is north of Jay Avenue. Therefore, residents coming from
the south would have to make a U-turn somewhere else. Currently U-turns are prohibited at
the River Road/La Cholla intersection. The Committee is assuming that no U-turns will be
permitted at Curtis and La Cholla, since southbound traffic will be coming off a bridge.
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Alternative E severely limits the access to properties on the west side of La Cholla Boulevard
by forcing these residents to either find alternative access or by negotiating potentially
dangerous U-turns. In doing so, Pima County is creating a unique subgroup for this
neighborhood.

11.  Parking:

It is true that several of the residents whose homes face La Cholla Boulevard have
been living there since the homes were built, perhaps as early as 1960. However, these
residents should not have been expected at that time to look into their crystal ball to see what
the roadway design plans would be 40 years down the road. In 1960 and most assuredly prior
to those homes being built along La Cholla Boulevard, Pima County did have engineers and
planners who knew or should have known of the roadway design plans for the future. If
indeed Pima County intended in 1960 to build an arterial roadway on La Cholla Boulevard,
Pima County should have taken that into consideration prior to allowing these homes to be
built.

12. Frontage Road:

Once again, the Committee fails to understand why frontage roads built many years
ago in Tucson such as the ones mentioned in your letter have anything to do with the frontage
road proposed in Alternative E. The frontage roads at Swan north of Speedway, Wilmot at
Julia and Broadway at Melville all have entrances after turning off the main street onto a side
street. Further, these frontage roads are wider than 16 feet and allow two-way traffic.

In contrast, the entrance to the proposed frontage road on the west side of La Cholla
Boulevard is not off a side street such as Calle Narciso, it is off La Cholla Boulevard. There
is no proposed turn lane or “slow down” lane for traffic entering this frontage road. Therefore,
the Committee assumes that 45 mile per hour traffic must quickly slow in order to negotiate
the right turn entrance onto the frontage road. This could potentially put Pima County at risk
for lawsuits arising out of rear end type accidents for a faulty road design. The Committee
believes this is a faulty road design.

13.  Alley

Up to this time the alley has not been used as regular ingress or egress by the
residents and most likely could not be considered a road. Coupled with the fact that the
alley is dirt, residents who utilize it for said reason would be in violation of Pima County
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Code 17.16.090, A-E concerning air quality control. In order for the alley to be used for
ingress and egress, it must be paved and/or dust abatement must occur. In addition, all
drainage issues must be resolved. The Committee believes Pima County would be
responsible for this mitigation.

Properties Adjacent to L.a Cholla

14, Accidents:

Once again, Pima County cannot seriously believe that residents who purchased their
homes in 1960 would have the foresight to know that La Cholla Boulevard was designated as
an arterial roadway. Further, the same argument applies to Pima County in allowing such
residences to be built despite the fact that they did know that La Cholla Boulevard was
designated as an arterial roadway. It simply stands to reason that increasing the traffic flow,
decreasing the lane width and not reducing the speed limit will cause increased accidents. The
statement made to the Committee that a six inch curb will eliminate vehicles from coming
onto private property is not sufficient. The increased danger and negligent design will open
Pima County to lawsuits.

15. Noise:

Although the Committee has asked repeatedly for the noise studies and the traffic flow
studies, we have not been provided with any information other than they are in draft form and
not available. The Committee believes that the noise levels of the roadway currently are
above the levels allowed according to the Pima County Roadway Design Manual, chapter 1,
Appendix 1-A-9, §7.1(1)(c).

The Committee understands that noise walls are not effective when driveways are
spaced closely which is why the Committee recommends the taking of those residential lots
along the west side of La Cholla Boulevard. This would allow for noise retention walls to be
built to protect the other homes in the neighborhood which will are also effected by the noise
level.

16.  Property Value:

The CAC Committee does not concern itself with property values. The CAC
Committee concerns itself with building the road correctly and consistent with the La Cholla
to Omar Road widening project.
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A strong argument can be built against Pima County when it maintains that:

“La Cholla Boulevard was designated an arterial roadway before
adjacent properties were developed. This places the burden on
property owners to correctly develop and use their properties for
an urbanizing environment.” [emphasis added].

The Committee, which is not solely made up of those particular residents, is offended by this
statement. Once again, the Committee believes the onus is on Pima County who did have the
information and knowledge that this was an arterial roadway. Perhaps Pima County should
not have allowed these homes and developments to be built. The fact remains that they were
built, people live and work there and the proposed roadway design suggested in Alternative E
does not consider how it would adversely effect the homes and businesses in this
neighborhood.

It is clear to the Committee, especially after receipt of your letter, that Pima County’s
only criteria in proposing Alternative E is the cost of the project. Alternative E would impose
adverse effects upon the homes situated on either side of La Cholla Boulevard and the
surrounding neighborhood. The inhabitability created by the road noise, air quality, access
and safety issues would increase the potential for lawsuits thereby delaying, possibly for years,
the project and increasing substantially the budget for the project due to legal fees and
inflation of construction costs. Further, the proposed road in Alternative E does not
substantially meet Pima County standards as set out in the Pima County Roadway Design
Manual and is not consistent with other roadway improvement projects in the surrounding
area.

The Committee thanks you again for your time in reviewing our concerns. If you have
any questlons please feel free to contact Frederick Bass at 407-3767.

W ‘/ /@“ — Son S W)Zﬁ’
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c: Dean Papajohn, Project Manager, Engineering Division
Carol Brichta, Community Relations
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Febroary 11, 2008

Ta Cholla Boulevard, River Road to Ruthrauff Road
Community Advisory Committee

Attention: Frederick Bass

1435 South Sixth Avenue

Tueson, AZ 85701-2007

Subject:  Your Letter Dated January 31, 2008, Regarding La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road
to River Road

Dear Commumily Advisory Committee Members:

We reeeived your letter dated January 31, 2008, expressing your views on the roadway alignment design
for La Cholla Boulevard. 1t appears to me that we share many of the same goals for the project, such as
improved mobility for motorized vehicles, facilities for pedestiians and bieycelists, efficient and safe
intersections, access to bus transportation, a wider bridge, collection of storm runoff, and the integration
of landscape and public art, The additional concerns your committee has raised with regards to noise,
accessibility, parking, efe,, are the concerns that our design team has been investigating even before the
first Comnumity Advisory Commitiee (CAC) meeting. Each time the CAC has provided input our
design team has dug deeper and deeper o identify and evalnale possibie solutions, Unfortunately, at this

point, it appears that the County is proposing solutions that differ from the property acquisition proposal

the CAC has provided.

As a public project there are certain procedueres that must be followed in the design of La Cholla
Boulevard. The next steps in the process include holding an open house to allow the contmunity to Jearn
more about the project and share their feedback. Two technical docwments must be completed. The
first is called the Design Concept Report or DOR. The second is the Environmental Assessment and
Mitigation Report or EAMR. Drafts of each of these reports will be discussed at future CAC mectings.
Each of these reports will have sections on Public Involvement which will clearly convey the CAC's
coneerns and the CAC’s request for an increased budget for property acquisition. It is the intent of Pima
County Department of Transporlation @ work with the CAC through all of these sieps and continue to
address issues and concerns as we are able. Ultimately, the EAMR is presented to the Board of
Supervisors with a letter from the CAC supporting or not supporting the Pima County Department of
Transportation’s reconunendations.
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As you can sce, there is stitl much work to be done on the La Cholla project and Pima County
Department of Transportation is commitled lo continuing lo work with the CAC. We appreciate the
commitment the CAC has already given to the project and look forward to continuing to work with vou
in the months shead. In the meantime, i you have any questions or concerns, please contact the project
manager Dean Papajohm at (740-6471).

Sincerely, Q
— s |
WN:!; T m«»« (::j@d S

Priscilia S. Comelio, P.E.
Director

AR s

PSC:DPsap

¢ Dean Papagjohn, Project Manager, Engineering Division
Carol Brichta, Commnunity Relations




Transportation

La Cholla Boulevard:
River Road to
Ruthrauff Road

OPEN HOUSE

Thursday,
March 6, 2008
6:00 -8:00 p.m.

Introductory Overview at 6:15

Ellie Towne Flowing Wells
Community Center
1660 W. Ruthrauff Road

Pima County Department of Trans-
portation (PC.D.0.T.) will be holding
an open house meeting to provide in-
formation on the widening of La Chol-
la Boulevard from Ruthrauff Road to
River Road. Proposed improvements
consist of: six travel lanes, paved
shoulders for bicycles, sidewalks,
curbs and storm drains, intersec-
tion improvements at Curtis and at
Ruthrauff, a new six-lane bridge over
the Rillito river, a raised landscaped
median, and urban design (public
art). This two year design process
is just beginning. The open house is
intended to keep the public informed
on project goals and to provide a
forum for public input.

The Open House begins at 6:00 p.m.
with a brief presentation to describe
the project beginning promptly at
6:15 p.m. After the overview, public
can interact with team members who
will have displays and information re-
garding roadway, bridge, archeology,
environment, landscape, urban de-
sign, business concerns, and right-
of-way.

We hope you will come to share
your thoughts about the project.

Individuals with disabilities who re-
quire accommodations for effective
participation and communication in
the meeting may call Community Re-
lations at 740-6410 by February 28
to make appropriate arrangements.
All meeting sites are accessible.

N

ELLIE TOWNE FLOWING WELLS
COMMUNITY CENTER
1660 W. RUTHRAUFF RD
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Pima County Department of Transportation
La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road

OPEN HOUSE

Pima County Department of Transportation (PC.D.0.T.) will be holding an open house meeting to provide information on the widening
of La Cholla Boulevard from Ruthrauff Road to River Road. Proposed improvements consist of: six travel lanes, paved shoulders for
bicycles, sidewalks, curbs and storm drains, intersection improvements at Curtis and at Ruthrauff, a new six-lane bridge over the Rillito
river, a raised landscaped median, and urban design (public art). This two year design process is just beginning. The open house is
intended to keep the public informed on project goals and to provide a forum for public input.

The Open House begins at 6:00 p.m. with a brief presentation to describe the project
beginning promptly at 6:15 p.m. After the overview, public can interact with team members N
who will have displays and information regarding roadway, bridge, archeology, environment,

landscape, urban design, business concerns, and right-of-way. We hope you will come to <€}>
share your thoughts about the project.

Thursday, March 6, 2008 COMMNTY VTR
6:00-8:00 p.m. Introductory Overview at 6:15 \Eﬁw RUTHRAUFF RD
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center W WETMORE RD

1660 W. Ruthrauff Road
Individuals with disabilities who require accommodations for effective participation and
communication in the meeting may call Community Relations at 740-6410 by February
28 to make appropriate arrangements. All meeting sites are accessible.
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Pima County Department of Transportation

La Cholla Boulevard: Ruthrauff Road to River Road
OPEN HOUSE

Pima County Department of Transportation (PC.D.0.T.) will be holding an open house meeting to provide information on the widening
of La Cholla Boulevard from Ruthrauff Road to River Road. Proposed improvements consist of: six travel lanes, paved shoulders for
bicycles, sidewalks, curbs and storm drains, intersection improvements at Curtis and at Ruthrauff, a new six-lane bridge over the Rillito
river, a raised landscaped median, and urban design (public art). This two year design process is just beginning. The open house is
intended to keep the public informed on project goals and to provide a forum for public input.

The Open House begins at 6:00 p.m. with a brief presentation to describe the project
beginning promptly at 6:15 p.m. After the overview, public can interact with team members

Individuals with disabilities who require accommodations for effective participation and
communication in the meeting may call Community Relations at 740-6410 by February
28 to make appropriate arrangements. All meeting sites are accessible.

N

who will have displays and information regarding roadway, bridge, archeology, environment, e ;
landscape, urban design, business concerns, and right-of-way. We hope you will come to 2
share your thoughts about the project. ELLIE TOMNE FLOMNG WELLS E
Thursday, March 6, 2008 COMMUNITY CENTER E
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La Cholla Boulevard:
River Road to Ruthrauff Road ey

Authority

Comment Form
March 6, 2008

1. What is your primary interest in La Cholla?
O Ilive in rented property adjacent to this section of La Cholla.
I own the property in which | live in the area adjacent to this section of La Cholla.
| own rental property in the area adjacent to this section of La Cholla.
I work in a business on this section of La Cholla.
| regularly drive through this section of La Cholla.
I regularly walk or bike through this section of La Cholla.

O00a0o0ngao

Other, please explain.

2. What do you like about this project?

3. Please list any questions or concerns about this project.

4. Please list any other comments you have concerning this project.

IMPORTANT! Please print the following information:

Name: Telephone:
Address:

City: State: Zip:

e-mail:

Mail to: Pima County Community Relations Office, 201 N. Stone 4th floor, Tucson, Arizona 85701 or Fax to 740-6439

For more information visit http://www.roadprojects.pima.gov/LaChollaRiver/ or contact Carol Brichta at 740-6410



Sign-In Sheet
La Cholla Boulevard:
River Road to Ruthrauff Road

Open House

Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center

Thursday, March 6, 2008

Regional
Transportation
Authority

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
La Cholla Boulevard:

River Road to Ruthrauff Road

Open House

Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center

Thursday, March 6, 2008

W\

Regional
Transportation
Authority

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name

Representing

Address and Zip

Phone

E-mail
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Sign-in Sheet
La Cholla Boulevard:

Open House

River Road to Ruthrauff Road

Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
Thursday, March 6, 2008

Regionai
Transportation
Authority

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.
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Sign-In Sheet
La Cholla Boulevard:

River Road to Ruthrauff Road

Open House

Regional
Transportation
Authority

Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center

Thursday, March 6, 2008

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.
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Sign-In Sheet
La Cholla Boulevard:
River Road to Ruthrauff Road Rt ra
Open House A apspentation
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
Thursday, March 6, 2008

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
La Cholla Boulevard:
River Road to Ruthrauff Road
Open House
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
Thursday, March 6, 2008

Regional
Transportation
Authority

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
La Cholla Boulevard:
River Road to Ruthrauff Road Reibnal
Open House Aaposation
Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
Thursday, March 6, 2008

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
La Cholla Boulevard:

River Road to Ruthrauff Road L
Trea%‘:;grtation
Open House Authority

Ellie Towne Flowing Wells Community Center
Thursday, March 6, 2008

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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A

La Cholla Boulevard:
River Road to Ruthrauff Road ey

Authority

Design Project Information

What are the benefits of the project?

Provides a safe parkway-type alternative north-south route to Oracle Road.
Continues and connects recently completed widening projects on La Cholla south of
Magee Road to River Road.

Provides access to I-10 via Ruthrauff Road.

Improves mobility, access, and safety for busses.

Improves bicycle and pedestrian mobility and safety.

Provides ADA accessible transit stops.

Enhances the right-of-way with landscape and urban design (public art).

What type of improvements will the project contain?

Proposed improvements include: six travel lanes, paved shoulders for bicycles,
sidewalks, curbs and storm drains, intersection improvements at Curtis and at Ruthrauff,
a new six-lane bridge over the Rillito river, a raised landscaped median, and urban
design (public art).

The voters of Pima County approved the scope of this project in the RTA vote of 2006.

How long will it take to improve La Cholla Boulevard?

A new roadway design takes approximately 24 months. Procurement of a contractor
takes approximately 3-9 months. Construction takes approximately 18-24 months. The
design phase is just beginning.

How wide is the La Cholla Boulevard right-of-way?

The right-of-way is 150’ wide. The County acquired this right-of-way prior to 1960 in
anticipation of widening La Cholla Boulevard. Much of the property adjacent to La Cholla
Boulevard was zoned multi-use prior to any development to allow flexibility with private
property as La Cholla Boulevard became busier and expanded over the years.

Will there be public input on this project?

A Community Advisory Committee (CAC) has been formed. The design team has met
with the CAC four times so far. Input from the CAC is considered in design and all CAC
input is shared with the Board of Supervisors before preliminary design concepts are
approved.

Open Houses are held to provide project updates to the public and to receive input from
the public.

How can | learn more about the project?

The project web site is at: http://www.roadprojects.pima.gov/LaChollaRiver/

Specific questions can be directed to: Carol Brichta, Pima County Community Relations,
740-6410.

March 6, 2008
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LA CHOLLA BOULEVARD

Common Outdoor and Indoor Noise Levels

: RUTHRAUF ROAD TO RIVER ROAD

K/
0‘0

X/
0.0

R/
0‘0

Common Outdoor Noises | Noise Level Common Indoor Noises
(dBA*)
110 Rock Band
Jet Flyover at 1,150 feet 100
Gas Lawn Mower at 3 feet 90 Food Blender at 3 feet
Diesel Truck at 50 feet
Noisy Urban Daytime 80 Garbage Disposal at 3 feet
Gas Lawn Mover at 100 feet 70 Shouting at 3 feet
Vacuum Cleaner at 10 feet
Commercial area 60 Normal Speech at 3 feet
Quiet Urban Daytime 50 Large Business Office
Dishwasher in next room
Quiet Urban Nighttime 40 Small Theater
Quiet Suburban Nighttime 30 Library
Quiet Rural Nighttime 20 Concert Hall
10 Broadcast and Recording Studio
0 Threshold of Hearing

R/
0‘0

Source: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, 1993.

Distances less than 10 feet are rounded to the nearest whole foot and distances over 10 feet are rounded to

the nearest 10 feet.

*dBA is a unit for measuring sound levels that is weighted to represen