Design Considerations and Issues

Preliminary investigations have identified the following considerations in the study area:
Traffic congestion Drainage

Access management Pavement maintenance

Wildlife concerns Local and regional planning
Cultural resources Planned development

Visual character Private property
Forestrestoration Utility conflicts

Recreational areas Noise

Intersection improvements Air and water quality

Environmental Study Process

The improvement alternatives will be developed with your input and evaluated for environmental
issues, consistent with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). NEPA requires federal
agencies to consider the environmental, social, and economic impacts of proposed actions and
reasonable alternatives to those actions in the decision-making process.

An environmental document will be prepared concurrent with the engineering study. The Study Team
is continuing to gather information on the study area to identify potential constraints and issues.

Study Schedule

At this time, the Study Team is in the process of concluding the alternative selection and will soon be
making a recommendation on the preferred alternative to carry forward for detailed study. The input
we receive from you tonight will help the Study Team to finalize the study recommendations.

Within the next few months, the Study Team will continue to evaluate the improvement alternatives.
The issues and concerns that you share tonight will be considered in that process. The results of the
evaluation will be presented in a draft Environmental Assessment (EA) that will be distributed for public
comment. Apublic hearing will then be conducted, at which time the recommended alternatives will be
identified and public comments will be requested. The results will be documented in a final EA, which
will be the basis for a project decision by ADOT and FHWA.

s Spring 2010 - Draft EA Distribution
= Summer 2010 - Public Hearing
» Fall2010- Final EA/Agency Decision

For More Information, Contact:

B Heidi Yaqub, Project Manager
ADOT Predesign
205 South 17th Avenue, MD 605E
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
Phone: 602-712-7644
Email: hyaqub@azdot.gov

B Jerry Barnes, District Engineer
ADOT Globe District
PO Box 2717, MD G300
Globe, Arizona 85502
Phone: 928-402-5612
Email: jparnes@azdot.gov

B Bill Pederson, Public Information Officer
206 South 17th Avenue, MD 118A
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
Phone: 602-712-8069
Email: bpederson@azdot.gov

ADOT Project No. 260 NA 309 H7254 01L
Federal Project No. STP-260-B(AWN)

L
SR 260 Heber to Show Low

Location/Design Concept Report
& Environmental Assessment

_—

AAAAAA

Overgaard Aripine

AAAAAA

Clay
Springs

Begin Study Pinedale
MP 309.4 .
Linden
y End Study

MP 340.1

NORTH
Not to Scale

—
Study Vicinity Map

Project Website: www.azdot.gov/Highways/Projects/SR260/Index.asp

Meeting Purpose & Details

The primary objectives of tonight's meeting are to share the
progress of the study and get feedback on the study findings.
The study team will be presenting the results of the alternative
analysis and gathering comments to help identify the preferred
alternative.

§/M[NI OF l\(ililf.'“\‘§

Public Meetings
November 4 & 5, 2009

The Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT), in coordination with the Federal
Highway Administration and the Apache-
Sitgreaves National Forest, is conducting a
study to identify alternatives that would
improve traffic flow on SR 260 from
Columbia Lane at Milepost (MP) 309.4 east
of Overgaard to the SR 260/US 60
intersection at MP 340.1in Show Low.

The purpose of the study is to evaluate
improvements to the existing roadway that
would provide for current and future traffic
demands in the region. The alternatives
include concepts such as constructing
additional lanes and consolidating access
points in the study area to accommodate
projected traffic volumes in the year 2030.
The alternatives will be further evaluated for
potential environmental, social and
economicimpacts.

This is the second public meeting held for this
study. Details regarding the first public
scoping meeting held in May 2008, are
included in this handout.

About Tonight’s Meeting

Study Team member.

B Please review the exhibits around the room. Study Team members are
available to answer questions and discuss details.

B A question and answer session will be held immediately following the
presentation. To have your question answered in front of the group,
please write your question on the yellow card provided and hand it to any

B Your input is important to us. Be sure to complete a comment sheet.
You may leave it with us tonight or submit it to the Study Team by
December 4,2009, as directed on the form.




Study Update

Two public scoping meetings were held, the first on May 12, 2008 in Show Low, and the second on May 13, 2008 in
Heber. The meetings introduced the current phase of the study to the Heber-Show Low community and invited public
comments. Comments received from the public centered on design details including: passing lane locations, speed
limits, intersection locations, access management, and lane configurations. Comments were also made to provide
for wildlife and elk crossings in the new design. In general, the community was in support of the widening project.

The study area has been examined in three main segments: A, B, and C (see Project Vicinity Map). Within each
segment, several alternative alignments were developed and studied. Criteria such as roadway design features,
access management, right-of-way and environmental impacts were compared to help assist in determining potential
alternative improvements within each segment. Further examination is currently underway to determine which
alternatives will emerge as the preferred alternative in each segment. Below are potential alternatives from each
segment which merit further study and consideration. Tonight's meeting will further examine these alternatives.
We invite yourinput to refine the alternative concepts and identify potential impacts resulting from them.

SEGMENT A - DIVIDED MEDIAN

This segment is anticipated to result in a four-lane divided highway with a median separating the eastbound (EB)
and westbound (WB) lanes. There are four alternatives being examined in this segment. Alternatives vary with
respect to median width.

SEGMENT B - EMERGING DEVELOPED

This segment is also anticipated to result in a four-lane divided highway with a median separating the EB and WB
lanes. However, the median width for the Segment B alternatives is less than those in Segment A. Alternatives
examined in this segment include options with a divided highway facility end-to-end; or combination facilities
beginning with a four-lane divided highway, a five-lane highway in the center section, and then transitioning again
to adivided highway.

SEGMENT C - RURAL 5 LANE

This segment is anticipated to result in widening the existing roadway to provide a five-lane highway with a
continuous center turn lane. Alternatives being examined include widening to the north, to the south, as well as
symmetrical widening.

The Project Development Process
Deta Progra M

We are here
Currently the project is in the Detailed Study stage of the project development process. During this phase of the
study, design concept alternatives are developed and evaluated, then a preferred alternative is selected for further
development. Input from previous public and agency scoping meetings as well as input from tonight’s meeting are
included in the examination process along with environmental impacts and engineering criteria.

During the study, the “no-build” alternative will also be taken into consideration as a potential option and examined
concurrently with the other alternatives. Detailed design, development, and environmental analysis would be
conducted before the final selection is made. The actual construction of any proposed roadway may not take
place for several years, due to funding limitations.

Project Vicinity Map
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COMMENT SHEET

PLEASE ANSWER A FEW QUESTIONS TO TELL US HOW WE ARE DOING

How did you hear about this meeting?
Do you have any suggestions for improving future meetings?

CONTACT INFORMATION (Optional)*
Name:
Address:
City, State, Zip: Email:
Would you like to be added to the project mailing list?

COMMENTS

1. Do you have any concerns about the environmental, social, and/or economic impacts of this
project? What are they?

2. What other criteria would you suggest for evaluating and comparing potential alternatives
beyond those currently used?

3. Which evaluation criterion is most important to you and why?

* Note: Providing your contact information is voluntary. Under state law, any identifying information
provided above will become part of the public record and, as such, must be released to any
individual upon request.
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4. Which alternative do you prefer in Segments A, B, and C? Explain.

5. Please provide any additional comments that you feel would be helpful to the study team.

You may leave this comment sheet with us tonight, or send it by December 4, 2009 to:
ADOT cl/o Coralie Cole, Jacobs Engineering, 101 North First Avenue, Suite 3100,
Phoenix, AZ 85003; or Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com; fax 602-253-1202

THANK YOU FOR YOUR INPUT!
- __________________________________________________________________________________
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