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1.0 Introduction 
 
Efforts continued in the development of a Long-Range Transportation Study and Plan for 
the northwest Cochise County area. The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), 
in coordination with Cochise County and the City of Benson, continued to gather 
information and input for the study and plan development. The study was conducted 
under the Planning for Rural Areas (PARA) program. The PARA program is sponsored 
by the ADOT Multimodal Planning Division and provides federal funds to non-
metropolitan communities for the purpose of conducting transportation planning studies. 
 
The purpose of this long-range transportation plan was to identify potential highway and 
arterial routes to meet anticipated future transportation demands.   The plan included 
potential projects, strategies, and actions for the years 2020 and 2040. Local and state 
trends, citizen and stakeholder visions and goals, and emerging issues were key 
considerations in the development of this plan. The plan considered all of the 
transportation modes within the northwest area, including the I-10 corridor; state 
highways and interchanges; local county and city streets; and rail, transit, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities. To develop this plan, four recent transportation plans were 
synthesized and combined with on-going planning. 
 
As the study continued, a second public meeting for the Northwest Cochise County 
Transportation Study was held. The meeting occurred at Cochise College – Benson 
Center at 1025 S. State Route 90 in Benson, Arizona from 5:00 to 7:00 p.m. on Tuesday, 
June 8, 2010. Approximately 30 people attended the public open house, including about 
20 local residents and business owners. Representatives from Cochise County, the City of 
Benson, ADOT Multi-Modal Planning, and ADOT Communications and Community 
Partnerships, and the Governor’s Office also were present, as well as representatives from 
the URS Corporation Planning Team. These representatives were in attendance to present 
project information and to address the public’s concerns and questions.  
 

2.0 Outreach Summary  
 
In order to encourage attendance at the public open house, notice of the meeting was 
provided to the community, agency representatives, and the media in several ways. On 
consecutive Fridays in May during the month prior to the meeting, residents of the City 
of Benson received notifications in their water bills announcing the meeting. Display 
advertising was placed in the San Pedro Valley News-Sun on Wednesday, May 26 and 
Wednesday, June 2, 2010. A press release was also issued by ADOT to the media. 
 

 



     
 
 

3.0 Meeting Overview 
 
Upon arrival at the meeting, attendees were encouraged to view and comment on the 
display boards and to talk with members of the Study Team and the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC). In addition to a welcome board, four additional display boards were 
available for review. These boards displayed the following information: 
 

 Study Area Map 
 Goals and Objectives (text) 
 Existing Conditions (Review of prior work showing 6 maps from completed 

documents) 
 Future Conditions (Outline of future objectives showing 6 maps) 

 
At 5:30 p.m., Mark Hoffman, ADOT Project Manager, called the meeting to order. Mr. 
Hoffman introduced Brad Hamilton, City of Benson Public Works Director, and Karen 
Lamberton, Cochise County Transportation Planner, members of the TAC who were in 
attendance, the Study Team, and local dignitaries attending the meeting. Linda Ritter, 
ADOT Public Information Officer, then made a few comments on the importance of 
public input, and encouraged attendees to ask questions and provide written comments.  
 
Karen Lamberton of Cochise County provided the group with a brief overview of the 
project progress to date. She emphasized that planning is a long-range effort, and the 
planning that is being done at this time is for 10 to 30 years in the future. Once the results 
of the study are developed, they will be presented to the Board of Supervisors, the City 
Council members, and the public. From there, recommended projects will be prioritized 
and will hopefully be implemented. Ms. Lamberton emphasized that planning is a 
constantly changing effort and will be reviewed frequently. 
 
Matt Carpenter, URS Project Manager, then gave a brief overview of the project with a 
Power Point presentation. Mr. Carpenter explained that past and current planning studies 
were reviewed, current and future employment and population data were gathered and 
analyzed, an inventory of physical, natural, historical, and cultural resources was 
conducted, and existing traffic data was compiled. From this information, assumptions 
and growth scenarios were developed. In addition, commuter and goods movement rail 
service was assessed and evaluation criteria for a roadway improvement plan was 
developed. A funding assessment was also conducted, including guidance on impact fees.   
 



     
 
 
Mr. Carpenter reviewed some of the issues under consideration for this study, including: 
  

 Preservation of major roadways, including Interstate 10, State Route 90 and State 
Route 80 

 Consideration of wildlife corridors 
 Redevelopment of abandoned rail lines into trails 
 Research for grant funding 
 Improvement of traffic interchanges 
 Improvement of the business route 10 through Benson 

 
Finally, Mr. Carpenter posed two questions to the attendees, (1) What is your vision for 
the future?; and (2) What is important to you? He then encouraged attendees to provide 
their comments. 
 
Following Mr. Carpenter’s presentation, the floor was opened to the public for a question 
and answer session. A summary of the questions received during the meeting is included 
in Section 4.0.  
 
After the question and answer period, additional time was allotted for attendees to again 
view the display boards and participate in individual discussions with members of the 
TAC and the study team. Two large maps of the study area were displayed on tables, 
allowing for the public to provide their comments directly on the maps.  
 
Comment forms were provided to attendees as they arrived at the meeting and were 
available throughout the evening.  A total of two comment forms were completed and 
submitted at the meeting on June 8, 2010. No additional comments were submitted after 
the meeting. Scanned copies of all comments and sign-in sheets from the open house are 
included in Appendix B of this document. 

 
4.0 Meeting notes  
 
Meeting:  Public Open House #2 
  Northwest Cochise County Transportation Study 
 
Date:  June 8, 2010 
 
Location: Cochise College – Benson Center 
  1025 S. State Route 90  
  Benson, Arizona 85602 
 



     
 
 
TAC ATTENDANCE 

Mark Hoffman, ADOT Multimodal Planning Division  
Brad Hamilton, City of Benson Public Works 
Karen Lamberton, Cochise County Transportation Planning 
Bill Harmon, ADOT Safford District Engineer 
Tom Engel, Safford District Office 
Reza Karimvand, ADOT Multimodal Planning Division 
Linda Ritter, ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships 
Mary McCool, Cochise Trails Association 
 

Consultant Staff in Attendance 
Matt Carpenter, URS Corporation 
Aaron Iverson, URS Corporation 
Sunny Bush, URS Corporation 

 
Question and Answer Session (During the Meeting) 
(Please note that the following is a summary, not a transcript) 
 
Q = Question; A = Answer; C = Comment 

 
Q:  I thought this session was to present modeling results and to suggest alternative 

routes. Why hasn’t this information been presented?  
 
A: The study team wanted to give the public an opportunity to provide input on 

alternative routes based on what the planning process has determined are potential 
future population and employment growth. County wide modeling is currently 
underway (with another consulting firm) but is not yet finalized. 

 
C: I agree with the previous speaker, the big issues have not been discussed. 
 
A: The intent of this public meeting was to share the final population and 

employment data and, before alternative routes were chosen for modeling, 
provide area stakeholders an opportunity to discuss with staff, ADOT and other 
northwest area residents possible future roadway corridors. Using the information 
from this meeting, alternative routes will be chosen for modeling. There will be 
an opportunity for the public to review those results and comment prior to the 
Northwest Area Plan being finalized.  

 
Q: What is the target date for when the information and recommendations will be 

presented to the Board of Supervisors? 
 
A: The target is to have the recommendations to the Board of Supervisors some time 

in August. 



     
 
 
 
Q: Are the projections for population growth taking into consideration availability of 

water? 
 
A: All development plans are required to demonstrate water adequacy. 
 
Q: How are you going to adjust the model in light of the results of the 2010 census? 
 
A: There are constant adjustments and re-examinations of modeling results taking 

into consideration such factors as the Census. This is the first County-wide 
modeling exercise. The projections may be a little off, but they will be generally 
close.  

 
At the conclusion of the question/answer period, attendees were encouraged to view the 
displays of environmental, growth and transportation resources in the study area and to 
talk with study team members about their opinions and expectations. 
 
Several notes were taken at the flip chart, including: 
 

 Access to public land should not have access through private land. 
 St. David should have a public forum before this plan is completed. 
 Preserve the natural water habitat along San Pedro. 
 Four alternative routes were noted by Francis Goodman near St. David School 

(including Golden Bell Road). 
 Do not build freeway through the city or town center – don’t split the town. 
 FHWA agreement in 1950s does not allow easements on I-10 in study area. 
 Flooding issues at Ocotillo Road and Pomerine Road. 
 Additional east/west connections between J-Six and Benson are needed. 
 Improvements to the J-Six/Mescal interchange are needed now, specifically the 

on ramps are too short and make it dangerous to merge onto the freeway. 
 Improvements to SR80 are needed between Benson and St. David. 
 

Notes were also added on the two maps provided for public to view and comment. The 
following notes, summarized in sentence format for clarity, were placed on the maps: 
 
Map 1 

 There is no connectivity from J-Six/Mescal to SR90. 
 Add frontage roads from J-Six/Mescal to SR90 on one or both sides of I-10. 
 Extend frontage roads along I-10 to Marsh Station. 
 Connectivity of trails to Pima Trails Plan is needed. 



     
 
 

 East/west connectivity from the County line on the west to the airport on the east 
is needed. Connectivity from the airport south to the junction of SR90 and I-10 is 
also needed. 

 Improvements are needed at SR80 and the railroad. 
 Don’t provide river crossing along San Pedro River. 
 Connect Post Road. 
 Visibility is poor at the J-Six/Mescal interchange. 
 Wildlife corridor/trails and recreational access/connectivity from the Coronado 

National Forest across SR90 is needed. 
 

Map 2: 
 

 Extend the eastbound ramp at the J-Six/Mescal interchange. It’s not safe. 
 Frontage roads are needed on both or either side of I-10. 
 Build a traffic interchange is between the J-Six/Mescal interchange and the Smith 

Ranch Road interchange. 
 Make any new routes that are developed bicycle accessible. 
 There is and old railroad bed located north of I-10 between South Ranch Road 

and the SR90 interchange. 
 SR90 should be 6 lanes from I-10 to Post Ranch Road. 
 There is a potential for converting the abandoned railroad line between SR90 and 

SR80 to a trail, but it would need resurfacing. 
 State Route 80 should be 5 lanes to Curtis Flats. 
 

 
The meeting was adjourned at approximately 7:00 p.m. 
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