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Alternative Table 2.3-1 is an Evaluation of Alignment Alternatives – this table omitted the possible grade-separated railroad crossing options for Airport Road and U.S. 70. 

Table 3.2-1 Project Area Parcels and Land Uses – does not include property owned by ADOT for US Highway 70.

Chapter on Affected Environment part 3.15 Section 4(f)  - The executive summary speaks to the project having the potential to reduce the integrity of three to four historic resources in the Project Area, however only the public park lands are discussed.  

Chapter on Potential Environmental Impacts part 4.6 Traffic and Transportation does not include any analysis on grade-separated crossing of U.S. Highway 70 or Airport Road.

Table 4.6 -1 Results of Afternoon Peak Hour Intersection Operational Analysis is deficient in that the larger measured peak hour flows of Thursday April 4, 2004 were not used.   This is significant in that all subsequent calculations including the stopping distance queue from the crossing is calculated from this measurement.  The distances cars could be stopped and waiting for the crossing to clear would be even closer to the San Simon River Bridge.  The line-of-sight to the stopped vehicles to the west of the San Simon Rive Bridge may be further reduced and safety concerns are increased if the appropriate peak hour flows are used.

The analysis on page 4-10 and footnote 8 is incorrect in that there are many vehicles that stop before crossing an at-grade railroad crossing, activated signals or not.  School buses and hazardous cargo transportation tanker trucks are the most prevalent, and on a two-lane highway even if the railroad crossing warning lights are not flashing, vehicles may queue up without any warning.

Table 4.6-4 Stopping Site Distances at U.S. Highway 70 At-Grade Crossing is deficient and under stated because the calculations are based on the March 2005 data, not the much larger peak volumes of April 2004.

The mitigation measures of raising the crossing elevation on page 4-12 may be ineffective or defective in that vehicles may queue up for a longer distance from the crossing because of incorrect analysis of peak hour flow data and subsequent stopping distance calculations.  
The Mitigation Measure 6.1 SEA Recommended Mitigation Measures by Environmental Topic for Transportation and/Traffic Safety:

· Item number 2 is for AZER to consult state and local transportation agencies parties to determine final design of an at-grade road crossing and associated warning devices on U.S. Highway 70, is most likely based on previous miscalculations of safe sight and stopping distance.  

· Item number 5 is for AZER to raise the elevation of the proposed at-grade rail crossing over U.S. Highway 70 to be consistent with t he elevation of the adjacent bridge over the San Simon River to ensure visibility will not be a concern, may still not give west bound traffic approaching the crest of the rise on the San Simon River Bridge adequate time and distance to safely slow before entering the queue of stopped or slower moving vehicles approaching the crossing. 
· Item number 6 is AZER shall install an advanced visual warning (remote flashing signals) on US highway 70 on the down slope moving away from the bridge east of the San Simon River.  Why limit this location only to the east side of the San Simon River Bridge, or should flashing signals be installed on the crest and down slope on both sides of the San Simon River Bridge, if needed.  Alternatively, is this mitigation measure for some other bridge location east of the San Simon River Bridge?
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