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(Apache Jct. 
to Coolidge)

Background
• Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) and Arizona 

Department of Transportation (ADOT) are working together on 
several studies in southeast Maricopa/northern Pinal Counties.

• Studies concurrently underway and build upon Southeast       
Maricopa/Northern Pinal County Area Transportation Study.

• Williams Gateway Freeway in Maricopa County funded by 
Proposition 400.  Anticipated construction 2016-2020.

Southeast Maricopa/Northern Pinal County Area Transportation 
Study (SEMNPTS):
• Documented the transportation relationships between Maricopa and

Pinal Counties

• Identified the long-range transportation demand

• Recommended realistic projects to address the demand and area 
needs

• Results incorporated into MAG Regional Transportation Plan, as well 
long-range planning of Pinal County and CAAG

ADOT Corridor Definition Studies Focus:
To make recommendations to the State Transportation Board regarding:

• Types of future facilities (E.G., freeways, arterials, parkways, etc.)

• General location of the corridors

• Jurisdictional responsibility for the facilities

ADOT Corridors Under Study:
• Williams Gateway Corridor (SR 202 to US 60)

• East Valley Corridor (Interstate 10 to Florence Junction)

• Apache Junction/Coolidge Corridor (Interstate 10 to US 60)

• US 60 Corridor (Baseline to Ray Roads)
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MAG Williams Gateway Freeway Alignment Study 
Focus:

• Identify and examine the existing physical, social, 
economic and environmental conditions within the Study 
Area that could effect the freeway alignment

• Identify and evaluate a range of alternative freeway 
alignments in Maricopa County, and the bordering area of 
Pinal County

• Recommend a Preferred Alignment for the freeway in 
Maricopa County

• Develop detailed information regarding transportation 
facility characteristics and right-of-way needs

• Identify preliminary environmental or Title VI/Environmental 
Justice factors to be addressed

Project Schedule and Community Involvement

25

Public 
Meeting

24

Freeway Corridor Detail Preferred Freeway Corridor

Phase 1 (6 months)

MAG Regional 
Council Adopts 
Corridor

Phase 2 (7 months)
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Tier 1 System Corridors Evaluation Matrix
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Carry forward and 
evaluate refined 
options in Tier 2

No critical flawNo critical flawNo critical flawNo critical flaw
Hawes 2 (diverges 

southeast at Hawes)

Remove from further
consideration

• Airport interference
• Unacceptable land use & 

economic impacts

Likely unacceptable impacts 
on land uses & economic 

activities on Williams 
Gateway campus

Interferes with Williams 
Gateway Airport 

operations without a 
cost-prohibitive 

solution such as 
tunneling (which raises 

security issues)

No critical flawNo critical flaw
Hawes 1 (diverges 

south at Hawes 
Road)

Remove from further
Consideration

• Inconsistent with RTP
• Inconsistent with local 

plans
• Unacceptable land use 

impacts

Unacceptably disrupts 
established neighborhoods

No critical flaw
Inconsistent with Gilbert 

& Mesa General Plans

Not consistent with the 
connection to the SR 

202 shown in the RTP, & 
prohibitive cost due to 

excessive length of new 
freeway construction 

required

Greenfield (diverges 
east at Greenfield 

Road)

Unacceptable land use or 
economic impacts

Williams Gateway 
Airport Interference

Inconsistency with local 
plans

Consistency with RTP
Conclusion

Criteria

Corridor

Feb/March 2005
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Future Land Use Map
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Drainage and Utilities Map
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Tier 2 Corridors Evaluation Matrix
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Consultant 
recommends retain for 
Tier 3.
Performs generally well at Tier 2 
level despite length, 
environmental impacts & impacts 
to existing land uses in Pinal 
County

LowLow (7.0 miles)Low (impacts 3 irrigation 
production wells, a known 
cultural site, & creates noise & 
visual concerns near existing 
residences)

High (compatible with 
future grid network)

HighMedium (less compatible 
with residential than 
with employment land use 
in Queen Creek)

Medium (primarily serves 
Queen Creek portion of 
Williams Gateway 
economic activity center)

High (no notable 
impacts)7

Consultant 
recommends remove 
from further 
consideration.
Incompatible with planned 
arterial street system; 
substantial environmental 
impacts

LowLow (6.75 miles)Low (impacts 12 production 
wells:  2 industrial, 5 irrigation, 3 
stock, 1 domestic & 1 municipal; 
also a known cultural site & a 
100-year floodplain)

Low (takes arterial 
alignment: Germann Rd)

HighHigh (consistent with 
Mesa and Queen Creek 
General Plans)

Medium (primarily serves 
Queen Creek portion of 
Williams Gateway 
economic activity center)

Medium (minor 
impact to TRW 
access)           

6

Consultant 
recommends retain for 
Tier 3.
Performs generally well at Tier 2 
level of analysis

MediumMedium (6.5 miles)Medium (impacts 2 irrigation 
production wells, 1 municipal 
production well, 1 abandoned 
geotech boring, & a major wash 
feature & a 100-year floodplain)

High (compatible with 
future grid network)

MediumHigh (consistent with 
Mesa General Plan)

High (provides balanced 
high-capacity travel 
within Williams Gateway 
economic activity center)

Medium (requires 
R/W from TRW, 
although in a 
manner consistent 
with its long-range 
property 
disposition plans)

5

Consultant 
recommends remove 
from further 
consideration.
Incompatible with planned 
arterial street system

MediumMedium (6.0 miles)Medium (impacts 1 monitor well, 1 
municipal water production well 
& a major wash feature in 
Maricopa County; adjacent 
hazardous materials)

Low (takes arterial 
alignment: Pecos Rd)

MediumHigh (consistent with 
Mesa General Plan)

High (provides balanced 
high-capacity travel 
within Williams Gateway 
economic activity center)

Medium (minor 
impact to Fuji Film 
& CRMA tire 
recycling plant 
Tier access)

4

Consultant 
recommends retain for 
Tier 3.
Performs generally well at Tier 2 
level at analysis

HighMedium (5.5 miles)Medium (impacts 1 domestic water 
production well & a major wash 
feature in Maricopa County; 
adjacent hazardous materials)

High (compatible with 
future grid network)

MediumHigh (consistent with 
Mesa General Plan)

High (provides balanced 
high-capacity travel 
within Williams Gateway 
economic activity center)

High (no notable 
impacts)3

Consultant 
recommends remove 
from further 
consideration.
Incompatible with planned 
arterial street system; 
substantial environmental 
impacts

HighHigh (5.25 miles)Low (impacts 4 domestic water 
production wells, a major wash 
feature, & a 100-year floodplain 
east of county line in study area; 
adjacent hazardous materials)

Low (takes arterial 
alignment: Williams Field 
Rd)

LowHigh (consistent with 
Mesa General Plan)

Medium (primarily serves 
Mesa portion of Williams 
Gateway economic 
activity center)

Medium (requires 
some R/W from 
Proving Grounds, 
but preserves N/S 
test track)

2

Consultant 
recommends remove 
from further 
consideration.
Substantial environmental & 
economic (GM Proving Grounds) 
impacts; relatively little airport 
access

MediumHigh (5.0 miles)Low (impacts 4 domestic water 
production wells, 1 stock water 
production well & 1 test well; 
impacts major wash feature & 100-
year floodplain east of county 
line in study area)

High (compatible with 
future grid network)

LowMedium (less compatible 
with residential than 
with employment land use 
in Mesa)

Medium (primarily serves 
Mesa portion of Williams 
Gateway economic 
activity center)

Low (requires R/W 
from GM Desert 
Proving Grounds & 
removes N/S test 
track)

1

Estimated length
(<5.5 miles = “High”)

(5.5-6.5 mi = “Medium”)
(>6.5 mi = “Low”)

Natural, Physical, HumanCompatibility with planned 
arterial system

Local access, including 
access to airport5

Supports long-term growth 
of Williams Gateway 

economic activity center4

Sustains major 
existing employers

Pinal County
Considerations3

Cost MinimizationEnvironnemental Compatibility2Transportation ServiceConsistency with Currently 
Adopted Mesa and Queen 

Creek General Plans

Economic Development

ConclusionsCriteria1

Alter-
natives

Feb/March 2005



Tier 3 Draft Corridors
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Potential Ellsworth Rd Realignment B
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Next Steps
1. Incorporate Community Input into Corridor Evaluation 

Process

2. Conduct More Detailed Evaluation of Draft Tier 3 Corridors 
with Agency Stakeholders

• Mobility

• Community Plan Consistency

• Access

• Environmental

• Estimated Cost

• Pinal County Considerations

3. Conduct the MAG Review Process for Recommended 
Freeway Corridor

• MAG Transportation Review Committee

• MAG Management Committee

• MAG Policy Committee

• MAG Regional Council

4. Adoption of Recommended Freeway Corridor by MAG 
Regional Council

5. Refinement of Recommended Freeway Corridor

Community and 
Stakeholder Input

Recommendation to MAG

Potential Corridor Concepts

Tier 1 Screening 

(Fatal Flaw Analysis)

Tier 2 Screening

Tier 3 Analysis
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Questions ???

Roger Herzog, Senior Project Manager
Tel:      602-254-6300
E-mail: rherzog@mag.maricopa.gov

For additional information:

Visit: www.mag.maricopa.gov (see News and Events)

Or Contact:
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DMJM Harris, Inc
2777 E. Camelback Road, Suite 200
Phoenix, Az 85016

John McNamara, AIA, AICP, Planning Manager
Tel:      602-337-2584
E-mail: john.mcnamara@dmjmharris.com

DMJM Harris, Inc
2777 E. Camelback Road, Suite 200
Phoenix, Az 85016

Paul Waung, PE, Project Manager
Tel:      602-337-2607
E-mail: paul.waung@dmjmharris.com

Maricopa Association of Governments
302 N. 1st Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Az 85003

Roger Herzog, Senior Project Manager
Tel:      602-254-6300
E-mail: rherzog@mag.maricopa.gov

MAG Williams Gateway Freeway Alignment and Environmental Overview Study:

ADOT Williams Gateway Corridor Definition Study:

Partners for Strategic Action, Inc.
13771 Fountain Hills Boulevard, Suite 360
Fountain Hills, Az 85268

Peggy Fiandaca, AICP, Public and Stakeholder Involvement
Tel:      480-816-1811
E-mail: psainc@cox.net

Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
555 12th Street
Oakland, CA 94607

Hugh Louch, Deputy Project Manager
Tel:      510-873-8700
E-mail: hlouch@camsys.com

Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
555 12th Street
Oakland, CA 94607

Steve Decker, Project Manager
Tel:      510-873-8700
E-mail: sdecker@camsys.com

Arizona Department of Transportation
206 S. 17th Avenue, MD 310
Phoenix, Az 85007

Andy Smith, ADOT Project Manager
Tel:       602-534-5474
E-mail: agsmith@dot.state.az.us
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