CHAPTER VIII
SUMMARY OF COORDINATION AND PUBLIC VIEWS

8.1 NON-FEDERAL VIEWS AND PREFERENCES

The non-Federal views and preferences regarding ecosystem restoration measures, and problems
they addressed, in general were obtained through coordination with the local sponsor and with
other various local and regional public agencies, community groups, resource conservation
groups and the public. These coordination efforts consisted of public meetings held during the
reconnaissance and feasibility phases, through the maintenance of points of contact that any
interested party could discuss matters, and a distribution list where notices of public meetings
was distributed. Announcement of public meetings was made in local media providing the date,

time, place and subject matter.

8.2 DIVISION OF PLAN RESPONSIBILITIES

The City of Phoenix has expressed willingness in continuing to be a non-Federal sponsor for
project implementation. They have indicated support for the project and willingness to assume
cost-shared financial obligations for its implementation. A letter of support acknowledging
sponsorship requirements for the project is presented as Figure VIII-1. There is currently a
significant interest in providing ecosystem restoration solutions with recreation opportunities on

the Rio Salado Oeste reach of the Salt River.
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City of Phoenix

QOFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER

April 21, 2006

Colonel Alex Dornstauder

United States Army Corps of Engineers
915 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 14P00
Los Angeles, California 90017

Re: Letter of Support for the Rio Salado Oeste Recommended Plan, Salt
River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study

Dear Colonel Dornstauder:

The City of Phoenix, as the local sponsor, supports the recommended plan
contained in the Rio Salado Oeste Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Report, for
the Salt River between 19" Avenue and 83™ Avenue through Phoenix.

This restoration plan is consistent with the overall vision and goals the city has
for restoration of the Salt River. We are prepared to move forward with the Army
Corps to the next level of design and construction. This includes the sponsor's
commitment to secure our financial share for preconstruction engineering and
design costs once the project receives Congressional authorization.

We thank the Army Corps for their commitment and involvement in constructing
the upstream Rio Salado environment restoration project. The successful grand
opening of Rio Salado for our residents and all of its visitors on November 5,
2005 was a great beginning in making the riverbed an asset for our community
and a natural resource. We look forward to working with the Army Corps to
extend the improvements downstream by making Rio Salado Oeste a reality.

Sincerely,

Fvse 1 L)

Karen Williams
Rio Salado Project Director
City Manager's Office

200 West Washington Street,12th Floor « Phoenix, Arizona 85003 » 602-262-6941 « FAX: 602-261-8327
Recycled Paper

Figure 0-1 City of Phoenix Support Letter
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8.3 SUMMARY OF STUDY MANAGEMENT, COORDINATION, PUBLIC VIEWS
AND COMMENTS

The study team was made up of a multi-disciplinary group that consisted of several functional
elements of the Corps and the non-Federal sponsor. The study team included study and project
managers, engineers, hydrologic and hydraulic engineers, groundwater specialists, environmental
specialists, cost estimators, designers, appraisers, economists, materials, geotechnical specialists,

real estate specialists, and landscape architects.

Formal and informal coordination occurred with a variety of Federal, State, and local agencies in
addition to the public involvement described above. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement
was distributed to local, State, and Federal Agencies and Tribal Governments for review and
comment. Representatives from USFWS and AGFD participated in development of the
functional assessment model and its application. The USFWS, AGFD, and FCDMC also
participated in development of alternatives and their design. USFWS has provided a
Coordination Act Report for this study, which can be found in the attached Final EIS. Further

information pertaining to public meetings as well as public comments is also found in the EIS.

Letters from the US EPA, US Department of the Interior, Yavapai Prescott Indian Tribe, and
Arizona Game and Fish Department were all supportive of the restoration project. Additional
letters of support were received from Audubon Arizona, Phoenix Community Alliance, Valley
Forward, Phoenix Planning Commission, Phoenix Parks and Recreation Board, members of the
Phoenix City Council and former members of the Rio Salado Advisory Committee. All
correspondence and comments on the report are found in the attached Environmental Impact

Statement.

Rio Salado Oeste, VIII-3 Chapter 9 —Recommendation
Final Feasibility Report September 2006



Rio Salado Oeste, VIII-4 Chapter 9 —Recommendation
Final Feasibility Report September 2006



CHAPTER IX
RECOMMENDATIONS

I recommend that the plan described herein for ecosystem restoration and recreation, be
authorized for implementation as a Federal project. The total first cost of the project is
currently estimated at $164,950,295 under October 2006 prices. The Federal share is
currently estimated at $105,541,675.

I recommend that the Corps of Engineers participate in cost-shared monitoring and minor
modifications, as may be required to ensure success of the project, as identified and
described within the Monitoring and Adaptive Management Plan.

My recommendation is subject to cost sharing, financing, and other applicable
requirements of Federal and State laws and policies, including Public Law 99-663, the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986, as amended by Section 202 of Public Law
104-303, the Water Resources Development Act of 1996, and in accordance with the
required items of local cooperation identified in Chapter VII which the non-Federal
sponsor must agree to prior to project implementation.

The plans presented herein are recommended with such modifications thereof as in the
discretion of the Commander, HQUSACE, may be advisable.

The recommendations contained herein reflect the information available at this time and
current Departmental policies governing formulation of individual projects. They do not
reflect program and budgeting priorities in the formulation of a national Civil Works
construction program nor the perspective of higher review levels within the Executive
Branch. Consequently, the recommendations may be modified before they are
transmitted to the Congress as proposals for authorization and implementation funding.
However, prior to transmittal to the Congress, the non-Federal sponsor, the State,
interested Federal agencies, and other parties will be advised of any modifications and
will be afforded an opportunity to comment further.

Colonei, US Army
District Engineer

Chapter 9 —Recommendation

Rio Salado Oeste, x-1
o Salado Oeste September 2006

Final Feasibility Report



Rio Salado Oeste, IX-2 Chapter 9 —Recommendation
Final Feasibility Report September 2006



CHAPTER X
REFERENCES

Antieau, J. M. 1978. Letter to Marjorie Wilson.1981. The Palo Verde Archaeological
Investigations. Museum of Northern Arizona Research Paper 20. Flagstaff: Museum of Northern
Arizona.

Antieau, J. M., and P. Stein. 1981. Regional environmental background: topography, geology,
and soils. In The Palo Verde Archaeological Investigations, edited by J. M. Antieau, pp. 5-7.
Museum of Northern Arizona Research Paper 20. Flagstaff: Museum of Northern Arizona.

Arizona Game and Fish Department, 2001. Wildlife 2006: The Arizona Game and Fish
Department’s Wildlife Management Program Strategic Plan for the Years 2001-2006. Arizona
Game and Fish Department, January 22, 2001.

City of Phoenix, 2001. City of Phoenix General Plan. City of Phoenix Available online at
http://phoenix.gov/PLANNING/gpindex.html

Dames and Moore, 1991. Remedial Action Plan for Del Rio Landfill: Prepared for the City of
Phoenix, April 1, 1991.

Downum, C. E., and T. Bostwick (eds.) 1993. Archaeology of the Pueblo Grande platform
mound and surrounding features. Volume 1. Introduction to the Archival Project andHistory of
Archaeological Research. Pueblo Grande Museum Anthropological Papers No.1. City of
Phoenix, Parks, Recreation and Library Department, Pueblo Grande Museum.

Executive Order No 91-6 Protection of Riparian Areas. Signed by Governor Rose Mofford
February 14, 1991. http://www.lib.az.us/is/state/eo/Mofford/1991-06.pdf

Gillis, A.M. 1991. Should cows chew cheatgrass on common lands? Bioscience 41:668-
675.

Gladwin, W., and H. Gladwin. 1933. Some Southwestern pottery types. Series Il1l. Medallion
Papers 13, Gila Pueblo, Globe. The eastern range of the Red-on-buff culture. 1934. Medallion
Papers 16. Gila Pueblo, Globe.

Graf, W. L., P. J. Beyer, and T. Wasklewicz. 1994. Geomorphic assessment of the lower Salt
River, Central Arizona. Arizona State University. Tempe, AZ. Prepared for the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District, Arizona Area Office, Phoenix, AZ.

Granger, B. H. (Reviser). 1960. Will C. Barnes’ Arizona Place Names. Facsimile Edition.
Tucson: University of Arizona Press.

Hodge, F. W. 1893. Prehistoric irrigation in Arizona. American Anthropologist 6(July): 323-
330.

Rio Salado Oeste X-1 Chapter 10- References
Final Feasibility Report September 2006



Knopf, F.L. 1989. Riparian Wildlife Habitats: More, worth less, and under invasion.
Pages 20-22 in K. Mutz, D. Cooper, M. Scott and L. Miller, technical coordinators.
Restoration, creation, and management of wetland and riparian ecosystems in the
American West. Society of Wetland Scientists, Rocky Mountain Chapter, Boulder, Co.
Latta, M.J., C.J. Beardmore, and T.E. Corman. 1999. Arizona Partners in Flight Bird
Conservation Plan. Version 1.0. Nongame and Endangered Wildlife Program Technical Report
142. Arizona Game and Fish Department, Phoenix, Arizona.

Maricopa Association of Governments, 2002. Interim Socioeconomic Projections 2002.
Maricopa County, 1992a. Laveen Area Plan. Maricopa County. 1992

Maricopa County, 1992b. Estrella Area Plan. Maricopa County. 1992

Maricopa County, 1997. Maricopa County Comprehensive Plan: 2020 Eye to the Future.

Maricopa County. Online at http://www.maricopa.gov/planning/compln/plan/plan.pdf

Marshall, R.M., S. Anderson, M. Batcher, P. Comer, S. Cornelius, R. Cox, A. Gondor, D. Gori, J. Humke,
R. Paredes Aguilar, L.E. Parra, S. Schwartz. 2000. An Ecological Analysis of Conservation

Priorities in the Sonoran Desert Ecoregion. Prepared by The Nature Conservancy Arizona

Chapter, Sonoran Institute, and Instituto del Medio Ambiente y el Desarrollo Sustentable del

Estado de Sonora with support from Department of Defense Legacy Program, Agency and

Institutional partners. 146 pp.

Myers, J. 1961. 1, Jack Swilling: Founder of Phoenix, Arizona. New York: Hastings House.

Nials, F. L., and D. A. Gregory. 1989. Irrigation systems in the lower Salt River Valley. In The 1982-

1984 Excavations at Las Colinas: Environment and Subsistence, by D. A. Graybill, D. A. Gregory, E L.
Nials, S. K. Fish, R. E. Gasser, C. H. Miksicek, and C. R. Szuter, pp. 39-58. Archacological Series No.
162, Vol. 5. Tucson: University of Arizona, Arizona State Museum.

Onken, Jill, Michael R. Waters, and Jeffrey A. Homberg, Geoarchaeological Assessment for the
Tres Rios Project, Maricopa County, Arizona. Technical Report 04-68. Statistical Research,
Redlands, California.

Parsons Engineering Science, 2001. Aquifer Protection Permit Monitoring Well Study
Hydrogeology Report: prepared for the City of Phoenix, November 11, 2001.

Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community Council (SRPMICC). 1989. Policy Statement.
Salt-River Pima Maricopa Indian Community, Scottsdale, AZ.

Salt River Project. 1979. The taming of the Salt. Communications and Public Affairs
Department, Phoenix.

Rio Salado Oeste X-2 Chapter 10- References
Final Feasibility Report September 2006



Stein, P. H. 1977. National Register of Historic Places Inventory—Nomination Form. Museum
of Northern Arizona, Flagstaff.

URS, 2002. Groundwater Quality and Hydrogeology Report Rio Salado Oeste Project Phoenix
Arizona. April 1, 2002.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District, 1998. Rio Salado, Salt River AZ,
Feasibility Report, April 1998.

2000. Tres Rios, Arizona Feasibility Report. September 2000.

U.S. Census Bureau, 2000. Data online at www.census.gov

USGS, 1991. Predevelopment hydrology of the Salt River Indian Reservation, East Salt River
Valley, Arizona. Water Resources Investigation Report 91-4132. Tucson, AZ.

USFWS, 1993. Riparian Issue Paper: Lack of Federal Section 404 Clean Water Act Protection
of Riparian Areas in the Arid and Semi-Arid Southwest. Arizona Ecological Services Office,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. October 1993.

Walker, H. P., and D. Bufkin. 1986. Historical atlas of Arizona. 2nd edition. Norman OK:
University of Oklahoma Press.

Wormington, H. M. 1973. Prehistoric Indians of the Southwest. Popular Series, Issue 7.
Denver, CO: Denver Museum of Natural History.

Rio Salado Oeste X-3 Chapter 10- References
Final Feasibility Report September 2006



Rio Salado Oeste X-4 Chapter 10- References
Final Feasibility Report September 2006



	Final Feasibility Report
	Table of Contents
	List of Tables
	List of Figures
	List of Appendixes
	List of Acronyms


	Executive Summary
	Chapter I Study Authority
	Figure I-1 Vicinity Map
	Figure I-2 HR 2425

	Chapter II Study Information
	2.1 Study Purpose and Study Scope
	2.2 Need for the Project/Proposed Action
	2.3 Study Area
	2.4 History of the Investigation
	Figure II-1 Project Study Area
	2.5 Planning Process and Report Organization

	Chapter III Prior Studies, Reports, and Existing Water Projects
	3.1 Prior Studies and Reports
	Figure III-1 Location of Other Corps Projects
	3.2 Existing and Ongoing Water Projects
	Figure III-2 Salt River Project System

	Chapter IV Existing Conditions
	4.1 Historic Conditions
	4.2 Existing Conditions
	Figure IV-2 Areas of Groundwater Quality Concern
	Figure IV-3 100-Year Floodplain
	Figure IV-4 Depth to Groundwater
	Figure IV-5 Aggregate Mining within the Project Area
	Figure IV-6 Landscape dominated by Salt Cedar
	Figure IV-7 Scrub-Shrub lands
	Figure IV-8 Low-flow channel
	Figure IV-9 FCI 
	Figure IV-10 Property Ownership and Use

	4.3 Expected Future Without Project Condition
	Figure IV-11 Future Without Project AAFCU

	Chapter V Plan Formulation and Evaluation
	5.1 Planning Process
	5.2 Problems and Opportunities
	5.3 Planning Objectives and Constraints
	5.4 Development of Alternative Plans
	5.5 Alternative Development and Evaluation Process
	5.6 Preliminary Management Measures
	5.7 Alternative Development
	Figure V-1 Approximate Levee Locations
	Figure V-2 Abandonned Gravel Pit 
	Figure V-3 Stormwater outfall at 19th Ave

	5.8 Third/Final Array of Alternatives
	Figure V-4 Cost Effective Analysis
	Figure V-5 Incremental Cost Analysis

	5.9 Evaluation of Final Array of Alternatives
	5.10 Selection of the Recommended Plan
	5.11 Risk and Uncertainty

	Chapter VI Description of the Recommended Plan
	6.1 Recomended Plan
	6.2 Plan Features
	6.3 Project Outputs
	6.4 Maintenance Considerations
	6.5 Recreation Plan
	6.6 Associated Non-Federal Considerations
	6.7 Monitoring and Adaptive Management Plan

	Chapter VII Plan Implementation
	7.1 Study Recommendation
	7.2 Division of Plan Responsibilities
	7.3 Cost Apportionment
	7.4 Current and Future Work Elegible For Credits
	7.5 Institutional Requirements
	7.6 Environmental Requirements
	7.7 Sponsorship Agreements
	7.8 Proceedures for Implementation

	Chapter VIII Summary of Coordination and Public Views
	8.1 Non-Federal Views and Preferences
	8.2 Division of Plan Responsibilities
	Figure VIII-1 City of Phoenix Support Letter

	8.3 Summary of Study Management, Coordination, Public Views and Comments

	Chapter IX Recommendations
	Chapter X References
	Plates
	No Action Alternative
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 4
	Alternative 5
	Alternative 5A
	Alternative 5B
	Recommended Plan
	Recommended Plan, continued

	Final Environmental Impact Statement
	APPENDIXES
	Appendix A Hydrology and Hydraulics
	Appendix B Water Budget and Interior Drainage
	Appendix C Groundwater Modelling
	Appendix D Groundwater Quality and Hydrogeology
	Appendix E Geotechnical Evaluation
	Appendix F Modified Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
	Appendix G Economic Evaluation
	Appendix H Real Estate Plan
	Appendix I Functional Assessment Methodology
	Appendix J Design
	Appendix K Cost Estimate
	Appendix L Recreation
	Appendix M Wetland Restoration
	Appendix N Monitoring and Adaptive Managment




