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INTRODUCTION  

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) §§ 40-360, et seq., Arizona Public Service Company (APS 

or Applicant) is seeking a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility (CEC) granting authority to construct 

the Three Rivers 230-kilovolt (kV) Power Line Project (Project).  

PROJECT OVERVIEW  

The Project consists of two new single-circuit 230kV transmission lines, connecting the existing APS Rudd-

White Tanks 230kV transmission line to the Three Rivers Substation (formerly TS16). While the Project is 

proposed to include two new single-circuit 230kV lines, APS is proposing construction of double-circuit 

230kV lines in some locations including highway crossings to accommodate for future 230kV or 69kV 

lines, as needed, and the new 230kV lines entering and exiting the Three Rivers Substation. The Project is 

anticipated to be constructed primarily with steel, monopole structures that will be a mix of single-circuit 

and double-circuit. The exact size and type of structures to be used will depend on final design Additional 

structure types may be warranted depending on specific route and site conditions. 

The Project is needed to maintain system reliability while providing service to a new datacenter being 

constructed by Compass Datacenters (Datacenter). The Project will deliver power from the nearby Rudd-

White Tanks 230kV transmission line to the data center via the Three Rivers Substation located on the 

customerôs site. 

The Project was included in APSôs Ten-Year Plans filed with the Arizona Corporation Commission 

(Commission) on June 12, 2019, January 31, 2020, and January 29, 2021.  

The initial development phase of the Datacenter is temporarily being provided electricity from a 69kV line 

from the Three Rivers Substation. Construction of the 230kV facilities will begin in 2022, with an expected 

in-service date of 2023.  

PURPOSE AND NEED 

The greater Phoenix region has emerged as one of the top markets in the western U.S. for attracting high-

tech companies, including data centers. Data centers require a significant amount of electrical power and 

carry heightened reliability requirements. The Datacenterôs full buildout is anticipated to require 360 

megawatts (MW) of electrical power.  

The power demands and reliability requirements of the Datacenter require service from a 230kV system 

that will be delivered from two independent sources to ensure reliability of the interconnected 230kV 

system. To this end, the Datacenter will be served by the existing Rudd-White Tanks 230kV line from two 

separate interconnection points. These two single-circuit 230kV lines will require separate rights-of-way or 

easements of up to 120 feet wide (approximately 60 feet each side of the structure) and will terminate at 

the Three Rivers Substation. The Preferred Route and two alternative routes (Figures 1 through 3) meet the 

customerôs requirement that no single event (such as the loss of a single pole) would result in the inability 

to serve the load. In addition to ensuring continuity of load for any single event, the Preferred Route and 

two alternative routes (Figures 1 through 3) ensure a high level of reliability to the West Valley and the 

Bulk Electric System. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL AND PU BLIC SITING PROCESS 

APS and its consultant, Environmental Planning Group, a Terracon Company (EPG), developed a public 

planning and outreach process to identify environmentally compatible routes for the Project. This planning 

process began with APS and EPG identifying and examining an approximate 27-square-mile area 

surrounding the Datacenterôs site to identify possible routes for the Project. This process included 

identifying opportunities to co-locate the transmission lines along existing transmission lines, distribution 

lines, or roadways and to avoid environmentally sensitive areas and minimize impacts to landowners. These 

various segments referred to as ñlinksò were connected to form different alternative routes. Preliminary 

siting resulted in the identification of more than 100 individual links, spanning more than 50 miles (see 

Figure 4). A more detailed review of these links identified limitations. To the northeast of the Project area, 

a lack of sufficient right-of-way in residential communities eliminated 24 links from further consideration. 

To the south of the Project area, conflicts with the Phoenix Goodyear Airport flight restriction zone resulted 

in the elimination of five links.  

EPG then completed environmental secondary data and field inventories for lands within the Study Area 

and examined in greater detail the overall level of impact the Projectôs route alternatives would have on the 

various environmental resources. This research included field visits and reviews of relevant documents and 

data, as well as the completion of environmental impact analyses. 

APS and EPG initiated multiple public participation activities, including a series of public open house 

meetings (in-person and virtual), jurisdictional meetings, agency briefings, landowner contacts, three 

newsletters, emails, newspaper advertisements, social media posts, a telephone information line, and a 

website. Through these activities, APS requested and received public and agency feedback on the proposed 

preliminary links and how those links may impact certain locations. APS also gathered information 

regarding constraints associated with engineering feasibility, right-of-way availability, and associated costs. 

The alternative links carried forward from earlier in the process went through further evaluation to form 

reasonable routes. Using this information, APS and EPG examined the overall compatibility of the routes, 

incorporated feedback from agencies and the public, and developed the Preferred Route and two alternative 

routes (Figures 1 through 3) to be presented to the Arizona Power Plant and Transmission Line Siting 

Committee (Siting Committee) and the Commission to consider in this application.  

This approach allows for consideration of a broad range of reasonable alternative transmission line locations 

at the beginning of the process but focuses on specific details and construction feasibility prior to APS 

identifying final alternative transmission line routes. 

CONCLUSION 

This application includes the environmental evaluation and documentation relevant to the Project as 

specified by Arizona Administrative Code R14-3-219. The CEC requested in this application balances, in 

the broad public interest, the need for an adequate, economical, and reliable supply of electric power with 

the desire to minimize impacts on the environment and ecology. The Project is environmentally compatible, 

as it complies with land use plans, and results in minimal adverse impacts to wildlife  and vegetation, scenic 

areas, historic sites and structures, archaeological sites, and other factors to be considered by the Siting 

Committee. All the alternatives presented in this CEC application are considered environmentally 

compatible. As such, APS respectfully requests the Siting Committee grant the requested CEC for the 

Project and the Commission approve the CEC.
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Figure 1. Preferred Route
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Figure 2. Alternative Route #1 
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Figure 3. Alternative Route #2 



 

 

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK



 

APS Three Rivers 9 CEC Application 

230kV Power Line Project  August 2021 

 
Figure 4. Preliminary  Links Considered
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APPLICATION FOR CERT IFICATE OF  

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPAT IBILITY  

1. Name and address of Applicant: 

Arizona Public Service Company 

PO Box 53933 

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-3933 

2. Name, address and telephone number of a representative of an applicant who has access to 

technical knowledge and background information concerning the application in question and 

who will be available to answer questions or furnish additional information. 

Stephen Eich 

Siting Consultant 

Transmission and Facility Siting 

Arizona Public Service Company 

PO Box 53933, MS 3293 

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-3933 

(602) 493-4448 

3. Date on which Applicant filed a ten-year plan in compliance with A.R.S. § 40-360.02, in which 

the facilities for which this application is made were described. 

The Project is included in Arizona Public Serviceôs Ten-Year Plan that was filed with the Arizona 

Corporation Commission on January 31, 2020, on June 12, 2019 (supplemental filing), January 31, 

2020, and January 29, 2021. 

4. Description of the proposed facility, including: 

a. Description of the electrical generating plant: 

There are no electrical generating plants included in the Project.  

b. Description of the proposed transmission line: 

i. Nominal voltage for which the line is designed; description of the proposed structures and 

switchyards or substations associated therewith; and purpose for constructing said 

transmission line. 

(1) Nominal voltage: 

The nominal voltage for the Projectôs transmission lines is 230kV. 

(2) Description of proposed structures: 

The 230kV transmission lines are anticipated to be constructed using steel monopole 

structures. The majority of the 230kV structures will be capable of accommodating 69kV 

underbuild. The structures would be approximately 115 to 195 feet in height. The average 

span length between structures will range between approximately 500 and 1,200 feet 

apart, depending on final design. The structures will have a dull gray or weatherized 
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finish, and conductors will have a non-specular finish in order to reduce visibility. 

Variations may be required to achieve site-specific mitigation objectives or meet site-

specific engineering requirements.  

Conceptual drawings showing the typical structures that may be used are provided in 

Exhibit G. 

(3) Description of proposed switchyards and substations: 

The proposed 230kV transmission lines will terminate at the Three Rivers 230kV 

Substation. Three Rivers Substation will contain typical substation equipment, including 

dead-end structures, bus work, switches, transformers, breakers, communication 

equipment, and a control structure. 

A conceptual layout of the substation described above is provided in Exhibit G. 

(4) Purpose for constructing said transmission line: 

The purpose of the Project is to deliver electrical power to the Datacenter site and 

continue to maintain reliable service for the area.  

ii.  Description of geographical points between which the transmission line will run, the 

straight-line distance between such points and the length of the transmission line for each 

alternative route for which application is made. 

(1) Description of geographical points between which the transmission line will run: 

The Project would include a system of two separate 230kV transmission lines, both 

connecting the Three Rivers Substation to the existing Rudd-White Tanks 230kV 

transmission line.  

Eastern Geographical Point ï Rudd-White Tanks 230kV transmission line 

The Projectôs eastern termini is located along the Agua Fria River, where it connects to 

the existing Rudd-White Tanks 230kV transmission line at two separate points, both 

within the West half of Section 2 of Township 1 North, Range 1 West, Gila & Salt River 

Baseline & Meridian (G&SR B&M). 

¶ The first point of connection would occur near the Interstate 10 (I-10) crossing 

of the Agua Fria River. Depending on the selected alternative, this connection 

would occur either to the north of I-10 within parcel 500-02-014D, or to the 

south of I-10 within parcels 500-02-014D and 500-02-015C.  

¶ The second point of connection would occur at the northeast corner of East Van 

Burenôs crossing of the Agua Fria River within parcel 500-02-015Q.  

Western Geographical Point ï Three Rivers Substation 

The Projectôs western termini is located one-half mile south of the southwest corner of 

West Van Buren Street and South Bullard Avenue, where it connects to the Three Rivers 

Substation. This connection is within parcel 500-10-884 in the East half of Section 08 of 

Township 1 North, Range 1 West, G&SR B&M.  
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(2) Straight-line distance between such points: 

The straight-line distance between the Projectôs eastern termini, at the Rudd-White Tanks 

230kV transmission line, and its western termini, at the Three Rivers Substation is 

approximately 3 miles. 

(3) Length of the transmission line for each alternative route: 

Table 1. Length of Transmission Line by Alternative 

Transmission Line Alternative Total Length of Transmission Line 

Preferred Route 7.55 miles 

Alternative Route #1 7.55 miles 

Alternative Route #2 7.45 miles 

iii.  Nominal width of right -of-way required, nominal length of spans, maximum height of 

supporting structures and minimum height of conductor above ground. 

(1) Nominal width of right -of-way required: 

The right-of-way would be up to 120 feet wide within the requested corridor, which is 

generally 500 to 1,000 feet wide. The location of the alignment for the right-of-way 

within this corridor will be determined according to site-specific design, and 

environmental factors. 

(2) Nominal length of spans: 

The typical span length between structures will be approximately 500 to 1,200 feet, with 

variations made to achieve site-specific mitigation objectives or meet site-specific 

engineering requirements. 

(3) Maximum height of structures above ground: 

The height of the supporting structures will not exceed 195 feet above ground. 

(4) Minimum height of conductor above ground: 

The minimum height of the conductor above existing grade will be 24 feet above ground. 

iv. To the extent available, the estimated costs of proposed transmission line and route, stated 

separately. (If application contains alternative routes, furnish an estimate for each route 

and a brief description of the reasons for any variations in such estimates.)  

Table 2. Costs of Transmission Line Alternatives 

Transmission Line 

Alternative 

Total Length of 

Transmission Line 

(miles) 

Rights-of-

Way Costs 

($ millions) 

Construction 

Costs 

($ millions) 

Total Rights-of Way and 

Construction Costs 

($ millions) 

Preferred Route 7.55 10.5 17.5 28 

Alternative Route #1 7.55 10.5 17.5 28 

Alternative Route #2 7.45 10.4 17.4 27.8 
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v. Description of proposed route and switchyard locations. (If application contains 

alternative routes, list routes in order of applicantôs preference with a summary of 

reasons for such order of preference and any changes such alternative routes would 

require in the plans reflected in (i) through (iv) hereof.) 

Preferred Route 

The Preferred Route would include a system of two separate 230kV transmission lines, both 

connecting the Three Rivers Substation to the existing Rudd-White Tanks 230kV transmission 

line.  

First 230kV Transmission Line 

The first line of the Preferred Route would originate at the northeast corner of the I-10 crossing 

of the Agua Fria River, where it would connect to the Rudd-White Tanks 230kV transmission 

line. From that point the Preferred Route would cross under the Tucson Electric Power (TEP) 

Westwing-Pinal West 345kV transmission line and over the existing APS SarivalïWhite Tanks 

69kV subtransmission line, both of which run north-south along the Agua Fria River. The route 

would then proceed west for approximately 2.0 miles along the north side of I-10 where it 

would cross to the south side of I-10, a crossing distance of 0.1 miles. A depiction of the 

Preferred Routeôs crossing of I-10 is provided in Exhibit G-6. The Preferred Route would 

continue west for 0.5 miles along the south side of I-10 before heading south for 0.6 miles 

along the east side of North Bullard Avenue. North of the intersection of North Bullard Avenue 

and West Van Buren Street, the Preferred Route would cross to the west side of North Bullard 

Avenue. The route would then cross to the south side of West Van Buren Street, where it would 

be co-located with an existing APS 69kV subtransmission line along the west side of North 

Bullard Avenue for approximately 0.5 miles. A depiction of the Preferred Route along North 

Bullard Avenue is provided in Exhibit G-11. At that location, the Preferred Route would head 

west on the Datacenterôs site for 0.25 miles where it would connect into the northern side of 

the Three Rivers Substation.  

Second 230kV Transmission Line 

The second 230kV transmission line would originate at the Three Rivers Substation and would 

be the second circuit on the 230kV poles of the first line, heading east approximately 0.15 miles 

along the north side of the substation. It would then separate from the 230kV structures of the 

first line and slightly angle to the southeast approximately 0.2 miles, crossing North Bullard 

Avenue, where it would be co-located with a planned 69kV subtransmission line, and proceed 

east for approximately 0.3 miles. At this point, the route would continue north along the west 

side of North 143rd Avenue for 0.25 miles where the route would head west for 0.1 miles. The 

route would then proceed north along North 145th Avenue for 0.3 miles. From that point, the 

Preferred Route would continue east along the north side of East Van Buren Streetð co-located 

with an existing APS 69kV subtransmission lineðfor approximately 2.3 miles to connect with 

the Rudd-White Tanks transmission line. Exhibit G-9 depicts the Preferred Routeôs alignment 

along West Van Buren Street near North Litchfield Road, and Exhibit G-10 depicts the 

Preferred Routeôs alignment along East Van Buren Street near North Dysart Road. 

The Preferred Route would be within City of Goodyearôs and the City of Avondaleôs designated 

growth and redevelopment area. Specifically, development related to business and commerce 

are highly encouraged by both municipalities in the area from I-10 to Broadway Road and from 

Bullard Avenue to North Fairway Drive.  
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The Preferred Route, in comparison to the alternative routes, would cross the fewest parcels. 

The Preferred Route would result in impacts to open space land along I-10.  

Table 3. Number of Parcels Crossed by Each Alternative 

Transmission Line 

Alternative 

Number of Private 

Parcels Crossed 

Number of Public 

Parcels Crossed 

Total Number of 

Parcels Crossed 

Preferred Route 62 7 69 

Alternative Route #1 67 5 72 

Alternative Route #2 69 4 73 

 

Each alternative route considered in this CEC application would: 

¶ be co-located with planned and existing 69kV transmission lines where possible, 

¶ be compliant with Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) controlled access 

plans,  

¶ be compliant with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requirements associated 

with the Phoenix Goodyear Airport, and  

¶ be supported by the City of Goodyear.  

As compared to Alternative Route # 1 and Alternative Route # 2, the Preferred Route would: 

¶ result in the smallest number of private landowners directly affected by the Project,  

¶ minimizes impacts to commercial properties, 

¶ cross parcels designated by the City of Goodyear as a planned park, and 

¶ be supported by the City of Goodyear and the City of Avondale. 

Alternative Route #1  

The first line of Alternative Route #1 would originate at the same point as the Preferred Route 

but would differ in the location it crosses I-10. From its connection to the existing Rudd-White 

Tanks 230kV transmission line, Alternative Route #1 would proceed west for approximately 

1.0 miles along the north side of I-10 before heading south to cross I-10, a distance of 0.1 miles 

(Exhibit G-7). The route would then continue west for approximately 1.0 miles along the south 

side of I-10 to the same point where the Preferred Route crosses to the south side of I-10. From 

this point, the alignment of Alternative Route #1 would be identical to that described for the 

Preferred Route between its crossing of I-10 and the Three Rivers Substation. The second 

230kV transmission line portion of Alternative Route #1 would be identical to that described 

for the Preferred Route between the Three Rivers Substation and its connection to the existing 

Rudd-White Tanks 230kV transmission line at the northeast intersection of the East Van Buren 

Street crossing of the Agua Fria River. 

Alternative Route #1 would cross more parcels than the Preferred Route but fewer parcels than 

Alternative Route #2 (see Table 3 under the Preferred Route above). 

Alternative Route #1 would: 

¶ minimize the number of public lands directly affected by the Project as compared to 

the Preferred Route,  
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¶ result in impacts to additional commercial properties adjacent to the I-10 corridor as 

compared to the Preferred Route, and 

¶ minimize the number of private parcels directly affected by the Project as compared to 

Alternative Route #2. 

Alternative Route #2 

The first line of Alternative Route #2 differs from the Preferred Route and Alternative Route #1 

in its point of origination and in its alignment along I-10. Alternative Route #2 originates at the 

southeast corner of the I-10 crossing of the Agua Fria River where it would connect to the 

Rudd-White Tanks 230kV transmission line and proceed west along the south side of the 

interstate approximately 1.0 miles to the same point where the Alternative Route #1 crosses to 

the south side of I-10. From this point, the alignment of Alternative Route #2 would be identical 

to that described for the Alternative Route #1 between its crossing of I-10 and the Three Rivers 

Substation. All three project routes share the same alignment from the point where the Preferred 

Route crosses to the south side of I-10 to the Three Rivers Substation site. The second 230kV 

transmission line portion of Alternative Route #2 would be identical to that described for the 

Preferred Route between the Three Rivers Substation and its connection to the existing Rudd-

White Tanks 230kV transmission line at the northeast intersection of the East Van Buren Street 

crossing of the Agua Fria River. 

Alternative Route #2 crosses more parcels than the Preferred Route and Alternative Route #1. 

As compared to other alternative routes, Alternative Route #2 would: 

¶ have terrain constraints and a greater number of pinch-points near I-10 and North 

Dysart Road, increasing the difficulty to construct and maintain the power line; and 

¶ have a higher number of visual impacts to residences along the south side of I-10. 

vi. For each alternative route for which application is made, list the ownership percentages 

of land traversed by the entire route (federal, state, Indian, private, etc.). 

State lands would be traversed by all Project alternative routes as they cross the Agua Fria 

River near the I-10, as well as the crossing of I-10 by the Preferred Route and Alternative 

Route #1. Private land traversed by Project alternative routes include open space lands centered 

on the Agua Fria River and a City of Goodyear planned park located north of I-10 (Table 4). 

Table 4. Percentage of Public and Private Land Crossed by Each Alternative 

Transmission Line 

Alternative 

Length of 

Alternative 

(miles) 

Public Private 

A
ri
z
o

n
a

 

D
e

p
a

rt
m

e
n

t 
o
f 

T
ra

n
s
p
o

rt
a

ti
o
n

 

M
a

ri
c
o

p
a

 C
o

u
n

ty
 

C
it
y
 o

f 
G

o
o

d
y
e
a

r 

C
it
y
 o

f 
G

o
o

d
y
e
a

r 

A
v
o

n
d

a
le

 

Preferred Route 7.55 6.4% 3.8% 17.5% 65.6% 6.7% 

Alternative Route #1 7.55 6.4% 3.8% 6.3% 76.8% 6.7% 

Alternative Route #2 7.45 6.4% 3.8% 4.4% 78.9% 6.5% 
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5. List the areas of jurisdiction [as defined in A.R.S. § 40-360(1)] affected by each alternative site or 

route and designate those proposed sites or routes, if any, which are contrary to the zoning 

ordinances or master plans of any of such areas of jurisdiction. 

All Project alternative routes are located within the jurisdictions of both the City of Goodyear and the 

City of Avondale, and no Project alternative routes are contrary to the zoning ordinances or master 

plans of these jurisdictions. 

Project alternative routes cross areas zoned in the City of Goodyear Zoning Code as Agricultural, 

Commercial, Industrial, Open Space, Public/Quasi-public, and Transportation. The City of Goodyear 

Zoning Code indicates that public utility facilities are an allowable use within all of these zoning 

prescriptions but notes that within the areas zoned Agricultural a Use Permit is required; however, 

Chapter 9 Article 9-9 of the zoning code indicates that ñ[a]n electric line used for the bulk transmission 

of electricity between generating or receiving points and major substations or delivery points having a 

rating of over 12,000 voltsémay be installed without such a permit.ò 

Project alternative routes cross areas zoned in the City of Avondale Code as Freeway Commercial and 

Open Space and Parks. The City of Avondale Zoning Code indicates that public utility facilities are an 

allowable use within both of these zoning prescriptions.  

All Project alternative routes are consistent with the requirements of City of Goodyearôs as well as the 

City of Avondaleôs jurisdiction. 

6. Description of environmental studies Applicant has performed or caused to be performed in 

connection with this application or intends to perform or cause to be performed in such 

connection, including the contemplated date of completion. 

The Applicant has evaluated available secondary and field data related to biological resources, visual 

resources, cultural resources, recreational resources, land use, noise levels, and communications signals 

in order to assess the potential impacts that may result from the construction, operation, and 

maintenance of the Project. These evaluations are included in Exhibits B, C, D, E, F, H, and I to this 

application. 

 

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY 

 

By: /s/Stephen Eich  

Stephen Eich, APS Transmission and Facility Siting Consultant 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 24th day of August 2021, I have delivered to the Arizona Corporation 

Commission twenty-five (25) copies of this application for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility.

https://www.codepublishing.com/AZ/Goodyear/#!/Goodyear09/Goodyear09.html#9
https://www.codepublishing.com/AZ/Goodyear/#!/Goodyear09/Goodyear099.html#9-9
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Exhibit  Aï Location Map and Land Use Maps 

As stated in the Arizona Administrative Code R14-3-219, Exhibit 1: 

Exhibit A: 

1. Where commercially available,** a topographic map, 1:250,000 scale, showing the proposed 

plant site and the adjacent area within 20 miles thereof. If application is made for alternative 

plant sites, all sites may be shown on the same map, if practicable, designated by applicantôs 

order of preference. 

2. Where commercially available,** a topographic map, 1:62,500 scale, or each proposed plant 

site, showing the area within two miles thereof. The general land use plan within this area shall 

be shown on the map, which shall also show the areas of jurisdiction affected and any 

boundaries between such areas of jurisdiction. If the general land use plan is uniform 

throughout the area depicted, it may be described in the legend in lieu of an overlay. 

3. Where commercially available,** a topographic map, 1:250,000 scale, showing any proposed 

transmission line route of more than 50 miles in length and the adjacent area. For routes less 

than 50 miles in length, use a scale of 1:62,500. If application is made for alternative 

transmission line routes, all routes may be shown on the same map, if practicable, designated 

by applicantôs order of preference.  

4. Where commercially available,** a topographic map, 1:62,500 scale, of each proposed 

transmission line route of more than 50 miles in length showing that portion of the route within 

two miles of any subdivided area. The general land use plan within the area shall be shown on 

a 1:62,500 map required for Exhibit A-3, and for the map required by this Exhibit A-4, which 

shall also show the areas of jurisdiction affected and any boundaries between such areas of 

jurisdiction. If the general land use plan is uniform throughout the area depicted, it may be 

described in the legend in lieu of on an overlay. 

**If a topographic map is not commercially available, a map of similar scale, which reflects 

prominent or important physical features of the area in the vicinity of the proposed site or route 

shall be substituted. 

 

INTRODUCTION  

The Project within Maricopa County and spans the boundary that divides the cities of Goodyear and 

Avondale. The Study Area is bound by West Indian School Road to the north, by Lower Buckeye Road to 

the south, by South Sarival Avenue to the west, and by South Avondale Boulevard to the east. This 

boundary was developed to encompass the many alternative links, which were analyzed as part of the Three 

Rivers 230kV Transmission Line Project. 
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LAND USE OVERVIEW  

The following exhibits are required by the Arizona Administrative Code R14-3-219 to support the land use 

studies conducted for this application:  

¶ Exhibit A-1 illustrates land ownership within the Study Area  

¶ Exhibit A-2 illustrates jurisdiction encompassing the Study Area  

¶ Exhibit A-3 illustrates existing land use within the Study Area  

¶ Exhibit A-4 illustrates planned land use within the Study Area 
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Exhibit  A-1. Land Ownership for Areas within 2 miles of the Study Area
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Exhibit  A-2. Jurisdiction for Areas within 2 miles of the Study Area














































































































































































































































































































