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ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD Jack W. Sellers, Chairman

Michael S. Hammond, Vice Chair
Steven E. Stratton, Member
Jesse Thompson, Member

Sam Elters, Member

Gary Knight, Member

Douglas A. Ducey, Governor

Welcome to a meeting of the Arizona State Transportation Board. The Transportation Board consists of seven private
citizen members appointed by the Governor, representing specific transportation districts. Board members are ap-
pointed for terms of six years each, with terms expiring on the third Monday in January of the appropriate year.

BOARD AUTHORITY

Although the administration of the Department of Transportation is the responsibility of the director, the Transpor-
tation Board has been granted certain policy powers in addition to serving in an advisory capacity to the director. In
the area of highways the Transportation Board is responsible for establishing a system of state routes. It determines
which routes are accepted into the state system and which state routes are to be improved. The Board has final au-
thority on establishing the opening, relocating, altering, vacating or abandoning any portion of a state route or a
state highway. The Transportation Board awards construction contracts and monitors the status of construction pro-
jects. With respect to aeronautics the Transportation Board distributes monies appropriated to the Aeronautics Divi-
sion from the State Aviation Fund for planning, design, development, land acquisition, construction and improve-
ment of publicly-owned airport facilities. The Board also approves airport construction. The Transportation Board
has the exclusive authority to issue revenue bonds for financing needed transportation improvements throughout
the state. As part of the planning process the Board determines priority planning with respect to transportation fa-
cilities and annually adopts the five year construction program.

PUBLIC INPUT

Members of the public may appear before the Transportation Board to be heard on any transportation-related issue.
Persons wishing to protest any action taken or contemplated by the Board may appear before this open forum. The
Board welcomes citizen involvement, although because of Arizona's open meeting laws, no actions may be taken on
items which do not appear on the formal agenda. This does not, however, preclude discussion of other issues.

MEETINGS
The Transportation Board typically meets on the third Friday of each month. Meetings are held in locations throughout
the state. In addition to the regular business meetings held each month, the Board also conducts three public hearings

each year to receive input regarding the proposed five-year construction program. Meeting dates are established for
the following year at the December organization meeting of the Board.

BOARD MEETING PROCEDURE

Board members receive the agenda and all backup information one week before the meeting is held. They have stud-
ied each item on the agenda and have consulted with Department of Transportation staff when necessary. If no addi-
tional facts are presented at the meeting, they often act on matters, particularly routine ones, without further discus-
sion. In order to streamline the meetings the Board has adopted the "consent agenda" format, allowing agenda items
to be voted on en masse unless discussion is requested by one of the board members or Department of Transporta-
tion staff members.

BOARD CONTACT

Transportation Board members encourage citizens to contact them regarding transportation-related issues. Board
members may be contacted through the Arizona Department of Transportation, 206 South 17th Avenue, Phoenix, Ari-
zona 85007, Telephone (602) 712-7550.
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NOTICE OF BOARD MEETING OF THE STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Pursuant to A.R.S. Sec. 38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the State Transportation Board and to the
general public that the State Transportation Board will hold a board meeting open to the public on Friday, July 19,
2019, at 9:00 a.m. in the City of Cottonwood, at the Cottonwood Recreation Center, Cottonwood Room, 150S.
6th Street, Cottonwood, AZ 86326. The Board may vote to go into Executive Session to discuss certain matters,
which will not be open to the public. Members of the Transportation Board will attend either in person or by
telephone confer-ence call. The Board may modify the agenda order, if necessary.

EXECUTIVE SESSION OF THE STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the Arizona State Transportation Board and to
the general public that the Board may meet in Executive Session for discussion or consultation of legal advice with legal
counsel at its meeting on Friday, July 19, 2019, relating to any items on the agenda. Pursuant to A.R.S. 38431.03(A),
the Board may, at its discretion, recess and reconvene the Executive Session as needed, relating to any items on the
agenda.

CIVIL RIGHTS

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), ADOT does not dis-
criminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex or disability. Persons that require a reasonable accommo-
dation based on language or disability should contact the Civil Rights Office at (602) 7128946 or email
CivilRightsOffice@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure the state has an opportunity to
address the accommodation.

De acuerdo con el titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA
por sus siglas en Inglés), el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADOT por sus siglas en Inglés) no discrimina por
raza, color, nacionalidad, edad, género o discapacidad. Personas que requieren asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya
sea por idioma o por discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto con 602.712.8946. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo mds
pronto posible para asegurar que el equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad de hacer los arreglos necesa-
rios.

AGENDA
A copy of the agenda for this meeting will be available at the office of the Transportation Board at 206 S. 17th Avenue,
Room 135, Phoenix, Arizona at least 24 hours in advance of the meeting.

ORDER DEFERRAL AND ACCELERATIONS OF AGENDA ITEMS, VOTE WITHOUT DISCUSSION

In the interest of efficiency and economy of time, the Arizona Transportation Board, having already had the opportuni-
ty to become conversant with items on its agenda, will likely defer action in relation to certain items until after agenda
items requiring discussion have been considered and voted upon by its members. After all such items to discuss have
been acted upon, the items remaining on the Board's agenda will be expedited and action may be taken on deferred
agenda items without discussion. It will be a decision of the Board itself as to which items will require discussion and
which may be deferred for expedited action without discussion.

The Chairman will poll the members of the Board at the commencement of the meeting with regard to which items
require discussion. Any agenda item identified by any Board member as one requiring discussion will be accelerated
ahead of those items not identified as requiring discussion. All such accelerated agenda items will be individually con-
sidered and acted upon ahead of all other agenda items. With respect to all agenda items not accelerated. i.e., those
items upon which action has been deferred until later in the meeting, the Chairman will entertain a single motion and a
single second to that motion and will call for a single vote of the members without any discussion of any agenda items
so grouped together and so singly acted upon. Accordingly, in the event any person desires to have the Board discuss
any particular agenda item, such person should contact one of the Board members before the meeting or Linda Priano,
at 206 South 17th Avenue, Room 135, Phoenix, Arizona 85007, or by phone (602) 712-7550. Please be prepared to
identify the specific agenda item or items of interest.

Dated this 12th day of July, 2019

.|
Page 2 of 284


mailto:CivilRightsOffice@azdot.gov

Arizona Highways, Airports, and Railroads

fo,
4 Ehrenberg

State Highway System
— |nterstate

= State Route

= S Highway

Chambers -3 ]
Sanders

TR Y
TERS

Kgvinkelman

|
GRAHAM

b
PIMA
0! o il
COCHIS

< Airports B MNCRUZ = L 2 ST

+++ Railroads (In Service)

© Cities and Towns

N
e . A Prepared by:
‘ County Boundaries W{m%bﬁ Arizona Department of Transportation
e Multimoda Planning Division
b4 Data Bureau GIS Section
s (602) 7127333 July 2009
r T T T 1
o] 20 40 80 Miles

Page 3 of 284

Window

& Rock
Ganado €59

Coloramiey Fredonia % - 5 ‘ { o {
City 4 % | ‘ Mexican
Littiefield! (88} ) Water
/ - |
} o i
{ Jacoh Lake! {a5) [ 5 \
\ o [
} Biter )
/ Springs y
{

[2d]




ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEETING
9:00 a.m., Friday, July 19, 2019
City of Cottonwood
Cottonwood Recreation Center—Cottonwood Room
150 S. 6th Street
Cottonwood, AZ 86326

Pursuant to A.R.S. Sec. 38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the State Transportation Board and to the
general public that the State Transportation Board will hold a board meeting open to the public on Friday, July 19,
2019, at 9:00 a.m. in the City of Cottonwood, at the Cottonwood Recreation Center, Cottonwood Room, 150 S. 6th
Street, Cottonwood, AZ 86326. The Board may vote to go into Executive Session, which will not be open to the public.
Members of the Transportation Board will attend either in person or by telephone conference call. The Board may
modify the agenda order, if necessary.

EXECUTIVE SESSION OF THE STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03 (A)(3), notice is hereby given to the members of the Arizona State Transportation Board
and to the general public that the Board may meet in Executive Session for discussion or consultation for legal advice
with legal counsel at its meeting on Friday, July 19, 2019. The Board may, at its discretion, recess and reconvene the
Executive Session as needed, relating to any items on the agenda.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE led by Board Member Jesse Thompson
ROLL CALL by Linda Priano
OPENING REMARKS by Chairman Jack Sellers

TITLE VI OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, as amended.
Reminder to fill out survey cards by Floyd Roehrich, Jr.

Call to the Audience (Information and discussion)
An opportunity for members of the public to discuss items of interest with the Board. Please fill out a Request for Pub-
lic Input Form and turn in to the Secretary if you wish to address the Board. A three minute time limit will be imposed.

ITEM 1: Director’s Report
The Director will provide a report on current issues and events affecting ADOT.
(For information and discussion only — John Halikowski, ADOT Director)

A) Last Minute Items to Report
(For information only. The Transportation Board is not allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or
take action on any matter under “Last Minute Items to Report,” unless the specific matter is properly
noticed for action.)
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BOARD AGENDA

*ITEM 2: Consent Agenda Page 7
Consideration by the Board of items included in the Consent Agenda. Any member of the Board
may ask that any item on the Consent Agenda be pulled for individual discussion and disposition.
(For information and possible action)

Items on the Consent Agenda generally consist of the following:

e Minutes of previous Board Meetings

e Right-of-Way Resolutions

e Construction Contracts that have no bidder protest or State Engineer inquiry and meet the
following criteria:

- Low bidder is no more than 15% under state estimate
- Low bidder is no more than 10% over state estimate

e Programming changes for items that are a part of the approved scope of the project if they
exceed 15% or $200,000, whichever is lesser.

ITEM 3: Financial Report
Staff will provide an update on financing issues and summaries on the items listed below:
(For information and discussion only — Kristine Ward, Chief Financial Officer)

. Revenue Collections for Highway User Revenues

- Maricopa County Transportation Excise Tax Revenues
. Aviation Revenues

- Interest Earnings

. HELP Fund status

. Federal-Aid Highway Program

. HURF and RARF Bonding

. GAN issuances

. Board Funding Obligations

. Contingency Report

*ITEM 4: Discussion and possible action regarding potential project modifications to the FY2020-2024
Five-Year Transportation Facilities Construction Program due to requested addition of the SR 260
Lion Springs Project
Staff will discuss potential deferrals or removals of projects in the FY2020-2024 Five-Year
Transportation Facilities Construction Program due to the requested addition of the SR 260
Lion Springs Project.
(For discussion and possible action—John Halikowski, ADOT Director)

ITEM 5: Multimodal Planning Division Report
Staff will present an update on the current planning activities pursuant to A.R.S. 28-506.
(For information and discussion only — Greg Byres, Division Director, Multimodal Planning )
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BOARD AGENDA

ITEM 6:

*ITEM 7:

ITEM 8:

State Engineer’s Report Page 262
Staff will present a report showing the status of highway projects under construction, including

total number and dollar value.

(For information and discussion only — Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director of Transportation/

State Engineer)

Construction Contracts Page 268

Staff will present recommended construction project awards that are not on the Consent
Agenda.

(For discussion and possible action — Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director of Transportation/
State Engineer)

Suggestions
Board Members will have the opportunity to suggest items they would like to have placed on
future Board Meeting agendas.

Adjournment

*ITEMS that may require Board Action
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CONSENT AGENDA

Items on the Consent Agenda generally consist of the following:

Minutes of previous Public Hearings and Board Meetings
Right-of-Way Resolutions
e Construction Contracts that have no bidder protest or State Engineer inquiry and meet the following
criteria:
- Low bidder is no more than 15% under state estimate
- Low bidder is no more than 10% over state estimate
e Programming changes for items that are a part of the approved scope of the project if they exceed 15%
or $200,000, whichever is lesser.

MINUTES APPROVAL

*ITEM 3a: Approval of the June 4, 2019 and June 21, 2019 Minutes Page 12
RIGHT OF WAY RESOLUTIONS (Action as Noted) Page223
*ITEM 3b: ITEM: RES. NO.2019-07-A-020

PROJECTS: 024 MA 000 H6867 01R; and 024 MA 001 H8915 / 024-A(200)T
HIGHWAY: GATEWAY FREEWAY

SECTION: Ellsworth Road — Ironwood Drive

ROUTE NO.: State Route 24

ENG.DIST.: Central

COUNTIES: Maricopa and Pinal

RECOMMENDATION: Establish new right of way as a controlled access state
route to be utilized for development of the future Gateway Freeway, necessary
to enhance convenience and safety for the traveling public.

*ITEM 3c: RES. NO. 2019-07-A-021
PROJECT: 030 MA 000 H6876
HIGHWAY: TRES RIOS FREEWAY
SECTION: S. R. 303L-S. R. 202L
ROUTE NO.: State Route 30
ENG. DIST.: Central
COUNTY: Maricopa
PARCELS: 7-12372, 7-12373, 7-12374, 7-12375, 7-12376, 7-12379,
7-12380, and 7-12381
RECOMMENDATION: Establish new right of way as a state route by early
acquisition to alleviate financial hardship and forestall development along
the alignment of the future Tres Rios Freeway, ensuring that critical construction
bid dates are met.
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CONSENT AGENDA

*ITEM 3d: RES. NO. 2019-07-A-022
PROJECT: 030 MA 000 H6876
HIGHWAY: TRESRIOS FREEWAY
SECTION: S. R.303L-S. R. 202L
ROUTE NO.: State Route 30
ENG. DIST.: Central
COUNTY: Maricopa
PARCEL: 7-12378
RECOMMENDATION: Establish new right of way as a state route by
Advance acquisition to forestall development along the alignment of
the future Tres Rios Freeway, and ensure that critical construction bid
dates are met.

*ITEM 3e: RES. NO. 2019-07-A-023
PROJECTS: 089 PN 087 H2008 01R / —031-1-718
HIGHWAY: TUCSON — ORACLE JUNCTION—- GLOBE
SECTIONS:  Pinal County Line — Oracle Junction
ROUTE NO.: State Route 77
ENG. DIST.: Southcentral
COUNTY: Pinal
DISPOSAL: D-SC-012
RECOMMENDATION: Vacate and extinguish a portion of a drainage
easement that is no longer needed for State transportation purposes
due to the fact that it will be more effectively redesigned, built, managed,
and maintained by local developers, under Permit from ADOT.

.|
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Contracts: (Action as Noted)
Federal-Aid (“A” “B” “T” “D”) projects do not need FHWA concurrence, but must comply with DBE regulations;
other projects are subject to FHWA and/or local government concurrence and compliance with DBE regulations.

*ITEM 3f: BOARD DISTRICT NO: STATEWIDE Page 270

BIDS OPENED: JUNE 21, 2019
HIGHWAY: TUCSON — ORACLE JCT — GLOBE HIGHWAY (SR 77)

SECTION: GILA RIVER BRIDGE STR. # 20151
COUNTY: STATEWIDE
ROUTE NO.: SR77
PROJECT : TRACS: STBG-077-A(210)T: 077 SW 134 H841601C
FUNDING: 94.30% FEDS 5.70% STATE
LOW BIDDER: SUNDT CONSTRUCTION, INC.
LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 12,572,753.90
STATE ESTIMATE: $ 12,966,809.90
S UNDER ESTIMATE: $ 394,056.00
% UNDER ESTIMATE: 3.0%
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 5.13%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 8.96%
NO. BIDDERS: 4
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

=
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*ITEM 3g: BOARD DISTRICT NO.:

BIDS OPENED:
HIGHWAY:

SECTION:

COUNTY:

ROUTE NO.:
PROJECT : TRACS:
FUNDING:

LOW BIDDER:

LOW BID AMOUNT:
STATE ESTIMATE:

S UNDER ESTIMATE:
% UNDER ESTIMATE:
PROJECT DBE GOAL:
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE:
NO. BIDDERS:
RECOMMENDATION:

CONSENT AGENDA

5 Page 273
JUNE 21, 2019

PRESCOTT — FLAGSTAFF HIGHWAY (SR 89A)
SEDONA CITY LIMITS — BEAR HOWARD DR
COCONINO

SR 89A

STBGP-A89-B(221)T: 089A CN 374 F004701C
94.30% FEDS 5.70% STATE

FANN CONTRACTING, INC.

$ 8,270,015.00

$ 8,386,388.31

$116,373.31

1.4%

10.06%

10.07%

4

AWARD
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*ITEM 3h:

BOARD DISTRICT NO.:
BIDS OPENED:

HIGHWAY:
SECTION:
COUNTY:

ROUTE NO.:
PROJECT : TRACS:
FUNDING:

LOW BIDDER:

LOW BID AMOUNT:
STATE ESTIMATE:

S OVER ESTIMATE:
% OVER ESTIMATE:
PROJECT DBE GOAL:
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE:
NO. BIDDERS:
RECOMMENDATION:

@D Project Segments.

17" County Boundary
= State Highway System | City Boundary

1
JUNE 21, 2019

LINCOLN DRIVE
32"° STREET TO SCOTTSDALE ROAD
MARICOPA

LOCAL

CMAQ-PVY-0(204)T: 0000 MA PVY T008101C
90% FEDS 10% LOCAL

VISUS ENGINEERING CONSTRUCTION, INC.
$2,188,000.00

$2,015,634.60

$172,365.40

8.6%

10.78%

16.92%

3

AWARD

2 Miles.

MARICOPA COUNTY

CONSENT AGENDA

Page 276
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Agenda Item: 3a

STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEETING
9:00 a.m., Friday, June 4, 2019
Arizona Department of Transportation Auditorium
206 S. 17" Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Call to Order
Chairman Sellers called the State Transportation Board Meeting to order at 9:00 a.m.

Pledge
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chairman Sellers

Roll Call by Board Secretary was done during the Public Hearing, prior to Board Meeting

A quorum of the State Transportation Board was present. In attendance: Chairman Sellers, Vice
Chairman Hammond, Board Member Stratton, Board Member Thompson, Board Member Elters and
Board Member Knight. There were approximately 35 members of the public in the audience.

Opening Remarks

Chairman Sellers commented on some of large projects that have been done in Maricopa County in
the years that he has served on this board. He added that he is encouraged with how ADOT, counties
and cities/towns are collaborating and working together for the betterment of Arizona.

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act was done during the Public Hearing, prior to the Board Meeting ADOT
Executive Officer, Floyd Roehrich, Jr. reminded all attendees to please fill out the optional survey cards
to assist our Civil Rights Department.

Call to the Audience for the Board Meeting

An opportunity was provided to members of the public to address the State Transportation Board.
Members of the public were requested not to exceed a three minute time period for their comments.
There was no public comment.
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ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEETING

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

Arizona Department of Transportation Auditorium
206 South 17th Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Board Meeting

June 4, 2019
9:00 a.m.

PREPARED FOR:
ADOT - STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
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AGENDA ITEMS

Item 1 - Priority Planning Advisory Committee

Greg ByreS .. iee et eieeeeeeseosenenasas

(PPAC),
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(Beginning of excerpt.)

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: So we'll move right into the
Board session. We're looking at project modification Items 1A
through 1H, and this is the PPAC Advisory Committee.

MR. BYRES: Thank you, Mr. Board -- or --

Mr. Board. Mr. Chairman, board members.

CHATIRMAN SELLERS: Is that b-o-r-e-d?

MR. BYRES: Exactly.

So we have eight project modifications that are
bringing -- or being brought forward by the Priority Planning
Advisory Committee. These are Items 1A through 1H, and we
bring them forward with a recommendation for approval.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Any questions or discussion
from the board members?

Board Member Hammond.

MR. STRATTON: Board Member Hammond?

MS. PRIANO: Stratton. (Inaudible.)

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Oh, Board Member Stratton.
saw you raise your finger. I thought (inaudible).

MR. HAMMOND: We look alike.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: This might be a tough
morning.

MR. STRATTON: I'll turn it this way
(inaudible) .

I was just wondering where are the funds coming
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from for these increases?

MR. BYRES: Mr. Chairman, Board Member Stratton,
if we go through -- is there any particular one or?

MR. STRATTON: No. Just in general.

MR. BYRES: Most of these are either coming out
of Contingency or coming out of the subprograms that -- that are
related to the projects.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Any other questions or
comments?

MR. KNIGHT: Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Board Member Knight.

MR. KNIGHT. Thank you.

On 1D, where we're going to delete the roundabout
in Bullhead City, that's the one that they were so unanimously
opposed to (inaudible). But on the transportation, on the
interchange, since we're just trying to do the signals, how long
are we going to have -- can we use some of that money that was
going to be used for the roundabout to do the study? I know it
says that we're going to put that off, but the traffic
interchange is still going to be -- needed to be modified or
updated, whatever we're going to do to -- in lieu of the
roundabout. So if we're going to delete the roundabout, it says
that we're -- we're going to delay anything further until
funding is available. So why isn't some of that funding

available through what we just deleted?
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MR. BYRES: So —-

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Greg, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Knight,
this has been kind of a long negotiation with Bullhead City
resulting in a meeting of the supervisors and myself. I'd like
to bring Dallas up, if I could, because there's a number of
nuances here with this intersection.

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, Member Knight, what we
will do, the signal improvement immediate that we'll do is a
protective phasing, and we will do those with our operation
funds. It's a minor programming, a little bit of work with
the traffic signal head. So we will just use our operating
funds to do that work.

The funding that we used was our safety funds.
So it will go back into that next priority for our highway
safety funds that the funding will go there. But that signal
will be taken care of fairly immediately. I can get you a
date when it will be done.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Mr. Chair, Mr. Knight, I think
your question more was to a future study. Did I
misunderstand?

MR. KNIGHT: That was what I understood from my
conversations with the mayor, council and with the city
administrator that maybe -- seemed like they were -- addition
of a right turn lane or --

MR. HALIKOWSKI: So Mr. Chairman, Dallas, if I
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recall, we had done quite a bit of work with them after the
meeting with the supervisors and the mayor to take a hard look
at the information that they brought forward and study that.

The roundabout was actually a project that
started a number -- I want to say four or five years ago, and as
we look at the roundabout and its configuration, given the
distance between the area, what we did was go back and study
pretty intently whether or not we could accomplish a
satisfactory result with the (inaudible). So that was the
study part of it that we worked on. I don't know if there's
any future studies to go into (inaudible) at this time.

MR. HAMMIT: ©Not that -- we will continue to
examine 1t, and at one point we were looking at median barrier
through there to give us access control, which will also help
our safety in there, and that is continuing but is not
programmed at this time.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: We're not completely convinced,
Mr. Chairman, that in the future as traffic builds that there
won't have to be a solution at some point beyond just a signal
and the turn lane, but we're not there yet.

MR. KNIGHT: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Any other questions?
Comments?

I would entertain a motion to accept and

approve project modifications 1A through 1H as presented.
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Hammond.

Stratton.

MR. HAMMOND: So moved.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Motioned by Board Member

MR. STRATTON: Second.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Second by Board Member

Comments? Questions?

All in favor.

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.
CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Opposed? The motion carries.
New projects, Items 1I through 1M.

MR. BYRES: So Mr. Chairman, we have five new

projects that are coming through. Again, this is 1I through

1M, and again,

the PPAC brings this forward with a

recommendation for approval.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Thank you.
Any questions or comments on these items?

I would entertain a motion to accept and

approve new projects 1I through 1M as presented.

MR. KNIGHT: So moved.

MR. THOMPSON: Second.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Motion by Board Member Knight,

second by Board Member Thompson. Any discussion?

All in favor.
BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHATIRMAN SELLERS: Any opposed? That motion
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carries.

Thompson,

adjourned.

Is there a motion to adjourn this meeting?

MR. THOMPSON: So moved.

MR. ELTERS: Second.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Moved by Board Member
second by Board Member Elters.

All in favor?

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Any opposed? The meeting's

(Board meeting adjourned.)
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Adjournment
A motion to adjourn the June 4, 2019 State Transportation Board meeting was made by Board Member
Knight and seconded by Board Member Thompson. In a voice vote, the motion carried.

Meeting adjourned at 9:10 a.m. MST.

Jack Sellers, Chairman
State Transportation Board

John S. Halikowski, ADOT Director
Arizona Department of Transportation
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STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD STUDY SESSION
9:00 a.m., Friday, June 4, 2019
Arizona Department of Transportation Auditorium
206 S. 17" Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Call to Order
Chairman Sellers called the State Transportation Board Meeting to order at 9:10 a.m.

Roll Call by Board Secretary was done during the board meeting, prior to the study session

A quorum of the State Transportation Board was present. In attendance: Chairman Sellers, Vice
Chairman Hammond, Board Member Stratton, Board Member Thompson, Board Member Elters and
Board Member Knight. There were approximately 35 members of the public in the audience.

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act was done during the board meeting, prior to the study session
ADOT Executive Officer, Floyd Roehrich, Jr. reminded all attendees to please fill out the optional survey
cards to assist our Civil Rights Department.

Call to the Audience for the Board Meeting
An opportunity was provided to members of the public to address the State Transportation Board.
Members of the public were requested not to exceed a three minute time period for their comments.

1. Ana Oliveras, Pima County, Transportation Director
2. Steve Sanders, Gila County, Public Works Director
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AGENDA ITEMS

Item 1 - 2020-2024 Tentative Five-Year Transportation
Facilities Construction Program Review............. 7

Item 2 - Discussion on Call to the Audience Procedure....... ol
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(Beginning of excerpt.)

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Okay. ©Now I'd like to call to
order the study session for the State Transportation Board, and
we will go to call to the audience.

Ana Olivares, Pima County.

MS. OLIVARES: Good morning, Mr. Chair and
members of the Board. My name is Ana Olivares, and I am the
transportation director for Pima County. I thank you for the
opportunity to speak today, and as I have done at the previous
meetings, I'm here to speak on the 2020 to 2024 Tentative Five-
Year Program.

By speaking at each program agenda item, Pima
County hopes to demonstrate how important expanding
transportation infrastructure is it to our policy initiative to
grow our local and regional economy. The economic growth in
Maricopa County brought on by infrastructure investment in prior
years 1s evidence to this growth.

We request your support for similar
infrastructure investment and economic growth in the Pima County
region and ask ADOT to make the following modifications to the
five-year program prior to its approval. We ask that we program
both the design and the funding for the Kino Parkway and Country
Club interchanges on I-10.

Pima County is currently building the phase one

of a venue, a sports and regional economic venue, and its
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completion is ready for the end of this calendar year. By
building the Kino interchange and Country Club interchange,
along with the Forgeus underpass under I-10 is really key for
this economic development to prosper.

We request that ADOT program additional funding
to continue with a tier two study of the Sonoran Corridor in
fiscal year '21 of this current five-year program. The Sonoran
Corridor is the most important economic development for this
priority for this region. Completion of the tier one EIS is
scheduled for spring 2020, and identifying funding for an
immediate continuation of the tier two study is critical to
continue the momentum we have built and the relationships we
have built with our stakeholders during the tier one study.

The last project I want to mention today is the
I-10 Sunset interchange project along I-10. Pima County is
continuing the design of the Sunset Innovation Campus on the
southwest quadrant of this interchange, and the connection from
I-10 to River Road is critical for the success. We are working
with the Southcentral District to include the Sunset TI
improvements as part of the I-10 Ina to Ruthrauff widening
project. The PAG region sees a value of completing the
permanent Sunset TI interchange with a UPR railroad grade
separation, and we're committed to ensuring its completion.

So we want to thank ADOT for their support of

this TI. I thank you for your time today.
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CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Thank you.

Next up we have Steve Sanders from Gila County.

MR. SANDERS: Thank you. Good morning,
Mr. Chairman and board members, ADOT. Steve Sanders. I'm the
public works director for Gila County.

Just here to mention the Lion Springs section of
SR-260 and how important it is to the -- to the county, that you
hopefully can find a way to put this project back in the five-

year plan and fund it. As you know and have heard from previous

people speaking, it creates a huge -- there's a huge bottleneck.
Accidents are increasing in the area. Emergency responders
can't get to accident victims as it happens. So anything you

can do to fund this, we appreciate it.

Mr. Chairman, you mentioned a partnership. Gila
County has a great partnership with ADOT. There as project
between Globe and Miami right now with the Southcentral District
or Southeast District, I believe, that's ongoing that we look
forward to working out well -- we work well with their
maintenance staff out of the Safford office on projects. And
hopefully we have a good partnership with Lion Springs and can
partner on that as it moves forward.

Thank you for your time.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Thank you.

Madam Secretary, are there any other cards?

MS. PRIANO: There are not.
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CHAIRMAN CUTHBERTSON: Okay. We will move on to
Item No. 1, the 2020-2024 Tentative Five-Year Transportation
Facilities Construction Program review.

Kristine Ward.

MS. WARD: Good morning.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Tell us where we're going to
get the money.

MS. WARD: Yes. Well, I gave you the -- you
know, when we had -- when we started the process out, I guess I
should start off, Kristine Ward, CFO at ADOT.

When we presented this tentative program to you
some time ago, not -- we've had a few changes since then. Most

recently, and what I want to run through with you today is what

came through on the executive budget -- or through the
legislative budget and how that is -- the overall impact of that
and how we need to consider that. So first let me -- if you

don't mind, let me start by giving you a brief update.

I'm going to start with the I-17 expansion
project. So what the budget provided was $40 million in 2020,
$45 million in '21 -- 2021, and then 45 million in 2022. So we
could round that project out. If you'll recall, right now I
think we have about $193 million in the program for I-17. What
this would do is this would take us up to about $320-plus
million for I-17.

Greg and Dallas can go into the specifics of the
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lanes and so forth that that provides. But the -- I guess the
thing that -- from your perspective that I think I need to
explain to you is with regards to where that money is coming
from. So they appropriated those dollars to us from the State
Highway Fund. And I need to give you a little bit of background
here. So when they implemented the Public Safety Fee to pay for
highway patrol, the result is that the costs that were borne for
highway patrol from HURF then became available. Those dollars
were no longer swept from HURF.

Theoretically, that would mean that we would have
-- yes, I see your grin -- theoretically, that would mean we
would have more dollars for the five-year program. However, in
that same timing, in that same gesture, they then transferred
those dollars that would have otherwise been available for the
five-year program.

So as we came into this -- the development of
this tentative program, we were left with, oh, goodness. Well,
how shall we build this next five-year program based on what
financial assumptions and given the fact that they had already
swept it the very first time it had been implemented. What
ended up happening is that the executives started having some
discussions and had concerns and really wanted, given the P2P
process and the priority of 17, they proposed just what they had
executed here, which is -- and the executive built it in their

budget, and we've been presenting it to you. Greg's been
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presenting it to you. They proposed this 40 million, 45
million, 45 million appropriation, and that's what has taken
place.

So as such, the tentative program that I
presented to you in January had built in just the structure that
you are seeing that passed the Legislature presently. So the
good news is we got to -- we got to keep the money that would
have flown into -- flowed into the State Highway Fund.

So are there any questions about that? It was a
little bit of a complicated maneuver.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Well, and I don't know if this
is the appropriate place or not, but in the news media, I keep
hearing that we haven't decided exactly how we're going to do
the I-17 project yet. I don't know if Greg or Dallas could
address that.

MS. WARD: I appreciate you looking over there,
because I don't have the answer to that. So...

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, when you say we
haven't decided, how we're going to contract it or what we're
going to do?

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: What we're going to do. You
know, they talk about having the reversible lanes, but then they
say that hasn't been decided yet.

MR. HAMMIT: Yeah. Mr. Chairman, the plan is

from Anthem, where the three lanes in each direction ends, to
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take a third lane in each direction up to Black Canyon City, and
then we would go to our -- we're calling them a flex lane.
People get scared with reversible. There will be a demand lane,
but they will be two new lanes built parallel to the existing
southbound that can be used, let's say, on Friday for
northbound. So you'd have four lanes going north. On Sunday,
you would have four lanes going south. That is the current plan
and the design concept we're working towards.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Well, and that's what I
understood. I just didn't know whether the news media was
creating any confusion in the way they're presenting it.

MR. ROEHRICH: And to clarify that, that's from
Black Canyon City to Sunset Point. That's those limits.

MR. HAMMIT: Right. And from Black Canyon City
back to Anthem, it's an additional lane in each direction.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Thank you.

Okay. Any other comments or questions?

MS. WARD: All right. Moving on. I'll go to the
other items that came through with the budget. So -- let's see.
I lost my page here.

So there was also an appropriation of 6.5 million
from the State General Fund in 2020 to be distributed to the
City of Mesa to construct a SR-24 bridge over Ellsworth. That
-—- that appropriation is dependent on the Transportation Board

adopting it in the five-year program after it goes through the
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MAG process. If the Board were to choose to not put that
program -- put that project in the budget, then those dollars
would revert to the General Fund. In other words, we wouldn't
get to keep them.

We also were -- they also provided $10 million
for the State Aviation Fund. One million of that is
specifically dedicated to, I believe, Prescott, a particular
project there. But the discussion surrounding this is if you'll
recall, the Aviation Fund had endured a number of sweeps through
the years, and I believe there were voices that came forward and
said -- requested that some of that be amended. Those -- from
the past.

There's also $20 million that has been
appropriated for traffic interchanges in I-40, Kingman area. I
believe two interchanges. The appropriation there, again,
$20 million, 1s to be distributed to Kingman to construct those
two interchanges. However, the appropriation cannot be
distributed until Kingman has submitted a report to the Joint
Legislative Budget Committee, the Governor's Office of Strategic
Planning and the Department of Administration showing that the
City has raised sufficient funding -- funds to do the entire --
complete the entire project. So they have limited what the
contribution will be to $20 million. If the City --

Mr. Chair --

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Well, do we know what came in
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to contribute? Is it a match or is it ten times that
20 million?

MS. WARD: I believe it is quite significant.
Dallas. The amount that's coming to mind is an additional --
the total project being about 65, being discussed.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Why don't you just get a seat up

here?

MR. HAMMIT: I need the steps.

Mr. Chair, Mr. Hammond, the project is -- their
total project is bigger than two interchanges. It is local

roads to the airport in one case, and two, their hospital area.
So I think that total is in that ballpark of the 65 million.
Right now we're seeing an interchange on -- in the rural area
costing in the neighborhood of 15 million apiece.

MR. HAMMOND: I guess my question is maybe more
nuance. Do we have reason to believe that that 20 million will
close the gap?

MR. HAMMIT: T can't really speak to what the
locals have. I know they've done some -- been able to work with
developers and have some developer contribution, but I couldn't
tell you exactly what that is.

MR. HAMMOND: Okay. Thank you.

CHATRMAN SELLERS: And they presented a lot of
that to us when we were there in January.

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, that's correct.
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MR. HALIKOWSKI: Mr. Chairman, if I could, a
point of clarification for Kristine. It's not necessarily money
according to the appropriation that's coming from the City
itself. They could raise money through various funds, including
other state funds, transportation funds, federal funds.

MS. WARD: Mr. --

MR. HALIKOWSKI: So it's not completely a city
(inaudible) has to be brought in.

MS. WARD: Mr. Chair, Director Halikowski,
correct.

You can hang out if you want.

MR. THOMPSON: So the money that's been
appropriated was done so without getting any commitment from
Kingman itself? Is that what this is? How is the funding
justified?

MS. WARD: Mr. Chair, Mr. Thompson, yes, it does
require that the City raise the sufficient moneys in order to
complete the project. They have only appropriated $20 million
of a total project that has not -- whose estimate has not yet
been completely finalized. And Kingman must come forward with
those dollars, whether it be through private or other avenues,
but it is only -- only $20 million has been appropriated for the
purpose. And if they do not come up with the balance of those
dollars, that $20 million reverts back to the General Fund.

MR. THOMPSON: Thank you.
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MR. KNIGHT: Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Board Member Knight.

MR. KNIGHT: From conversations with their
counsel, the mayor and city administrator, since that is my
district, they've indicated that they do have considerable
matching funds from the private sector as well as -- as well as
the City. My hope is that they have enough, but let's say if
they have enough for one of the interchanges -- I know they're
both important. Rancho Santa Fe to the airport and the
industrial center is a really big one for them. Would -- could
they do one and not the other, or do they have to do both?

MS. WARD: Mr. Chairman, Board Member Knight, the
way the language is specified, it's two interchanges. It
specifies two interchanges. So if they wanted to adjust their
approach, they would have to go back to the Legislature.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: So Mr. Chairman, Kristine, we've
had a little bit of this discussion before. The language
specifies interchanges, plural, but doesn't say that both of the
interchanges have to be constructed for the money to be
released. In other words, I think to your point, we could build
one interchange, but do some design work on the others and still
have (inaudible).

MS. WARD: Mr. Chairman, Director Halikowski, I
believe how that would get ironed out is after that report is

submitted to JLBC, OSPB and DOA. So whether that would -- that
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mechanism would work would really be subject to the Executive
and the Legislature.

MR. HALTKOWSKI: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Okay. Moving right along.

MS. WARD: All right. ©Next there was --

Mr. Knight -- an appropriation of 28 million from the State
General Fund to expand U.S. Route 95 between Yuma and the Yuma
Proving Grounds,

MR. KNIGHT: Mr. Chair.

CHATIRMAN SELLERS: Yeah. Board Member Knight.

MR. KNIGHT: So I guess my -- I know 28 million
is not sufficient to do the whole route from 90 to Aberdeen, but
exactly what can we expect to get -- and I know we are going to
get a lot of leverage, I hope, to get some federal dollars now,
but in lieu of that, how much of the project, the total project
will the 28 million do?

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, Member Knight, we
believe the 28 million could take us from 90 up to the
improvements down at Fortuna Wash that were done a few years
ago. And as you mentioned, and we've talked about it a couple

times in the last week, we don't generally have $28 million in

non-federal funds that we could leverage. So we are moving
forward to propose a BUILD grant, because we -- and that max is
25 million. So we would have 100 percent match. We're putting

more than that, and I believe that would take us up to the
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river, up to the Gila River with the improvements. I would have
to get more detail, but if memory serves me, we could take it
from 90 up to the Gila River with around $50 million if we could
get that grant.

MR. KNIGHT: I know the base (inaudible) got a
committee working on it. They're trying to -- trying to get
some defense access road funds made available, and that comes
from DOD, but of course, that's kind of a slow process, but it's
been started, and it's in the works and over -- their first
question is how much local match do we have, and now that we
have some, we hopefully can leverage that source as well.

MR. HAMMIT: That would be our anticipation,

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Knight.

MR. KNIGHT: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Thank you.

Oh, one -- I'm sorry. One additional question.

So when -- how soon will we be able to get
started on the initial from 90 of wherever we can go
(inaudible) start?

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Knight, the first
thing we have to do is program some money for design. The --
and we will do that, get a solicitation out immediately. So
shortly after the beginning of the fiscal year, we will have the
-— our few written, and so we can get it out and get design

started.
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The one thing in this appropriation, it does not
have a timeline, but we also know that if it's given, it could
be taken away. So we want to move as fast as possible so we
don't lose that opportunity in the future.

MR. KNIGHT: Great, because that was my concern.
If it sits too long, you could take it back.

MR. HAMMIT: ©No. We're going to move design
immediately.

MR. KNIGHT: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Thank you.

MS. WARD: And Mr. Chairman, Mr. Knight, to that
point, we make very particular efforts to make sure that the
very first dollars that are expended are General Fund dollars to
get those dollars secure.

MR. ELTERS: Mr. Chairman, Kristine, that was a
good segue into my question. Related to the $6.5 million for
SR-24. MAG, in collaboration with ADOT, just got through the
rebalancing process that updated all the costs for the project
within the issue. And I believe the new numbers that have been
proposed and approved in some communities cover the updated cost
of SR-25 -- 24, including the one key structure at Ellsworth.

So these $6.5 million could go back into the program and be
re-appropriated and accepted for this particular purpose so they
do no go back to the General Fund. And that match or that

offset would go into another project. Am I understanding that
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correctly?

MS. WARD: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Elters, I don't
believe so. I believe what you're talking about is a
supplanting situation in which they appropriate dollars, and
then it frees up other dollars to go back into the program. And
I believe what this appropriation does -- and Dallas, my dance
partner, can switch in here in a second if need be -- is that
this would increase the scope of SR-24 for an additional bridge,
if I remember correctly. So no, it will not free dollars up in
the program. It is adding dollars to the program to deal with
additional -- the additional scope of the project.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Well, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Elters,
to that point, I don't believe that the 6 million covers the
entire cost. Won't there be local match necessary?

MS. WARD: Mr. Chairman, Director Halikowski,

that's correct.

MR. ELTERS: (Inaudible.)
MR. HALTKOWSKI: (Inaudible.)
MR. HAMMIT: (Inaudible.)

MS. WARD: Yeah.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: But the (inaudible).

MS. WARD: That is correct. And if you'd like --
I apologize. I don't have that local number off the top of my
head, but I can certainly get that and bring it back to you.

MR. ELTERS: Okay. Thank you.

Page 39 of 284




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

19

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Thank you.

MS. WARD: All right. We're back on the standard
program here. Let's see what I've got left as my dance partner
walks away.

Okay. There is an additional appropriation of
$18 million from the State General Fund that will be distributed
to cities and towns, and it's an equal distribution. That
again -- that doesn't impact our program.

So the last item, there was an appropriation, and
I —- I saved this last item, because it's kind of got two
components to it. There was an appropriation to ADOT for the
I-10 widening study between Phoenix and Casa Grande. Now, this
10 million was intended to allow us to complete the DCR as well
as the EIS.

And my dance partner will come back if you want

detailed questions about either of those two documents.

However, I -- and so that was -- that was an additional
appropriation -- and look. Here he comes.

In addition to that, there was another -- there
has been another change to the program since -- or -- change in

funding since I presented the program to you in January, and
that is with regards to the President's infrastructure bill. We
ended up getting a surprise $50 million allocated to Arizona.
Now, let me break that down, because unfortunately, that doesn't

mean we have $50 million, even though it sounds good.
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It provided us the additional 50 million. A good
portion of that is suballocated to the locals, which leaves $30
million available for our statewide program. Once you go into
the RAC allocation, that leaves $15 million available for
Greater Arizona, and the remaining of the $30 million is
distributed between MAG and PAG for -- and available to them to
program.

What we have done with that 50 -- $15 million in
the program that Greg's presenting to you -- will be presenting
to you is that we have put that in 2021 and aligned it with the
priority project at the I-10 project that was the second project
behind I-17 in the P2P process.

So that additional $15 million, that's where it
resides, and that is what has occurred, and that's why
(inaudible) those two items. So we got an additional $10
million for the EIS and the DCR, and now, with the President's
infrastructure, what we have done is taken that additional
$15 million available and put it in the bridge subprogram. I
believe it was -- the consideration was for the bridge that
geese through the Gila River Indian Community.

MR. HAMMIT: Let me make one modification. The
environmental -- Mr. Chairman, the environmental document is an
environmental assessment instead of an environmental impact.

MS. WARD: I'm sorry.

MR. HAMMIT: It's a lesser document. It can
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happen a lot quicker.

MS. WARD: Look at you all looking at me. I
don't really have anything further to say.

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Thank you.

MR. STRATTON: Mr. Chair.

CHATRMAN SELLERS: Board Member Stratton.

MR. STRATTON: Kristine, can we go back to the
Aviation Fund, please?

MS. WARD: Yes, sir.

MR. STRATTON: And you mentioned that this money
was to replace what had been -- part of what had been swept
prior. At that time we had to tell multiple people that they no
longer had projects, that we couldn't fund them. Is there any
effort being made to reach out to those people that were
affected when we got rid of the projects to let them know that
there's money available now if they still have their money
(inaudible) ?

MS. WARD: I have a new dance partner. All
right. But I'll let you -- you take this one. It's a good
thing I'm (inaudible).

CHAIRMAN SELLERS: Well, and perhaps, Mr. Byres,
you would like to take over now.

MS. WARD: Yeah. Why don't you? Thank you.
Thank you very much.

MR. BYRES: I can do that.
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In answer to your question, Mr. Stratton, there's
-- at the time that the last sweep had occurred, we were in the
process of actually awarding several projects. All those
projects that were canceled at that point in time have actually
been brought into the program already. So those projects are
now either currently ongoing or are currently programmed. So
that's being taken care of.

The $10 million, I'll go into it in detail in a
little bit, but the $10 million appropriation that came through
the Legislature went directly into the Aviation Fund, which now
allows us to start through our selection process for new
projects that will be coming out.

MR. STRATTON: Besides the projects -- okay. And
I'm really happy we brought those projects back in, took care of
them. I know there were other entities that were doing planning
to apply for grants and did not apply because they knew the
money had been swept. And being that we don't have a member
from Cochise, I'm going speak up to one of those in particular
being Tombstone, that had hired a consultant to do some
planning, and it -- has any of it been -- I'm sure they had met
with our staff at the time with intent to apply, but then did
not apply because there was no funds available. Again, has
there been any effort to outreach to those people?

MR. BYRES: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Stratton, we have

gone through with every airport, 67 airports across the state,
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and encouraged them to put forth any projects they have. We
have a vibrant fund right now that is stable, and there's
funding available. So yes, there has been an outreach to get
every airport in the state to --

MR. STRATTON: Very good. One of my fears is it
sits and gets swept (inaudible).

MR. HALTIKOWSKI: To that point -- I'll take care
of (inaudible). We now have and had for the past well over a
year, FMS is working closely with Greg's folks and MPD to
institute financial controls to ensure that the grants that are
coming in and our balances are working concurrently, and that
was a problem in the past. So we put financial controls in, to
answer your question, to ensure that we don't get into this
position of having (inaudible).

MR. STRATTON: Thank you.

MR. THOMPSON: Chairman, of the six to eight
airports we've mentioned, how many of them are tribal airports,
and have they been contacted about additional funding that might
be available?

MR. BYRES: Mr. Chairman, Board Member Thompson,
I don't have the exact number off the top of my head as to how
many of those airports are tribal airports. But yes, there has
been outreach to every single airport, including all of the
tribal airports to bring forth -- that's done on an annual

basis. It's part of our normal process to reach out to every
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single one of those airports, and we do it in conjunction with
FAA so that not only is it state funds that can become
available. 1It's also FAA funds.

MR. THOMPSON: I did notice that you were
reaching out to them and you had had communication with them,
and perhaps be a part of the process then.

MR. BYRES: Mr. Chairman, Board Member Thompson,
yes. That's exactly what we're doing. Our outreach is -- like
I said, occurs on an annual basis, and it's called our Capital
Improvement Program, our ACIP program, and that's exactly what
we're doing is we're reaching out to every one of those
airports. They have -- if they don't have a current program for
improvements, we -- that's one of the things that they can get
funding for, so that we can keep this rolling, keep each one of
the airports solvent as we go through as far as any kind of
capital improvements go.

MR. THOMPSON: Thank you, Chairman.

MR. BYRES: Mr. Chairman, I'll go ahead with my
presentation if you're ready.

CHATIRMAN SELLERS: Yes.

MR. BYRES: So just to start with, each of you
should have received a -- there's a summary, which is on the big
sheet, and you should have also received a revised tentative
program that looks like this. And what you see in that is if

you —-- if you go through, you'll start seeing in the program
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itself several highlighted areas. Each of those highlighted
items is -- corresponds to the summary of changes that we have
that we've put forth for you. So you have -- you can basically
crosswalk what we had before in the tentative that was put forth
originally, that you had approved for comment, and what we
currently have today, which corresponds to either the funding
that has come through, which Kristine just went through, or the
comments that we've received to date. And so that's just to
make sure that you guys have all that information. And so with
that...

So we've got some general changes to Greater
Arizona, project adjustments, and it's those handouts that we
just went through with the summary of changes. Summary of
comments from the public, we'll go through, as well as proposed
expansion projects and the delivery program, development
program, MAG's tentative program, PAG's tentative program, the
airport program, and then next steps.

So this slide -- I'll try and go through it so
it's not very confusing. Right off the bat, at the top there's
a total of 107 changes. Those 107 changes are the summary that
you guys -- that are in here. So what we have with that is 33
of those 107 changes are a reduction in budget, and there was
one project that was advanced out from the 2020 program into
2019. That was the El Toro Road overpass project. It was moved

forward to 2019 out of 2020. So that freed up 7 million that's
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in the tentative program. So with that, we have a total deduct
change with all of our changes of $78 million.

We have an increase of -- on 69 of those 107
projects, as well as the projects which Kristine just went
through, being I-10, I-17 and US-95, which have the
appropriations that's just came through the Legislature. So
with a total of all of that being $183 million.

So we have a total change of $105 million in the
program that we had to -- that we pulled out of our subprograms
to put into either line item -- items or the changes due to --
since we gave the original tentative program out, we have
constantly been going through and updating our costs. We've
been updating our scopes of all of the projects so that they're
absolutely up-to-date when the approval from this board comes
through for all of our projects so that we make sure that we
have the absolute latest numbers available, as well as the
scopes for each one of the projects, as well as the appropriate
schedule in moving projects from year to year, so that we're
doing it at the appropriate time, making sure that we have
appropriate time for design and so forth. So that it's all --
it all -- not only does it work, but it makes sense. So it's
all logical. So that --

MR. ELTERS: Mr. Chairman.

CHATRMAN SELLERS: Board Member Elters.

MR. ELTERS: Mr. Byres, under the added three new
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projects, you show I-10 getting $10 million, and then I-17 and
95. Kristine just pointed out that the $50 million -- I know
she broke it down to $15 million that was placed or set aside
for I-10. 1Is that -- that's not reflected here. Should that be
reflected in these numbers? Because these numbers are the 2020
to 2024, correct?

MR. BYRES: Mr. Chairman, Bo