Joseph E. La Rue, Chair

Deanna Beaver, Vice Chair

William Cuthbertson, Member

Douglas A. Ducey, Governor Jack W. Sellers, Member
Michael S. Hammond, Member

Steven E. Stratton, Member

Arlando S. Teller, Member

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.

CITIZEN INPUT

Citizens 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 PUBLIC HEARING AND 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 public hearing and board meeting open to the public on
Friday, April 15, 2016 at 9:00 a.m. at the Arizona Department of Transportation Administration Building Auditorium,
206 S. 17th Avenue, Phoenix, AZ 85007. 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 tele-
phone conference call. The Board may modify the agenda order, if necessary.

EXECUTIVE SESSION OF THE STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.02, 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, April 15, 2016, relating to any items on the agenda. Pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03(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), the Arizona State
Transportation Board does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, gender or disability. Citi-
zens that require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability should contact ADOT Civil Rights at
(602) 712-8946 or civilrightsoffice@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure the state has
an opportunity to address the accommodation.

Personas que requieren asistencia o una adaptacion razonable por habilidad limitada en inglés o discapacidad deben
ponerse en contacto con la Oficina de Derechos Civiles de ADOT al (602) 712-8946 or civilrightsoffice@azdot.gov. Las
solicitudes deben hacerse tan pronto como sea posible para asegurar que el estado tiene la oportunidad de abordar el
alojamiento.

AGENDA
A copy of the agenda for this meeting will be available at the office of the Transportation Board at 206 South 17th Ave-
nue, 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 discussional items
have been acted upon, the items remaining on the Board's agenda will be expedited and action may be taken on de-
ferred 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 Mary
Beckley, at 206 South 17th Avenue, Room 135, Phoenix, Arizona 85007, or by phone (602) 712-7550. Please be pre-
pared to identify the specific agenda item or items of interest.

Dated this 8th day of April, 2016
STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
By: Mary Beckley
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BOARD AGENDA

STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
PUBLIC HEARING AND BOARD MEETING
9:00 a.m., Friday, April 15, 2016
Arizona Department of Transportation
Administration Building Auditorium
206 S. 17th Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85007

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 public hearing and board meeting open to the public on
Friday, April 15, 2016, at 9:00 a.m. at the Arizona Department of Transportation Administration Building Auditorium,
206 S. 17th Avenue, Phoenix, AZ 85007. 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, April 15, 2016. The Board may, at its discretion, recess and reconvene the
Executive Session as needed, relating to any items on the agenda.

PLEDGE
The Pledge of Allegiance

ROLL CALL
Roll call by Board Secretary Mary Beckley

OPENING REMARKS
Opening remarks by Chairman Joseph La Rue

CALL TO THE AUDIENCE for Public Hearing on the FY 2017-2021 Tentative Five-Year Transportation Facilities Con-
struction Program (information and discussion)

An opportunity for citizens to discuss items of interest with the Board regarding the Tentative Five-Year Transportation
Facilities Construction Program. Please fill out a YELLOW Request for Public Input Form and turn in to the Secretary if
you wish to address the Board. A three minute time limit will be imposed.

PUBLIC HEARING
Presentation of FY 2017-2021 ADOT Tentative Five-Year Transportation Facilities Construction Program Recommen-
dations http://azdot.gov/planning/transportation-programming/tentative-program
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BOARD AGENDA

ITEM A: Overview of the Tentative FY 2017 - 2021 Five-Year Transportation Facilities Construction Program
Staff will present an overview of the tentative FY 2017-2021 Five-Year Transportation Facilities Con-
struction Program.

(For information and discussion only — Michael Kies, Assistant Director of Planning and Programming)

ITEM B: FY 2017 - 2021 Statewide Highway Construction Program
Staff will present an overview of the FY 2017-2021 Statewide Highway Construction Program.
(Excluding MAG and PAG)
(For information and discussion only — Michael Kies, Assistant Director of Planning and Programming)

ITEM C: FY 2017 - 2021 PAG Regional Highway Construction Program
Staff will present an overview of the FY 2017-2021 PAG Regional Highway Construction Program.
(For information and discussion only — Michael Kies, Assistant Director of Planning and Programming)

ITEM D: FY 2017 - 2021 MAG Regional Highway Construction Program
Staff will present an overview of the FY 2017-2021 MAG Regional Highway Construction Program.
(For information and discussion only — Michael Kies, Assistant Director of Planning and Programming)

ITEM E: FY 2017 - 2021 Airport Development Program
Staff will present an overview of the FY 2017-2021 Airport Development Program
(For information and discussion only — Michael Kies, Assistant Director of Planning and Programming)

*Adjournment

BOARD MEETING

CALL TO THE AUDIENCE (Information and discussion)
An opportunity for citizens to discuss items of interest with the Board. Please fill out a WHITE Request for Public 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: District Engineer’s Report
Staff will provide an update and overview of issues of regional significance, including an update on the Loop
202 South Mountain project, upcoming construction projects, district operations, maintenance activities,
and any regional transportation studies.
(For information and discussion only — Julie Gadsby, Central District Assistant Engineer)

|
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BOARD AGENDA

ITEM 2: Director’s Report
The Director will provide a report on current issues and events affecting ADOT.
(For information and discussion only — Floyd P. Roehrich, Jr., Executive Officer)

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

*ITEM 3: Consent Agenda
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)

Page 8

Items on the Consent Agenda generally consist of the following:

Minutes of previous Board Meeting
Minutes of Special Board Meeting

¢ 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 4: Legislative Report
Staff will provide a report on State and Federal legislative issues.
(For information and discussion only — Kevin Biesty, Deputy Director for Policy)

ITEM 5: 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 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

|
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BOARD AGENDA

ITEM 6:

*ITEM 7:

ITEM 8:

*ITEM 9:

ITEM 10:

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 — Michael Kies, Assistant Director, Multimodal Planning
Division)

Priority Planning Advisory Committee (PPAC) Page 134

Staff will present recommended PPAC actions to the Board including consideration of changes to
the FY2016 - 2020 Statewide Transportation Facilities Construction Program.

(For discussion and possible action — Michael Kies, Assistant Director, Multimodal Planning Divi-
sion)

State Engineer’s Report Page 189
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)

8a: Strategic Highway Safety Plan Overview
Staff will present an overview of the Arizona Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP).
(For information and discussion only — Scott Beck, TSM&O Operational Traffic and Safety
Engineer)

8b: Railroad Grade Crossing Safety Program (Section 130) Overview
Staff will present an overview of the Railroad Grade Crossing Safety Program (Section 130).
(For information and discussion only—Vicki Bever, Manager of Utility and Railroad Section)

. Page 199
Construction Contracts

Staff will present recommended construction project awards that are not on the Consent Agen-
da.

(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 Board Meeting
Minutes of Special Board Meeting

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.

MINUTES APPROVAL
e Board Meeting Minutes, February 19, 2016

RIGHT OF WAY RESOLUTIONS (action as noted)

ITEM 3a: RES. NO. 2016-04-A-019
PROJECT: 040B CN 198 / M—951-6-801
HIGHWAY: SANTA FE AVE. — FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA
SECTION: Flagstaff Streets (Evergreen-Trax)
ROUTE NO.: State Route 40B
ENG. DIST.: Northcentral
COUNTY: Coconino
PARCELS: 3-1695, 3-1696, 3—1697, and 3—1700
RECOMMENDATION: Establish donation of fee and easement right of way to encompass recently

completed deceleration/right turn lanes, sidewalk and traffic signal construct-
ed by a developer under Permit from ADOT to enhance convenience and safe-
ty for the traveling public.

ITEM 3b: RES. NO. 2016-04-A-020
PROJECT: 347 PN 000 H2778 02R / RS—347(10)
HIGHWAY: MARICOPA ROAD
SECTION: Jct. S.R. 84 — Maricopa
ROUTE NO.: State Route 347
ENG. DIST.: Central
COUNTY: Pinal
PARCEL: 11-0953
RECOMMENDATION: Establish donation of drainage easement right of way to encompass recently

completed highway drainage facilities constructed by the City of Maricopa un-
der Permit from ADOT to enhance convenience and safety for the traveling
public.

|
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CONSENT AGENDA

ITEM 3c:

ITEM 3d:

ITEM 3e:

RES. NO.
PROJECT:
HIGHWAY:
SECTION:
ROUTE NO.:
ENG. DIST.:
COUNTY:

RECOMMENDATION:

RES. NO.
PROJECT:
HIGHWAY:
SECTION:
ROUTE NO.:
ENG. DIST.:
COUNTY:
DISPOSAL:

RECOMMENDATION:

RES. NO.
PROJECT:
HIGHWAY:
SECTION:
ROUTE NO.:
ENG. DIST.:
COUNTY:

RECOMMENDATION:

2016-04-A-021

010 MA 149 H8768 / 010—C(213)S

PHOENIX — CASA GRANDE

Maricopa Tl —SR 202L

Interstate Route 10

Central

Maricopa

Establish new right of way as a state route to be utilized for widening improve-
ments necessary to accommodate increased traffic capacity and enhance con-
venience and safety for the traveling public.

2016—04—-A-022

010 MA 127 HO888 01R / I-10-2(33)

EHRENBERG — PHOENIX

Perryville Rd. — Bullard Ave.

Interstate Route 10

Central

Maricopa

D-M-222-A

Vacate and extinguish according to law all of the State's interest in and to a
portion of highway drainage easement right of way that is no longer needed
for the State Transportation System.

2016-04-A-023

060 MA 142 H8485 / 060—B(212)T

WICKENBURG — PHOENIX

Bell Road T. I.

U. S. Route 60

Central

Maricopa

Establish additional right of way as a state route and state highway to accom-
modate design change that incorporates access control facilities into this traffic
interchange reconfiguration project, necessary to enhance convenience and
safety for the traveling public.
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CONSENT AGENDA

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.:
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:

1

March 4, 2016

TOWN OF GILBERT

NORTH-WEST REGION OF TOWN OF GILBERT
MARICOPA

LOCAL

CM-GIL-0(215)T : 0000 MA GIL SZ16001C
94% FEDS 6% LOCAL (TOWN OF GILBERT)
ROADWAY ELECTRIC, LLC

$817,918.42

$926,152.60

$108,234.18

11.7%

3.54%

5.57%

4

AWARD

Town of Gilbert:

s7"| North-West Region of Town of Gilbert

180 1817 g

_Ié
£
2 E

Page 204
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CONSENT AGENDA

*ITEM 3g: BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 1 Page 207
BIDS OPENED: March 4, 2016
HIGHWAY: CITY OF GLENDALE
SECTION: VARIOUS LOCATIONS
COUNTY: MARICOPA
ROUTE NO.: LOCAL
PROJECT : TRACS: HSIP-GLN-0(238)T : 0000 MA GLN SH57301C
FUNDING: 100% FEDS
LOW BIDDER: CS CONSTRUCTION, INC.
LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 69,969.00
STATE ESTIMATE: $ 69,248.00
S OVER ESTIMATE: $721.00
% OVER ESTIMATE: 1.0%
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 3.28%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 3.28%
NO. BIDDERS: 2

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD
— =

=
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CONSENT AGENDA

*ITEM 3h:  BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 5 Page 211
BIDS OPENED: March 4, 2016
HIGHWAY: CITY OF HOLBROOK
SECTION: HULET ELEMENTARY & HOLBROOK JR. HIGH
COUNTY: NAVAJO
ROUTE NO.: LOCAL
PROJECT : TRACS: SRS-999-A(253)T : 0000 NA HOL PSRTS06C
FUNDING: 100% FEDS
LOW BIDDER: CS CONSTRUCTION, INC.
LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 156,256.00
STATE ESTIMATE: $ 153,200.00
S OVER ESTIMATE: $ 3,056.00
% OVER ESTIMATE: 2.0%
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 3.56%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 4.10%
NO. BIDDERS: 5
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

City of Holbrook:
Hulet Elementary & Holbrook Jr. High School

W

WA Jowia St W towa St lowa St
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CONSENT AGENDA

*ITEM 3i:  BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 6 Page 214
BIDS OPENED: March 4, 2016
HIGHWAY: DAVIS DAM-KINGMAN HIGHWAY (SR 68)
SECTION: MP 19.8 TO MP 22.3, WEST OF KINGMAN
COUNTY: MOHAVE
ROUTE NO.: SR 68
PROJECT : TRACS: STP-068-A(203)T : 068 MO 019 H860501C
FUNDING: 94% FEDS 6% STATE
LOW BIDDER: MCCORMICK CONSTRUCTION CO.
LOW BID AMOUNT: §$ 324, 796.33
STATE ESTIMATE: $ 350,612.00
$ UNDER ESTIMATE: ($25,815.67)
% UNDER ESTIMATE: (7.4%)
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 3.55%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 3.78%
NO. BIDDERS: 5
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

SR 68: MP 19.8 - MP 22.3,
West of Kingman

o M O H A Y E
™ 5
Gaolden

> valle
i g
= ARIZONA
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CONSENT AGENDA

*ITEM 3j:  BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 5 Page 217
BIDS OPENED: March 18, 2016
HIGHWAY: SPRINGERVILLE-ALPINE —STATE LINE HIGHWAY (US 180)
SECTION: RODEO GROUNDS — CORREJO CROSSING
COUNTY: APACHE
ROUTE NO.: US 180
PROJECT : TRACS: STP-180-C(205)T : 180 AP 402 H870801C
FUNDING: 94% FEDS 6% STATE
LOW BIDDER: CACTUS TRANSPORT, INC.
LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 459,704.66
STATE ESTIMATE: $508,742.50
S UNDER ESTIMATE: ($49,037.84)
% UNDER ESTIMATE: (9.6%)
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 3.64%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 3.70%
NO. BIDDERS: 2
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

|
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CONSENT AGENDA

*|TEM 3k:  BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 1 Page 221
BIDS OPENED: March 18, 2016
HIGHWAY: GANADO-FOUR CORNERS HIGHWAY (US 191)
SECTION: MP 436 - CHINLE
COUNTY: APACHE
ROUTE NO.: US 191
PROJECT : TRACS: STP-191-E(214)T: 191 AP 436 H867601C
FUNDING: 94% FEDS 6% STATE
LOW BIDDER: FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC.
LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 4,423,686.85
STATE ESTIMATE: $4,583,198.10
$ UNDR ESTIMATE: ($159,511.25)
% UNDER ESTIMATE: (3.5%)
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 4.98
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 4.99
NO. BIDDERS: 2
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

mMary Farms

_Tsaile

A R I Z O N A
Mawvajo Indian Reservation
Canvon de

US 191: MP 436 - Chinle

X1 COsAN JUAN

<

& % . o

N E W

_Mazlin

Biz-26 Sawrmnill
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CONSENT AGENDA

*ITEM 31:  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:

1 Page 225
March 18, 2016

SANTAN FREEWAY (SR 202L)

SR 202L, DOBSON ROAD TO RAY ROAD
MARICOPA

SR 202L

CM-202-A(219)T : 202 MA 040 H867301C
94% FEDS 6% STATE

ROADWAY ELECTRIC, LLC

$3,433,954.44

$3,942,118.04

($508,163.60)

(12.9%)

1.87%

2.17%

3

AWARD

SR 202L: Dobson Rd to Ray Rd
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CONSENT AGENDA

*ITEM 3m: BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 5 Page 229
BIDS OPENED: March 4, 2015
HIGHWAY: PAYSON-SHOW LOW HIGHWAY (SR 260)
SECTION: WOODS CANYON LAKE ROAD-FOREST LAKES
COUNTY: COCONINO
ROUTE NO.: SR 260
PROJECT : TRACS: NH-260-B(221)T : 260 CN 282 H889201C
FUNDING: 94% FEDS 6% STATE
LOW BIDDER: SUNLAND, INC. ASPHALT & SEAL COATING
LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 1,419,000.00
STATE ESTIMATE: $1,517,007.15
$ UNDER ESTIMATE: ($ 98,007.15)
% UNDER ESTIMATE: (6.5%)
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 5.85%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 5.90%
NO. BIDDERS: 6
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

|
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MINUTES
STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEETING
9:00 a.m., Friday, February 19, 2016
Santa Cruz County Complex
Board of Supervisors Room 120
2150 N. Congress Drive
Nogales, AZ 85621

Pledge
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Board member Michael Hammond.

Roll call by Board Secretary Mary Beckley

In attendance: Joe La Rue, Deanna Beaver, William Cuthbertson, Jack Sellers, Michael Hommond, Steve
Stratton and Arlando Teller.

Absent: None.

Opening Remarks

Chairman La Rue introduced and welcomed two new board members, Mr. Steve Stratton and Mr. Arlando
Teller. Chairman thanked the Guillermo Valencia of the Greater Nogales Santa Cruz County Port
Authority, Fresh Produce Association of the Americas, and the Customs Brokers Association to coordinate
the informative port tour and processing of commercial trucks. It was amazing how ADOT has handled the
border, and a symbol of not dividing but a symbol of integrating separate operations and with such
impressive customer service. Chairman La Rue thanked the groups listed above for sponsoring the
excellent dinner and evening at Elvira’s in Tubac.

Call to the Audience
The following members of the public addressed the Board:

1.

Rudy Molera, Santa Cruz County Supervisor, re: thank you for visiting community and conducting board meeting
in the county; ADOT staff, county and city have done a great job putting together a plan for SR 189, needs to be
accelerated; Exit 12, Ruby Road to work on design for those two projects completed together; mentioned other
projects are slated to come before SR 189 and asked for suggestions to expedite SR 189 project.

Jonathan Rothschild, Tucson Mayor, re: advocate of acceleration of SR 189 and should be state’s highest priority;
beautiful port enters into two lanes of SR 189 into I-19, needs expansion; business will massively expand if no log
jam and take some of the business from California and Texas; national concern for I-19 and I-10 to receive
federal monies if SR 189 is accelerated; stakeholders want to partner with axel fees; SR 189 most important
project for AZ economy.

John Doyle, Nogales Mayor, re: thank you for visit to Nogales and to tour area; Mexico is global trade partner
and need to expedite trucks traveling through port to shipping points; thanked citizens, merchants and
stakeholders for work to accelerate SR 189.

Priscilla Cornelio, Dir Pima County DOT, re: Next month’s meeting in Oro Valley; ADOT staff does a great job;
support and encourage improvements to SR 189, easier for freight to get through border; Sonoran Corridor (SR
410) connection between 1-19 and I-10, pleased with ADOT initial planning efforts for environmental impact
statement for SR 410 and requests inclusion in the capital improvement program; pleased that ADOT is
proceeding with environmental/location studies for I-11, which is important for Pima County.

Guillermo Valencia, President, Greater Nogales Santa Cruz County Port Authority, re: thank ADOT and board for
attending port tour to see firsthand the issues at the port; happy you noticed the customer service as Customs
Border Patrol does a tremendous job at the port; board able to see other choke points in the area, DeConcini
port of entry, issues other than SR 189 and Ruby Rd/Exit 12 is another issue; 1) happy that $64 million is
committed in design on five year plan; working on solution with stakeholders involved, can’t commit until
numbers are finalized; 2) asks for patience while waiting for financing numbers to come to a P3 agreement; 3)
accelerating Ruby Road/Rio Rico solution on 1-19, as part of the SR 189 project.
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12.

13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

Lance Jungmeyer, President, Fresh Produce Association of the Americas, re: thank Board for trip to Nogales and
Director for working with community on SR 189; read from letter submitted, broad based support for SR 189;
important to include SR 189 on Critical Rural Freight Corridor (CRFC) to be eligible for additional federal funding
through FAST Act for future build out; requests to include $70 million for design, ROW, design and construction
for SR 189 in the five year program.

Walter Rem, VP of Food Safety for Giumarra, re: requests board consider the CRFC key for funding SR 189 and to
consider 20 or 30 largest importers which would be impacted by the axel fees discussed recently; requests board
explore all funding sources prior to asking all of the importers to pay additional axel fees; his company operates
in 14 countries and this port is important to his business but they are heavily approached by other ports; they
are committed to this port and ask not to be punished for doing business here.

Robin Raine, Deputy Director for Transportation, City of Tucson, re: thank ADOT for work on PAG regional
priorities, including SR 410, Sonoran corridor and SR 210 Barraza-Aviation Parkway, critical to the Tucson/PAG
area; SR 189 is very important priority to entire state and critical importance for freight movement throughout
the state, requests acceleration in five year program; thank you to ADOT staff for being solution-oriented when
dealing with funding issues.

Terry Shannon Jr., President of Nogales Economic Development Foundation, re: over 1 million of warehouse
space constructed and industrial park on Mariposa Rd opening soon; Mexico is working on its Highway 15, with
over $1 billion invested with over $2 billion on route from Nogales to Mexico City; from a safety standpoint,
1700 students attend Nogales HS and some walk on Mariposa Road and Frank Reed Road where two trucks
recently T-boned at that intersection; supports full build out of SR 189 and recognizes there are challenges.
Randy Heiss, Exec Dir/Southeastern AZ Governments Organization (SEAGO), re: welcome to Director, Board and
staff; questioned and asked for reasons why two expansion projects were advanced in the five year plan ahead
of SR 189; needs to advance the project to 2018; no unified transportation plan for state, but statewide unity (12
regional planning agencies) which supports SR 189; economic development and international trade for area is
supported by numerous studies.

Richard Rubin, Board member of Port Authority, also representing Maquila Association in Sonora, re: seeing
businesses decide whether to take their business to China or stay in North America; impact of Mexico, 800
workers crossing border four times a day and warehouses in Arizona for distribution; 90% of jobs would move
from US to China; his business (Javid) crosses 700-800 trucks per day; questions whether they should be in
Arizona or other ports; need trucks to get on the highway — full support of SR 189 so region will continue to grow
and benefit Arizona.

Scott Vandervoet, Nogales resident, re: works in fresh produce industry in a family business, safe and efficient
movement of goods/people across border to Mexico is crucial to AZ economic security; areas on both sides of
border have developed infrastructure supporting manufactured goods, tourism, retail services and fresh
produce; area is primed for growth driven by Mexican production and participation.

Annie McGreevy, President Friends of Scenic Hwy 82/83, re: do everything you can to work to raise the gas tax.
Jaime Chamberlin, local produce distributor in area, re: thank you for hosting meeting in Santa Cruz County; SR
189 is key piece of infrastructure and best return of investment which will benefit entire state of AZ for
importing and exporting of goods/travelers; urge to consider economic benefits of SR 189; Community
committed and stands behind the full redesign plan for SR 189 and full build-out, northbound and southbound
connections to SR 189, and grade separation of Frank Reed Rd and corridor improvements for better traffic flow
and safety for travelers.

Allison Moore, Fresh Produce Assoc. of the Americas, re: add Ruby Road and Rio Rico Drive to the five year plan
which are critical companion projects for SR 189 to guide economic growth of the entire region. Sixty to seventy
percent of all warehouses are located between Ruby Rd/Rio Rico Dr.; N/S access at Rio Rio Dr. and Industrial
Drive will help with amount of truck/school/commercial/residential traffic; train complicates congestion more.
Larry Lucero, Sr. Director UNS Energy Corp., re: thank you and welcome to new members; advocate for state
investment of critical infrastructure for SR 189 and highest priority project for our state to drive economic
growth in our state.

Aaron White, Nogales Econ Development Specialist, re: 9A requests approval of $500,000 funding for the paving
of Industrial Park Avenue through ACA Economic Strength Projects, critical for job creation and retention.

Page 19 of 251



STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEETING - FEBRUARY 19, 2016

INDEX PAGE
ITEM 1: DISTRICT ENGINEER’S REPORT (RO LaN€)......cccosumerreeriiiiiisinnnnneeeniiisissnnsseeessssssssnanes 3
ITEM 2: DIRECTOR'S REPORT (John Halikowski)........coovesnumemrieiiiiiiisisineneeciiiiicsieereeeensncscnanes 14
ITEM 3: CONSENT AGENDA ...ttt ssrrseaes s sesssaassss s s s s e s ssaassssssssseessnanes 26
ACTION TAKEN
MOTION TO APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA ..........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiniinnineeesscnnnesensseaessnnneens 26
ITEM 4: LEGISLATIVE REPORT (KeVin BieSty).....ccccceeriiiiiisinmnrieeiiiiiiiininnneeeeiiiicnnnnennieeesnninnnanes 27
ITEM 5: FINANCIAL REPORT (Floyd Roehrich, Jr.) ....ccccceiiiumiiiiiiiniiiiiiiniiiininencnnneinnnecnnnns 35

ITEM 6: 2017-2021 TENTATIVE 5-YEAR TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES CONSTRUCTION

PROGRAM REVIEW AND APPROVAL FOR PUBLIC COMMENT (Michael Kies).........ccceeerrriirssunanes 38-68
ITEM 7: ENFORCEMENT AND COMPLIANCE DIVISION OVERVIEW (Tim Lane).......cccceeeeiiiissnnnnnes 69
ITEM 8: MULTIMODAL PLANNING DIVISION REPORT (Michael Kies) ........ccceeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnnnnee
ITEM 9: PRIORITY PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PPAC) (Michael Kies)..........ccceeereiinnnnnee 84

ACTION TAKEN
MOTION TO APPROVE ECONOMIC STRENGTH PROJECTS (ESP) 9a.......cccoceeiiiiiiiiiinnnnnnee 85
MOTION TO APPROVE PROJECT MODIFICATIONS 9b through Qi .........ccccceviiiiiiiiiinnnnnee. 86
MOTION TO APPROVE NEW PROJECTS 9j through 9m........cccccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnee 87
MOTION TO APPROVE AIRPORT PROJECT 9N ....ciiieeeiiiiimnniiiinnniiiiinniiiiinneniisseeniessens 89
ITEM 10: STATE ENGINEER’S REPORT (Dallas Hammiit).......cccceeeiiiiiiniiinnenneiiiiiiissiienneesennscssnenes 89
ITEM 11: CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS (Dallas Hammit) .......ceeeeeiiiiiiisiunenneeniiiiissiseeneensnnsssssnnnes 90
ACTION TAKEN
MOTION TO APPROVE ITEM 11a....cccciriimuniirimnnniininnnniniineniniimeninienesisienensiensnsessne 91
MOTION TO APPROVE ITEM 11D .....cuuuuuiiniiiiiiisssssssssssssssssssses 92
MOTION TO APPROVE ITEM 11C..cccuuiirirmnniirirnnniirennnniniinnninieneninienesisiensnisiessnssessnes 93
MOTION TO APPROVE ITEM 11d .....cceeeeuueniiiiiiiiiirnnneiiiiniiensneaesssnsssesssssesssssssssessssnes 94
MOTION TO APPROVE ITEM 11€....cccciitimuniiiiinnniirirnniinieniiiinineiinmeseisiesesmesenssesenes 95
MOTION TO APPROVE ITEM 11f ... ssaas 96
MOTION TO APPROVE ITEM 118...cccciiiimuiiiriinnniirimnniiinieniiimieeiinieseismeseisiesesseesenes 98
ITEM 12: SUGGESTIONS.....cceuiiiiimniiiiiinuiiiitiiiiiniieiintteiittreiitersistessistesssistesssistessssssssnsses 98

Page 20 of 251



© 00 N o g B~ W N P

N N NN N DN P P P B P PP PP
g A W N P O © 0 N O O b~ W N B O

Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings - February 19, 2016

(Beginning of excerpt.)

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: So with that, let"s move on to
Agenda Item No. 1. It"s the district engineer®s report. We"re
going to hear from Mr. Lane.

MR. LANE: Good morning, Mr. Chairman, members of
the Board.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Good morning, Mr. Lane.

MR. LANE: My name is Rod Lane. 1"m the district
engineer for the South Central District. You"ll have to forgive
me. | woke up this morning with a bit of a crud, so to speak.
So in case | start the coughing fit, I brought my water, and
we"ll take a moment (inaudible).

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: So just sit next to Kevin when
you go back.

MR. LANE: 1°1lI back up from the mic a little bit
so | don"t contaminate it.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: He said he woke up this morning
with the same thing. So you guys kind of stay together.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: How curious.

MR. LANE: And 1"m the lucky one to see if the
projector works.

So let"s -- oh, 1°d also like to take this moment
to welcome our two new board members to the South Central
District. Welcome, Mr. Teller. Welcome, Mr. Stratton. If you

have any questions, don"t hesitate to call.
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Let"s start talking about some of the changes
that have occurred in the south --

MR. ROEHRICH: Hold on a minute, Rod. You say --
didn"t state the -- you didn"t give them your number. Oh, I"m
sorry. |1 didn"t mean to call you out on it.

MR. LANE: My e-mail is at the end.

MR. ROEHRICH: Oh, I"m sorry. 1 didn"t mean to
call you out on that. Sorry.

MR. LANE: My e-mail is at the end.

Okay. How"s this? Pamphlets.

MR. ROEHRICH: Don"t forget to -- you should have
said, Don"t forget to call Floyd.

MR. LANE: Okay. So we"ll talk about some of the
-- 1 wanted to take the opportunity to talk to everyone about
some of the districts or changes that have occurred in the South
Central District, what"s added, what"s changed and so on. So
the boundaries have moved. We"ve -- with the renaming of the
South Central District. We"ve taken in some new areas. The
city of Sierra Vista is now within the South Central District.
The city of Benson is now within the South Central District,
also. Tombstone is also in the South Central District. What"s
changed is we"ve -- basically, the city of Maricopa is now in
the Central District.

And you can look at the -- and find the new

limits on the pamphlets that 1"ve put out at the front, and it
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kind of tells you the exact mileposts on the very last page of
what has changed and where the new boundaries are. And that odd
shape on the end is the new maintenance area that we"ve taken
in, and it"s that odd shape because it"s actually the border of
a maintenance area. So that"s relative to our response times.
That"s why the shape is what it is.

So with that, 1°m going to start talking about
some of the construction projects that we have. There"s a lot
of other issues that are going to be covered by many other
people this afternoon. So 1"m going to concentrate on primarily
construction issues within the Tucson District, some of our
larger projects.

One of the ones we"re very proud of that"s just
being completed is the San Xavier pedestrian bridge just on the
west side of 1-19 as you"re going through the San Xavier
district of the Tohono O"odham Nation. That"s a very critical
project for the community, and anybody who"s been out to the San
Xavier mission, you"ll -- it"s not -- used to not be much of an
opportunity for pedestrians. It was a very narrow facility. So
this is going to be quite a nice thing for the community out
there to allow them to cross over the Santa Cruz River. So that
project is completed. The Ashton Company did that to the cost
of $2.68 million.

The next one we want to talk about is SR-77 from

Tangerine Road to the Pinal County line. That one is in its
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final stages. Pretty much everything is done except the last
lift of asphalt. So they"ll be coming back in the spring to
finish that. They"re kind of -- they"re on a shutdown right
now. That was done by the Graham Construction Company. They
did an excellent job. Project cost was 30 -- 33.8 million.
Basically, what it was was widening a four-lane section of
arterials to a six-lane. So three lanes in each direction all
the way for that seven-mile stretch through there.

And something that was also unique to this
project was ADOT constructed two wildlife crossings that were
funded by the RTA and PAG. And these are pictures of the
wildlife crossing, one going over and one going under. So
that"s kind of a unique feature to the community as well.

Next one | want to talk about is a project that
we call the Quad Project, which is 1-10 from SR-83 to SR-90 in
the Benson area. And it"s called the Quad Project because it"s
essentially four projects put together. It"s three mill and
pave projects and then a structure -- a superstructure
replacement project. So just the top part of the bridge. We
didn®"t go into the foundations. And you can see the demolition
of the phasing of the bridge right there.

And, you know, this project posed quite a
challenge for us once we got started with it. We had quite a
bit of backups in this -- particularly before the holiday

seasons. So we did several things out there to help mitigate
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that, and we"ve been pretty successful at it.

And one of the things that we introduced was
something called a "zipper merge.” So it"s a little different
from the other merging that you see out there where it kind of
encourages a cooperation of the drivers. It"s -- just signs out
there that says "alternate merging," "share lanes.”" And the
logic behind it is to get the drivers to use the full capacity
of the highway instead of taking one lane and getting a big
backup because they®re all trying to get that spot. It also --
you know, everybody -- if you®ve been -- ever been in that
position, it"s kind of irritating when you see that one guy that
gets in the right, goes past everybody. So this encourages the
sharing of the whole thing.

So, you know, this is kind of a pilot program.
We"re hoping to -- we"re going to be measuring how this works
and its success. It seems to be working really well, and
hopefully we"ll -- if it works well, we"ll move this out into
other areas.

The other project | want to talk about is -- oh,
I1"m sorry. |1 didn"t tell you who was the contractor on that.
FNF Construction is on that. It"s a $15.2 million project.
We"re on the downhill side. We"re about 60 percent done on that
one. We should have it done in -- by the summer of 2016.

The next one is also an FNF project, another mill

and pave project up on 1-8, from Bianco to I-10. Moving right
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along. $7 million. It"s a lot less traffic up there, so
there®s a lot less challenges. It"s going pretty much as
planned. We expect to have that one done this year, again, in
the summer of 2016.

Another one 1 want to talk about is up in the
Tucson region. It"s a pretty good size project. It"s the phase
one of the 1-19 Ajo traffic interchange. It"s just started. So
we just awarded the contract. In fact, we just had our
partnering meeting this week with the contractor -- or excuse
me -- several weeks ago with the contractor. Ames Construction
is the contractor on this one.

So this is phase one. So it"s really just
replacing this Tl in here. We"ll do some traffic work on the
interchange just southbound here. That"s going to be phase one
for 39.9 million. And it"s going to be replaced with a -- what
we call a SPUI, single point urban interchange. | guess that
kind of rolls off the tongue, SPUl. So we expect to have that
phase one done in the fall of 2017, and then we"re going to come
up with phase two.

And in phase two, we"re going to be replacing
that bridge right there. So that will all start in "18, but
that"s a completely different contract. It"s a completely
different phase. So this one we"ll be navigating through.

Another one out kind of in the same area, SR-86

but more west, there®"s another arterial reconstruction project.
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So we"re working at SR-86 from Kinney, which is up there, all
the way to the intersection of Valencia, down there. So that"s
about a seven-mile project. That one also just got awarded. So
we"ve just kind of taken that one off. The Ashton Company is
doing that for $40.9 million. And again, that"s a widening of
an arterial. So we"re taking an existing arterial road, going
from two lanes in each direction, and it had them -- the middle
lane in there, and we"re making it a four-lane, two lanes in
each direction. So there®s a lot of activity that"s going to go
on, a lot of drainage improvement, (inaudible) widening of the
road requires right-of-way takes and all that. So we‘re
navigating through that. We expect to have that one done early
2018.

And the 189 Mariposa port of entry. You all had
the opportunity to walk through that the other day. |1 apologize
for the lights. The timer was not set, and we just finished
this job about this point last week. So there®s a couple of
bugs. So we"ll get that. The lights do work. The timer is
apparently not working properly. So this one was completed by
Meridian Construction, and what this is is -- it"s an
undercrossing underneath the exit point for the trucks. So we
had a pedestrian challenge out there where the pedestrians were
coming through the port, and they had no other recourse but to
walk right in front of the trucks that were, you know, trying to

get out of there. So it really posed quite a safety issue.
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So the solution was to build this undercrossing.
We looked at several solutions. We looked at going over. We
looked at going under, and this was the final result that we
chose to move forward with. So it"s got big, large ramps on
both sides, both the north side and the south side. It"s locked
in the evening. That"s what the -- that"s what those are.
Those are the doors. So our ADOT staff that work in that
enforcement and compliance division down there come out and lock
it every night. There"s cameras in there that they get to
monitor. |If there®s a safety issue or something down there,
they" 11 be able to bring the authorities in to bear on that one.
So again, it just opened last week. We"re pretty proud of it.

And then the next project that"s going to be
coming up down in this part of the district is the 1-19 B
project, from the border, from the DeConcini border, up to
Milepost 2.4, which is just north of 189. And that"s going to
be pretty much a standard what we call a mill and filler or
pavement preservation project. So we"ll mill off a few inches
of the asphalt, and we"ll put new asphalt down there. In that
same process, we"ll put in new handicapped ramps and all that
kind of stuff. That project is going to start in April. We had
to wait. There was a large local government project being done
to reconstruct the building downtown, and they had big
outriggers that were in the roadway. They took up one lane. So

we waited until that project got completed, and that -- they

Griffin & Associates, LLC
602.264.2230

Page 24 of 251




© 00 N o g B~ W N P

N N NN N DN P P P B P PP PP
g A W N P O © 0 N O O b~ W N B O

Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings - February 19, 2016

11

just took those down, and so we"ll be moving forward with our
project on that.

And the last project I want to talk about in
these -- in the district is a big one that"s going to be
starting next year, and that"s the Ina Road traffic interchange.
The intersection of 1-10 and Ina Road in the north part of
Tucson. That is a (inaudible) project. The designer is Psomas.
The contractor on board is (inaudible) with joint venture. And
we are expecting phase one to start early this summer.

So it"s going to be a two-phase project, but the
unique thing is we"ve got two phases and also really two
projects. There"s the ADOT project right -- at the Tl, and then
ADOT is also going to be constructing a project for the town,
which is the section over the Santa Cruz River. So it"s going
to go from Silverbell and then tie into our section. So two
projects, two phases makes four things going on in this whole
thing, and we"ll be starting phase one early summer. Phase one
will be the local construction, local utilities and constructing
that local traffic mitigation things, the local road access.

All of that will be phase one.

It looks like phase two is going to start late
fall. That"s when we"re going to be shutting down the
interchange to do the replacement.

So what this project is going to be is a full

replacement of -- and a full swap of the interchange. So right
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now, Ina Road goes underneath 1-10. When this job is done, it
will go over it. So everything will go down, and it will be
just like it is at Miracle Mile, just like it is at Prince,
(inaudible) the whole thing. It -- Ina Road will also go over
the railroad tracks. So we"ve got -- that"s one of the main
purposes, to eliminate that railroad crossing right there. So
it will be a two-year closure of that interchange, so -- as we
go through this. So we"re -- this is starting to heat up. You
know, the right-of-way purchases are occurring, the demolitions
are occurring. So you"re going to start seeing this coming up
more and more in the community.

So that"s my presentation. Does anybody have any
questions?

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Do we have any questions by
Board members?

MR. SELLERS: Well, just to be clear, the
undercrossing is not a tunnel; is that correct?

MR. LANE: No. It"s an undercrossing. Thank
you.

The County had a really great word for it
yesterday. 1 couldn"t remember what they called it, but they
had a really great phrase for it yesterday.

MR. HAMMOND: Rod, I know that"s a very expensive
interchange at Ina. Can you talk just about roughly the

percentages of funding sources on that?
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MR. LANE: Well, off the top of my head, without
having the numbers in front of me, the overall budget, not just
the construction, but the right-of-way thing is about $120
million. And again, without having numbers in front of me, I™m
going to say that the PAG and the RTA"s -- oh, here®s the
numbers right now. Let"s see. So it looks like RTA has
(inaudible). Yeah. But that®"s not all of it though. We"ve got
more than that. Okay. So I"m going to guess it"s probably
around 40 percent RTA and 60 percent PAG. And that -- all of
the -- excuse me -- all the town®s portion is funded by the
town. We"re just implementing. So they"re responsible for that
funding.

MR. HAMMOND: Thank you. | say that in the
context of the importance of local funding sources to match some
of the other funding sources and getting anything done in the
environment we find ourselves (inaudible).

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Good comment.

Any other questions for Mr. Lane?

Rod, I just want to thank you and your team, and
I can hear your passion and your energy in your voice for all
these projects. So, you know, pass our, you know, appreciation
on to your team on all they do for us down in this district, and
we really appreciate it.

MR. LANE: Thank you very much.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Thank you.
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Let"s move on to Agenda Item No. 2 and hear from
the director.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Brought a new tag team today,
Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: All right.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, members
of the Board. 1"m John Halikowski, Director of the Department
of Transportation. 1°d like to also welcome our two new board
members, Mr. Stratton and Mr. Teller.

Mr. Chairman, appropriately, as you mentioned
before, perhaps we would address some of the comments about 189
throughout the meeting. So the director®s report today is going
to focus on ADOT"s activity through (inaudible) Route 189. And
before 1 turn it over to Floyd, I just want to make a couple of
comments, and that is that we really appreciate all the support
from the communities and the resolutions to build this project,
but we still have to find the appropriate funding in order to do
it, and that is part of the challenge.

The other part of the challenge is what is
SR-1897? And depending on who you"re talking to and what the
need is whether the project gets broken into phases or not,
there are competing visions for exactly what this may turn out
to be. So I want to just be very clear that ADOT is committed
to delivering a 189 solution. We are committed to doing that.

But as we have learned over the past couple of years in very
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long negotiations and talks and (inaudible) interaction, we also
have to address the needs of the community, and that may be
commercial needs. That may be non-commercial needs. It may be
different needs as we talk to different people of what that
project"s ultimately going to be. So we"re also committed to
working with the community to deliver a solution that"s
acceptable to them.

But as we"ve heard today, 189, as it started out,
was perhaps, you know, some ramps and flyovers, but now we"re
also talking about packaging Ruby Road and Rio Rico. So it"s
important that we continue to keep the communications open,
because there®"s more to this project as we continue to kind of
negotiate and talk about it than simply building the ramps and
the flyovers that we talked about before. We now have other
interchanges that are critical to the commerce that we have to
take into account. So | want to be sure that we are also
committed to being open as to how we address those issues for
the future.

The last thing | want to say before 1 turn it
over to Floyd is that this project is not stuck. The project is
not stuck, and I don"t want you to think that nothing is
happening. We are doing project studies. We"re doing the
design on it, and we have been meeting with lots of folks from
the community to make sure that we are moving forward on that

phase of it.
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Once the design is done and agreed to and the
funding is in place, then we can begin to accelerate the
construction. So there is lots of activity going on, and we are
committed to not only delivering the solution, but once
decisions are made, doing those in a very timely fashion.

So Floyd has been the department®s designated
point person on 189, and he"s been working a lot with Gayle
Lewis and also our professional consultant, Luis Ramirez, to
ensure that we"re getting a complete picture and that we"re
speaking in one voice to the community. So with your
permission, 1*1l turn it over to Floyd, Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: If there"s no questions of the
director.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: I don"t...

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: No.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Should we do questions
(inaudible) time? Oh, okay.

MR. ROEHRICH: Questions from the Board.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: From the Board.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Okay. Great. Any questions or
-- we can go to the Board.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Not seeing any, we can go to
Floyd.

MR. ROEHRICH: Mr. Chairman, some may come up.

1"1l try to answer as best | can.
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So good morning, Mr. Chair, members of the Board
and Director Halikowski. Thank you for that introduction and
start.

I did have the pleasure recently to meet with a
lot of the key local leaders and stakeholders, business
stakeholders along with, as the director said, Gayle, Luis
Ramirez, as well as our study leader from ADOT, and that"s
Carlos Lopez. And it really was a great discussion, and
basically my report has already been given by all those great
people here who stood up and talked about what"s been happening,
because it has been a lot of dialogue.

And from my perspective, | really want to thank
all the local leaders here who have taken that time and really
been active in this discussion, because it is a huge project.

It is a huge benefit to the region as well as the state. And as
we talked about at the last meeting, we want to do the right
thing. We just don"t want to do something. We want to
(inaudible) do the right thing, and that"s what became apparent
in that meeting as we started the discussion that was the right
thing just 189. |If you don"t address Ruby Road, Rio Rico Drive,
the frontage road connection to that, how is that going to fit
into this whole program?

And then when you start talking about what is the
right thing from in the funding perspective, how much does the

State have, how much will the locals have to do, how much can we
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go after some of those -- like Mr. Youngmeyer (phonetic) said,
some of those grants that we include in the FAST process for
rural freight and freight improvement. And yes, State Route 189
is part of our critical rural freight network, and it will be
one that we will continue to move forward, but we need to bring
the consensus together on exactly what that scope is, what the
total project will be, and then the costs associated with that
so we can start putting together that funding package. And
especially if it"s a funding package that it"s going to require
the locals to bring in a significant portion of that, how will
that be structured, through whatever fees, through whatever
additional funding strategies? And if it takes legislation, how
do we take that to the legislation -- the legislators in order
to make sure that we have something that everybody can
understand and agree with.

So like 1 said, at the last meeting it became
apparent that we really needed to sit back, and basically what
was decided, and the locals were fully supportive of this, is
let"s get this year, finish the study this summer, the
environmental document and the study for State Route 189 will be
complete. Let"s get that done. Ruby Road, we had looked at
before, but let"s bring that in the context of Rio Rico Drive
and then the frontage connection, which we have not studied
before, those segments of it. Let"s start pulling those

together, more comprehensive review, and then let"s start
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looking at what funding®s available, what other additional
funding would be needed, and then the strategy on how that
funding would come through -- either through state, local or
federal, and look at those federal opportunities.

Now, the federal grant process, again, you can"t
count on that, because it -- we haven"t seen -- first, we
haven®t seen the rules yet on how the FAST Act will work with
these grant processes. But once they come, we expect it will be
similar to the TIGER grant. They"re going to be competitive.
And so we need to have the greatest consensus and support around
any funding in order to go after those type of funds, and when
they become available, having completed the study, having the
consensus strategy on implementation, and then having them
understand the funding and how we move forward gives us the best
foot forward to compete for those funds. And when those funds
come in, then that takes the pressure off what other additional
funds the local governments may have to bring in through any of
the other structure -- local governments and businesses through
any other fee structure, through any other legislation.

So in consideration of that, 1 do want to point
out a few things. We are looking at the -- completing the
environmental document and the scoping, the design document,
design concept report for State Route 189, which is the full
build out, and we"ll continue to complete that this summer.

In addition, we also have -- in 2016, which is
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already moving forward, 2 million to look at the preliminary
design as well as the fingerprint for right-of-ways, and we
start (inaudible) right-of way needs we have.

In 2018, there"s 4 million to do final design and
continue to move forward with the final right-of-way assessment
for the corridor. And in the tentative program that is going to
be presented to you later this meeting by Mr. Kies will be the
first infusion of some construction funds, and that"s 64 million
in fiscal year "21.

And as we said, that starts bringing in the
actual implementation of the State Route 189 project, which then
gives us the latitude as we finalize these coordinations and
look at the development of this funding strategy. We"re going
to start looking forward to acceleration, whatever the final
scope is, the final implementation plan, as well as the final
funding plan for that. So as we start to move that issue
forward, we start seeing the opportunity to continue this year,
coordinate with the local governments, establish that final
scope, establishing the additional infrastructure necessary, as
we said, Ruby Road and Rio Rico Drive and the frontage road
connection, and we"ll start looking at a more comprehensive
funding strategy for that.

I do want to take one moment to go back to a
question that was brought up earlier, and that"s within the

tentative program you"re going to look at later this meeting,
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that some additional projects were kind of leapfrogged and
brought into the program. There"s a couple things about that 1
think that are important to keep in mind. The projects we
brought into this program are projects that had been developed
years ago and were already a part of our investment strategy for
transportation infrastructure on US-93 and Interstate 10, but
they were moved out when the funding got tight in 2009 and 2010.
These were projects that were previously in the program but had
been moved out because of funding.

And yes, you need to look at priority at -- based
upon where we"re at today, but those projects are ready. Those
projects, by getting those projects complete, have a great
benefit for, obviously, the State"s economy on Interstate 10,
which is a major corridor, and rightfully so. As you come north
from the border and hit 1-19 and 1-10, it all gets connected
together, and then US-93 has the nexus to Interstate 11 to
continue the investment in that infrastructure as well.

Getting those projects done gives relief as we
move forward over the next year and few years as we start
developing (inaudible) programs to see where additional funding
comes in that would then be available for State Route 189. It
gets off these key investment projects that we"ve previously
identified and have worked towards that aren®t ready to go, and
then allow us to continue to find relief. So as we develop

consensus on 189, we can move that forward as we develop -- as
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we work with the local governments and develop a strategy for
that.

I guess finally 1 do want to express my
appreciation to Mr. Guillermo Valencia, who"s now been kind of
designated as our really true point person here with the local,
because there®s so many local leaders and local businesses that
are involved that the Greater Nogales Santa Cruz County Port
Authority is really stepping up to really start leading that
building the consensus. And as the director said, we want to
reaffirm we don"t want to force a solution on them that isn"t
working for what is best for the region, what is best for, if
you will, the rate of return, as Mr. Chamberlain had said, which
was -- which is very key to the business community as well as to
the local leaders down here who want to see the best for this
community.

So we are really going to look at a comprehensive
approach towards working through Mr. Valencia®s group and those
local stakeholders, as well as meeting and listening to other
stakeholders, because they are key components within that
organization, but there are some others just as well.

But in order to make sure that we"ve built
consensus locally to move forward, the last thing the director
wants to do is to start some type of a discourse between us and
the locals on what the true improvement is. So we build this

one time, and we get everything done here to get the maximum
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value for the investment that we have within this
infrastructure.

So with that, Mr. Chair, members of the Board,
I1"m interested in any questions or further discussions at this
time.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Thank you, Floyd. Any
questions from -- Mr. Hammond.

MR. HAMMOND: Does it have to be a question, or
can it be a comment?

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Little bit of both.

MR. HAMMOND: You know, I*m fairly new to the
Board. 1 don"t want to get in trouble with our legal counsel,
but --

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Well, you know, she is under
investigation, so you probably have some latitude today.

MR. ROEHRICH: 1 don"t know if she"ll be leaving

Nogales today just (inaudible).

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: The indictments are
forthcoming.

MR. HAMMOND: But | want to mention, and I would
have said this earlier, but (inaudible). 1"ve met all --
virtually all of you one on one on this issue or I1"ve known many
of you for many years and done business with you over the years,
and this is my business, this cross-border trade. This is what

1 do every day. And I really -- from my perspective as a board
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meeting, what -- when we say ADOT"s committed to this project, 1
can tell you on our side of the equation, 1 have heard nothing
that doesn"t confirm that. There®s no hidden agenda. We want
to get this done.

I will say that -- and this is something that is
tough to appreciate in its fullness, is the fact is ADOT funding
drops every year. It"s -- and it"s in a death spiral when it
comes to revenues, whether it"s gas tax that"s been there since
1992, no inflation index, HURF sweeps. You can go on and on and
on.

So we all, in a sense -- 1 don"t see them doing
anything very soon. So, | mean, we have to be solution
oriented. That"s my point. 1 agree that it"s a big enough
project that the feds should be funding this, but the
communities that are moving the ball forward are coming up with
local solutions, and there®s good data that you can -- we have
that show you what other communities are doing to fund critical
infrastructure while we wait for maybe other entities to move
forward.

The lady mentioned the gas tax earlier. |1 asked
this question. 1 may be off a billion or two here, but five
cents a gallon more and inflation indexing our state gas tax
would solve about 50 percent of some of our ongoing needs. But
will the State do that? No. It would be up to you to convince

them that that"s something that needs to be done, because
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they"ve all signed, in many cases, no tax increase policies
going into their seats.

So I'm just saying the -- where Floyd"s coming
from is the first step is agreeing on what this project looks
like, and then we can really move forward on funding sources,
and -- but 1 can tell you all across the board from -- no pun
intended here from us -- to a local community, we are 100
percent committed to this project.

So that -- was that a question?

MR. ROEHRICH: 1 concur with everything you said.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any other questions by Board
members?

Well, Floyd, 1 want to thank you for the report.

MR. ROEHRICH: Thanks.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: 1It"s very good. And then what
my takeaways are, that got to get the consensus on what we"re
doing. We"ve got to wrap our arms around the funding mechanism
in order to accelerate, you know, the project in the plan.
Otherwise, it"s kind of -- is where it is.

MR. ROEHRICH: And I guess the last comment to
add on to that is we"re really getting great support from the
locals. This is one of the most active and vocal community
stakeholders that we"ve worked with, from the local governments
to the business community. So I do think the solution®s out

there. It"s just going to take us time to do it, and that"s why
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when they ask to step back this year, so we have a strategy in
order to move forward with any type of funding, we have it all
comprehensively laid out.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Excellent.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: (lInaudible) and also the mayor
for working with us.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Right. Thank you.

Any other topics on Item No. 2, director"s
report?

MR. HALIKOWSKI: No.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: That"s it?

All right. Move on to Item No. 3 and the consent
agenda. The consent agenda was distributed in the packet. |
would entertain if there"s anybody that wants to remove anything
from the consent agenda. If not, 1 would entertain a motion.

MR. SELLERS: Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Mr. Sellers.

MR. SELLERS: I move for approval of the consent
agenda as submitted.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion. Do we have a
second?

MR. CUTHBERTSON: 1 second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a second from
Mr. Cuthbertson. Do we have any discussion?

Seeing no discussion, all those in favor signify
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by saying "aye."
BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? The "ayes"™ have

Let"s move on to Item No. 4, legislative report,
and we"ve -- Mr. Biesty.

MR. BIESTY: Good morning, Mr. Chairman, members
of the committee. For the record, my name is Kevin Biesty,
Deputy Director of policy for ADOT.

I don"t have much of an update on the federal
side except to say that Deputy Director Hammit and I will be
attending national Washington briefing next week. So we hope to
bring back some good information. One of the things we"re going
to be bringing up again with our delegation is the rest area
issue regarding privatization and commercialization of rest
areas. Arizona and the western states need future (inaudible).
And so we"re going to be picking up Director Halikowski, and the
team"s going to be picking up that charge again and take another
(inaudible). So wish us luck.

On the state level, I will be sending out -- this
is the last week for bills to be heard in the house of origin.
So you" Il be getting an updated list of the bills we"re
tracking. There"s numerous bills. As in previous years, some
bills don"t get a hearing. We"ll still include those on the

list, just with a notation that it hasn"t moved.
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Two bills I do want to bring to your attention.
Senate Bill 1207 is the ADOT continuation bill. Kind of an
important bill. We went through our sunset hearing, and so we
have an eight-year continuation bill that just passed
unanimously out of the Senate and is in the House. Hopefully it
will be heard this week.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Can you attach a rider to that
to, like, increase the gas tax?

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Actually, that bill is germane
to anything you want to add to it.

MR. BIESTY: Anything.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: It passed so quickly, 1 mean,
maybe we"re on a roll there.

MR. BIESTY: The other bill 1 want to bring to
your attention kind of has an interest for the Board, 1 would
say, from a funding standpoint. If you recall, a number of
years ago, the logo sign program was converted from a company
out of Minnesota. For decades they were doing this around the
country, and at the time it made sense because department of
transportations were about building roads. Well, ADOT is
developed enough that we looked at this and said, you know, we
could do this in house. So we had a very supportive legislator
and a lot of support behind us, and we had it passed, and it"s
been growing ever since.

So one of the things we do want to do is House
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Bill 2250, which will kind of expand on that and will allow ADOT
to provide driver-related and vehicle-related services and items
on MVD screens, on assets the department has. One of the things
that we"ve been working on is some vehicle wraps for certain
types of vehicles, with, like, let"s say State Farm. Other
states have do it -- have done it, and it"s -- they have seen a
reward. It"s not going to give us the billion that"s needed.
Yeah. 1"m sorry, Mr. Chairman. But at least it"s something to
show that ADOT, Governor Ducey and the State Transportation
Board is serious about we need something to plug in some
revenue.

So we"re very excited about that. There was some
misunderstanding in the House. There was a number of no votes.
People were very concerned that we were going to advertise for
certain types of businesses that may not be appropriate, and
111 let everybody decide what their level of appropriateness
is. But we had an amendment that said no. Like other states,
these are driver and vehicle-related services and items. So |
think we"ll have a good chance in the Senate without any
problem.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: So Kevin, with that, I™m
assuming that we would have policies in place, criteria and
procedures, some kind of committee that reviews that and, you
know, so that -- so we would have checks and balances so

something -- we wouldn®"t see something going down the road that
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we"re all embarrassed.

MR. BIESTY: Correct. Mr. Chairman, there -- in
fact, under the logo sign program, there are rules which have
the effect of law. So we"re competent that it will be very -- a
smooth transition. 1 think it will be something that will
really plug some money that can be put into the program.

MR. STRATTON: Mr. Chairman.

MR. BIESTY: There was some discussion --

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Yes.

MR. BIESTY: We had some --

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Did you want to -- did you have
a question on that?

MR. BIESTY: 1"m sorry.

MR. STRATTON: I did.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Mr. Stratton.

MR. STRATTON: Excuse me. While it won"t bring
us the billion that we"re wanting, do you have a projection of
revenue?

MR. BIESTY: When we met with the -- when we met
with the legislators in the House, I want to say that program
could generate in the range of four to $6 million a year. Now,
again, as you build out these programs and have revenue, the
opportunity to bond against it when you combine other services
that we"re looking at doing, it"s a bondable source of revenue.

So that"s being looked at as well.
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MR. STRATTON: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: That"s a good question.

Any other questions?

All right. Continue, please.

MR. BIESTY: There"s been some discussion about
the Senate Bill 1490 (inaudible) transportation funding task
force. That bill is currently through the House -- I*m sorry --
through the Senate, sent to the House. There was an amendment
put out on the floor to allocate $250,000 from the State General
Fund to DOA to do a survey of buildings -- vacant and
underutilized buildings owned by the State that can be sold to
fund transportation. So that was actually Senator Pierce from
Prescott.

There was some -- there was a little bit of a
problem with that bill, because some of the highway users, ATA
had gotten a little vocal that they"re not represented on this
committee. So we"ll see how this shakes out.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Let me -- are board members
up-to-date on what that bill says in the committee and all that?
Would you like 30 -- three minutes from Kevin on that?

MR. BIESTY: Sure. Basically what it does -- for
the past | want to say four or five years, it was a bill
introduced that formed a task force to look at all the different
options of transportation funding and make recommendations to

the legislature, to the governor. Unlike previous bills, these
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were large task forces. | mean, it included everybody that
wanted to be in it. This rendition -- I -- wait. 1 may have
it. This rendition, | believe, narrows it down to seven. And
so there -- again, there was some concern, because there"s local
representation. There®s state representation. There"s
representation by economists, and the chatter was what about the
trucking industry that spent -- you know, spends a lot on gas
and use fuel and transportation services. So that"s going to be
a matter of discussion. It got out (inaudible).

The other bill of interest by Senator Worsely is
Senate Bill 1493, and this is a -- it"s called state highway
construction tax credit. This has been a proposal that"s been
around, what, about two years. It was brought to us by some
folks back east. And what it"s based on is the low-income
housing tax credit. We talked with the housing department here
in Arizona, and they said they love it. So basically, you get
these tax credits. They"re sold. And then the general fund
would take -- would fund those projects. That"s the hangup.

There was an amendment put on the bill in the
Senate that basically said, these tax credits are going to be
sold, and then the state treasurer is going to say, let"s say
$100 was allocated to the State General Fund. Treasurer will
move $100 from HURF over to State General Fund. And I had a
conversation -- Senator Worsely is just trying to keep the bill

moving for discussion. And I had -- and he gets it. If we had
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the money in the HURF, we would build it. You wouldn®t need to
create a system.

So the dialogue is continuing. It"s heading over
-- it"s actually awaiting Senate finance in the Senate. So like
1 said, this was last week. So my guess is if it"s not put on
something later, because there®s still discussion about a
possible funding package this year. But again, that"s just
discussions that"s going on.

MR. SELLERS: And Kevin, | understand there’s a
limitation on that bill, the amount of money that could be in
any particular year; is that correct?

MR. BIESTY: Yes. | believe on all these tax
credits, there®s a limit, and then there"s also a mandatory
review period that every tax credit has to go through.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: But Mr. Chairman, I think it"s
just important to note at the bottom of all of this, it"s
another financing mechanism. It doesn®t really bring in new
revenue. And so at the end of the day, we still need a funding
stream in order to utilize the financing mechanism of the
credits.

MR. BIESTY: And that"s why, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. Director, if they kept it in the State General Fund, that
would be new revenue, but the pressure on the State General Fund
leads to other -- other issues. So I"m happy that it"s being

discussed. We"re happy to be at the table looking at these
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options, and like 1 said, there is -- there is movement on the
reality that we cannot keep going with the funding that we"re
currently getting. So stay hopeful.

There are a few bills out there that 1"m going to
leave for the report, because again, they"re kind of bills that
we deal with every year. They haven®t been heard in committee.
For instance, adding a state tribal member to the Board, so
having eight members of the State Transportation Board. There"s
some funding bills we"re in discussion with Senator Begay to see
if there™s a way to get some more funding to the Navajo Nation
to continue the appropriation that (inaudible) last year. So
those are still in the pipeline.

And that®s pretty much all 1 have right now, and
if you have any questions, 1°d be happy to answer it.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any questions from the Board
for Mr. Biesty?

Thank you, Kevin.

MR. BIESTY: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Now the financial report.

Ms. Ward is --

MS. BEAVER: (Inaudible.)

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Ms. Ward has changed her
appearance down there.

MR. ROEHRICH: Yeah. 1 feel -- 1 have to send

Ms. Ward®"s regrets, Mr. Chair, members of the Board. Something
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came up, and it needed her immediate attention today, so she had
to cancel. So again, you®re stuck with me.

So -- but there are some things -- she was really
looking forward to this, because for the first time she was
actually going to give you some positive news. So there are a
couple things that she did want me to point out. 1"m not going
to be able to go through the whole slideshow. 1 don"t have all
the background. She -- again, next month you get a full
comprehensive review, but there®s something she did want to
point out. She wanted to point out --

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: So Floyd, now, you see what"s
going on is it"s a positive report, so you"ve found an emergency
for her so you could --

MR. ROEHRICH: Exactly.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: -- (inaudible) good news.
MR. ROEHRICH: 1 said, hey, Kristine, you"ve got
to stay back and get this done. 1711 take care of your report.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Yeah.

MR. ROEHRICH: And then next month when it goes
to hell, you be here (inaudible).

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Exactly.

MR. ROEHRICH: But actually, I do want to put out
how this graph has been working. This is what she wanted to
point out. Although we didn"t quite hit forecast this month,

but she -- this is the first time we -- in her mind, we"ve got
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about six, seven months of sustained growth that"s met our
forecast, but it stayed positive. And so it"s showing enough
strong growth that she thinks continuing on through the year, it
should give us a little bit more money that, again, hopefully
we"ll be able to use as the year goes on and see if there®s an
opportunity to, again, either bring in some more projects or get
more projects started.

So for the first time, she"s seeing gas tax and
the diesel tax being pretty strong to sustain growth. It"s
within forecast. So we"re not, you know, really generating too
much, but it"s enough to where she feels comfortable. She"ll be
able to keep her reserve cash balance up that eventually, if it
sustains like this, we"ll start seeing more money coming in in
the future.

But the other point she wanted to point out was
the VLT. Almost 8 percent growth. As she had pointed out in
previous reports, that the fleet out there, because a VLT is
like a property tax that"s placed upon the value of the vehicle,
our fleet has been older. People have been holding on to
vehicles much longer. This year starting in January and late
last year, and I think after November, we started seeing new
sale -- new car gross sales pick up.

In addition, for the first time, we"ve started to
see almost a 7 percent increase in new vehicles to Arizona being

registered. So in her mind, she was going to point out that she
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started to see some growth of people bringing either that
secondary vehicle in or people coming into the state. And
again, as that growth -- if it continues to be sustained, it
will move forward at a much -- a better pace and it will give us
a little bit more financial relief moving forward. Again, it"s
not solving the hole in all the projects that we need, but it
does bring a little bit of certainty towards what"s in the
program, but the opportunity to look for maybe some strategic
investments as the year goes on and she builds up her caches.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Mr. Hammond?

MR. HAMMOND: Yeah. By the way, I"ve seen these
numbers. So I"'m -- in the context of what 1 said, Floyd, as |
believe I am correct, though, 1 think it"s a -- more of a
testament to the conservative budgeting of ADOT, because we"re
still not back in just whole dollars, much less inflated
dollars, to 2007 in these funds, but they are increasing, which
is good news, but it -- as you said, it"s -- 1 think you
understated it when you said it"s not solving the problem. But
it is good news. So I don"t want to take that away from this
morning.

MR. ROEHRICH: Mr. Chair, Mr. Hammond, it is, and
that"s what she wanted to say. This was -- the first time she
was going to be positive about it, because it looks like it will
be good, and she®s projecting that it continue for the rest of

the fiscal year. So see how the future -- future years look.

Griffin & Associates, LLC
602.264.2230

© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N RN NN N DN P P P B PP PR R
g A W N P O © 0 N O O b~ W N P O

Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings - February 19, 2016

38

She had a few more slides of some federal issues
that have -- for the RARF funds. And again, these funds are not
shown as much as the HURF funds grow, but it continues to be a
little bit of a challenge with the retail sales that generate
the RARF funds. But again, she"s within her range that she had
programmed or forecasted. So she doesn"t see, like, it"s going
to have a negative impact on the program, but it"s not showing
the same type of growth or sustainment that the HURF does.

And her -- the federal program and the debt
program, you got a little bit of the update on the federal
program. Kevin talked about it. She said she"ll have more
information on that in -- next month.

So with that, Mr. Chair, 1"m going to finalize
the financial report.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any other questions for Floyd?

Great. Thank you, Floyd.

So after financials, we move to...

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Kies.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Are we up for Mr. Kies? Yes.
Item No. 6.

MR. KIES: Yes, Mr. Chair. Thank you.

February is the month when we always bring to the
Board its staff"s recommendation for the tentative five-year
program for the next five fiscal years, and the idea or the

purpose of today"s presentation is to, again, give staff's
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recommendation of the tentative five-year program.

We look for the Board to take action and approve
the tentative program, whether you approve it as presented or
with changes. Then the process is over the next three months,
March, April, May, we do a joint public hearing on the tentative
program with the board meeting, in conjunction with the board
meeting, leading to a study session in May where we bring all
the comments on the tentative program to your attention. We
talk about potential changes to the program before we present
the final program to you in June for your approval. So with
that, Mr. Chair, I have a presentation on the overview of the
tentative program.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Please.

MR. KIES: So what 1"m going to provide to you
today is a little background about the five-year construction
program, which is a yearly event. First we"ll start out with
some of the overview of our asset conditions, which is really
the start of the planning process to build a five-year program.
What is the condition of our assets? What are our trends? Then
111 talk about the five-year program, which is focused on what
we refer to as general Arizona, which is -- or Greater Arizona,
which is everything outside the funding mechanisms associated
with MAG and PAG, which is Maricopa County and Pima County.
Then 1711 highlight the PAG program and the MAG program for

those two counties, and then a little information about the
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airport program, which is also part of the five-year
construction program.

So with that said, the background of the program
is, first, it"s an all-year process. So as soon as we get done
with this planning process, we start again the planning process
for the next five-year program. It"s done collaboratively.
There®s a lot of divisions, a lot of letters within ADOT that
are involved, IDO, TSMO, FMS, which is our financial management
group, and MPD, which is the Planning Division. We do
coordinate quite frequently with our regional partners,
especially Maricopa Association of Governments and the Pima
Association of Governments, which have dedicated funding sources
that bring the projects to our system also.

So the main purpose of this program is that it
demonstrates how federal and state dollars will be obligated
over the next five years. So again, it"s a five-year
construction plan. It"s a plan looking out the next five years.
So it"s based on revenue projections. And we do this every year
because we adjust the plan as we learn more about revenue, as we
learn more about project costs and project development, time
frames.

And the most important part of the program is
that it must be fiscally constrained. So Kristine brought to
you at the study session in January the backup calculations of

what the State Highway Fund brings to the program. The analysis
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of the new FAST Act, and then she provides us those revenue
numbers that we can program against, and as long as we don"t
exceed those numbers, we are fiscally constrained.

I do want to remind the Board that Kristine did
bring to you last -- at the study session that all the revenue
that we anticipate associated with the FAST Act, that"s
associated with new freight programs, with adjustments that were
made for inflation related to the FAST Act are included in these
revenue calculations, and this five-year program proposes
projects and funding levels that utilize all of that funding
that"s available in the FAST Act that we have discretion over.

So first an overview of our assets. Just to
remind the Board that one of the primary purposes of ADOT is to
maintain and preserve the system that we have already in place.
Our system is valued at over $20 billion out in the field, and
so the preservation and the maintenance of that system is very
important. If we were to neglect the system, and as some people
say, let it go to seed, it would take us over $200 billion to
replace that $20 billion investment that we already have out
there. So this puts a lot of focus on the preservation side of
our program.

As many people came up and talked, made comments
earlier today about projects that are high priorities of the
State and number one priorities in their mind in certain

aspects, preservation is also a very high priority for the State
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of Arizona and for staff.

With that said, here"s an overview of our highway
bridge condition around the state. Every year we do inspections
of our bridges and report that back so that we can look at the
current condition of our bridges and the trends. The graphs
that you see in the upper left-hand corner is a almost 15-year
trend of our bridge conditions, green being good, yellow being
fair, and red being poor.

We currently are seeing 4 percent of our bridges
in what we call the poor category. | wanted to remind the Board
that a bridge rating of poor does not mean that that bridge is
unsafe. |If we ever had a bridge that we considered unsafe, we
would not have that open to traffic. These bridges are still
open to traffic. It"s just that the condition has gotten to a
level that our bridge group rates it as poor so that it"s on a
watchlist, and we look towards putting projects that can improve
that condition.

The other aspect that I"m providing for you today
is a snapshot of our pavement condition. The graph in the upper
left-hand corner and is the interstate highway -- just the
interstate highways. Again, green being good, yellow being fair
and red being poor condition for the pavement. And then the
other graph below it is the non-interstate state highways. And
what is to be taken of note here is we"ve been doing -- we"ve

been focusing on the interstate system with our pavement. We"ve
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been doing a good job of keeping it at about the same level of
good, fair and poor, even though there®s been a slight degrade
over the last 15 years or so. However, what we are currently
pointing at is the non-interstates that as we put that focus on
the interstates, we are seeing degradation of the quality of our
non-interstate pavement, especially that category called the
fair category where we see it growing over time.

Excuse me. 1"m going to apologize for having
Rod"s crud, also, and I think that"s going to be the official
name for it now is "Rod"s crud."

I want to go into the aspects of the five-year
highway program, which is the program that focuses on Greater
Arizona outside of the funding sources that are available to
Maricopa County and Pima County. First I want to point the
Board to remind you about our long-range plan, which is the plan
that the Planning Division uses to guide our decisions about
programming and where we put funding towards projects. This
plan is currently being updated, and so we can -- we show you
each year this recommended investment choice with about a third
of the program going to preservation, and roughly a third
towards expansion, and a third towards modernization, which is
where all the safety improvements are. This has now been our
goal for our recommended investment choice for over five years.
We are now updating the long-range plan. So we"re

re-evaluating this. We"re looking at our needs, and we"re
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re-assessing where our long range should be guiding us. So this
might change in the near future.

As the Board may know, there have been a lot of
workshops going on around the state to talk about our long-range
plan and the vision for transportation, and that"s the first
step to re-evaluating this long-range plan.

With that said, 1 just want to show the Board and
the public a comparison of this five-year program to the
previous five-year program that we"re operating on now, where
those investment choices are being recommended in the program.
On the left is last year®s five-year program from 2016 to 2020,
where about 29 percent of the entire state"s program was
dedicated to preservation. This five-year program, you see that
we are recommending that 41 percent of the entire program be
dedicated towards preservation, which is a large bump up from
the last five-year program. And 1711 explain to you the
opportunities why and where that comes in.

So with that, I want to focus again on the five-
year program for Greater Arizona. Now, when we take out the MAG
and PAG funding opportunities, we now see for the Greater
Arizona portion of the program 61 percent of the program is
recommended for preservation, again, to keep that system
maintained and operated correctly, which bites into the amount
that we"re able to put into preservation -- or expansion and

modernization. You see only 14 percent of the Greater Arizona
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program is being recommended towards expansion, and staff
believes that we should be focusing this level of funding on
preservation first, and then as revenues grow, we"ll have more
opportunity towards expansion.

Mr. Chair and Mr. Hammond?

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: (lInaudible.)

MR. HAMMOND: This slide really highlights the
impact of the local resources of MAG and PAG when compared
against the previous slide. And there would be almost no
expansion going on if were it not for those two resources.

MR. KIES: That"s a fair comment, Mr. Hammond.
Yes. The half cent sales tax is available in Maricopa County
and a half cent sales tax in Pima County. Add to the revenues
that ADOT has available and those projects -- those funding
sources are primarily earmarked for expansion-type projects.
Yes, sir.

This is a -- this is the slide that I like to
show that represents in concept what the five-year program
represents. The height of the bars, which are all between 400
and $500 million per year that we have available for Greater
Arizona represent fiscal years "27 through "22 in order. And
these funding levels match Kristine Ward®"s revenue levels that
she®s provided us that encompass all of the state transportation
fund or State Highway Fund revenues that we have available plus

the FAST Act federal aid program that we have available. These
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revenue sources, again, are after we go through what the formula
that we call the rap formula (phonetic), meaning that we share
some of these funds with our partners, and in Maricopa County
and Pima County, and this is what"s available for Greater
Arizona.

What 1 do want to bring to the Board®s attention
is the green line that | put across the bar there. That"s a
revenue level of $260 million a year. As | say, each year that
1 present the tentative program to you, our goal at staff level
is to spend at least $260 million a year on preservation of our
system. This is the first five-year program that I have
presented to you where three of the five years we are -- we are
asking for you to concur with spending preservation levels at
that -- or at -- or nearly at that $260 million level, which is
a great milestone for us at staff level.

The other aspects of this chart, the green is
preservation. The red is the modernization program, which is
the -- both safety and the modernization of our system projects.
The other color bands are for the planning and the project
development costs that we do at ADOT such as designing projects.
And then the most interesting part that everybody has questions
about is the expansion program, and that"s those numbers at the
bottom. They"re hard to read on this slide, but 1"11 go through
them one year at a time, and those are where those expansion

projects like 189 and Interstate 10 are proposed to be funded in
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the program.

So with that, let"s move on to these expansion
programs. We"re recommending that $40 million be dedicated to
expansion projects in 2017. Those projects, that 40 million
adds up or it"s comprised of $15 million for the SR-89 project.
That"s called Deep Well Ranch Road to Junction 89A. That"s in
the Prescott area. That has been -- that was previously shown
in this fiscal year, and we recommend that it stay in the same
fiscal year. $6 million of that 40 million is dedicated to a
widening project of US-60 in the Show Low area, and then $19
million of this five-year program is recommended towards the
SR-347 Union Pacific overpass project in the city of Maricopa.

As the Board may recognize, the total project
cost for that project is not $19 million. It"s in excess of $50
million. However, this five-year program is recommending to
dedicate 19 million to that, and I"11 get into the details of
that. This is another opportunity where we had a partnership
with a local community to contribute funding and also bring in
some grant funding, called a TIGER grant, towards that project.

The next year is fiscal year "18, and we proposed
$89 million worth of funding towards our expansion project -- or
program, and that is made up of two projects. $85 million going
to the I-10 project at Picacho. That"s one of the sections of
road that -- where when you drive from Phoenix to Tucson, you"re

on a six-lane road, three lanes in each direction, and then it
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narrows down to four lanes and then widens back out to six
lanes.

This project is what we call shovel ready. This
is a project that Floyd alluded to, that the design has been
done years ago. Environmental clearances in hand. In fact, for
this project, all of the right-of-way has already been acquired
for it. So with the opportunities of additional funding in the
FAST Act, we found this -- an opportunity to bring this program
earlier into the program, and it is shovel ready, ready to go.
The other part of the 89 million is 4 million for the design of
SR-189, and 1711 get into the details of that in a minute.

In fiscal year 2019, we have two projects in the
expansion program. $5 million for the design of one of the
US-93 projects we"re proposing at Cane Springs, and then $40
million for another section of 1-10, again, a section where you
go from six lanes to four and back to six in Casa Grande. It"s
a $40 million project from Earley Road to 1-8. Again, this is a
project that we nearly call shovel ready. The 95 percent plans
are complete and ready to be submitted if the funding is
provided for this project, and then it"s just a short time to
get this project truly ready for construction. So another
opportunity to bring a ready-to-go project into the program.

In fiscal year "20, we have $31 million proposed
for US-93 Carrow to Stephens. This is a section of US-93 north

of Wikieup that would widen out US-93 to a four-lane divided
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highway. Again, as Floyd indicated, this is another project
that was previously in the program years ago, designed as
already done. Environmental clearances in hand. And with
funding at this level, it"s easy to get it ready to go to
construction.

In the last year of the five-year program, 2021,
we have $95 million proposed for the expansion program, and
that"s made up of two projects. US-93 at Cane Springs, which I
mentioned the design being done in 2019. So two years later,
that project would be ready for construction when the design is
complete. And then 189 at a $64 million level for construction.
That is not enough funding to fund what people came up here and
commented on the full build plan, but that is the staff"s
recommendation for a funding level for State participation in
this program to get a meaningful phase of the 189 project in the
program and looking for construction. Again, I mentioned that
design for that project, 189, would start in 2018. So this
project would be ready to be constructed in 2021.

So with that said, that"s the highlight of all
the expansion projects in the five-year program.

A couple projects that 1 want to highlight.
First is SR-347 overpass at the Union Pacific railroad in the
city of Maricopa. As | said, that total project cost for that
project is $55 million, current estimates. We"re just about to

start design on that. So the first step is designing advanced
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right-of-way, which this board approved in the previous five-
year program at $6 million, and it"s just about to be obligated
in this fiscal year. So design will be fully underway for this
project.

The next step in the 347 project is the first
phase, which is called relocating the Amtrak station. There's a
-- obviously an Amtrak railroad station at this location, and
the local community has taken this on as a local project to move
that station, and that contributes about $6 million, at least at
this point in time, a tentative number of $6 million for the --
towards this project.

And then the bulk of the work is in what we call
phase two and three, and that"s building the overpass and all
the city streets that need to connect to that overpass. And we
-- you know, with partnerships, with the City of Maricopa, we
submitted a grant application to the federal government and were
privileged to be awarded $15 million of a TIGER grant, which is
-- which has its pluses and minuses.

Pluses was it brings additional revenue to --
into this program, which is additional federal funding. The
minus is it has a time frame with it. It must be obligated and
ready to go in fiscal year -- well, in federal fiscal year 2017.
So that -- so as you see or as you may have known, this program,
this project was previously proposed to be in the year 2020.

Now we are accelerating it to 2017, and the bulk of that reason
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is because of the time constraints on the TIGER grant.

When that TIGER grant application was put in, the
local community partnered with us and said that they"d be
willing to bring local funds to the table in a total of $15
million. Six million of that, as | said, was towards the Amtrak
station. So we"re relying on $9 million of local contribution
to phases two and three.

And those -- as the Board asked in January, where
we are with firming up that agreement, staff has been meeting
with the City of Maricopa staff, and we"ve been making some
progress on getting to an ITA about the local contribution. So
at this point in time, we are recommending that $19 million,
which is that final number on the slide, be provided in the
five-year program, because all of these other funding sources
are adding up to the $55 million for the total package.

Next project that I want to highlight is one that
you may have heard of already today. SR-189/Mariposa Road. So
1 just want to highlight the development plan, and the director
made some comments about the status of identifying what the plan
is. Floyd gave an update on coordination with the local
community.

So from the Planning Division, we"re working
through the development plan of this project. So even though it
may seem like this project hasn®"t advanced very far, we are just

a couple months away or a few months away from having a draft
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environmental document. That"s a very large step on the path to
this project. And that draft will then allow the public to see
the recommended -- what we"re calling the ultimate plan, what
the locals have been referring to as full build out. And that
full build out plan, it"s hard to see on this slide, but
includes some large flyover bridges that allow trucks to go --
or all traffic to go free flow northbound onto -- from 189 onto
1-19, and the full build out plan has a flyover in the
southbound direction from 1-19 to Mariposa Road. Those flyovers
ultimately also would have gray separations from Frank Reed
Road, which is an intersection very close to the 1-19
interchange, and everybody who was on the tour yesterday saw the
intersection between 189 and Frank Reed Road.

So with the DCR and the EA, environmental
assessment, coming to completion, our next step is to do the 30
percent design plan. We"re -- we at ADOT are moving forward on
30 percent design plans of the whole ultimate plan. The funding
situation for construction of the ultimate plan has not been
fully worked out yet, but our commitment is to do 30 percent
design plans on the full ultimate plan which allows all the
flexibility of this project to go in any direction depending on
the ultimate funding package. So if full funding comes to the
table, then those 30 percent plans would allow us to accelerate
the project as its ultimate configuration by delivery -- various

delivery methods. So we believe that advancing the 30 percent
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plans of the full ultimate plan will further progress the
project forward, and that will be completed in 2017.

So what needs -- so where we are then is we then
advance to final design plans, and we have that recommended in
the program of $4 million in 2018. That would be the design
plans of what the director referred to as the 189 project. And
that is where we really haven®t decided what the 189 project is,
because all of the funding opportunities have not been fully
vetted and decided on. So really, a key milestone in this
development process is getting resolution on what is the 189
project by fiscal year 2018 so we can do full final design
plans.

And then as | said, staff"s recommendation is
that this five-year program commit $64 million to construction
in 2021, which is when the project would be ready for
construction based on design plans starting in 2018.

Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: 1 should know this, but what
month does -- and year does fiscal "18 start?

MR. KIES: So fiscal "18 starts in July of the
year 2017.

With that, just some other highlights of this
five-year program. On the preservation side, this -- with the
projects that are recommended to this board in the tentative

program, about 20 percent of the bridges currently in poor
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condition would be covered by projects that this five-year
program proposes. | just want to remind the Board that we don"t
itemize each project for the full five years. We just focus on
the first two or three years. So this -- the fact that only 20
percent of the bridges in poor condition doesn"t mean that --
that means that this entire five-year program is not going to
cover more bridges. It"s just that those are the projects that
we"ve identified at this point. As we advance the five-year
program here, we"re put more projects into the program.

Same with the pavement condition. This five-year
program has projects that address over 30 percent of the center
line miles that are currently in fair or poor condition on these
charts.

So real quick, the screen®s a little small, so
1"1l just use this screen to show. This is the breadth of our
preservation program that"s recommended in the five-year
program. The map is intended to just highlight that there are
projects all over the state on all types of facilities that are
proposed in the program.

The same with our modernization program. The map
is intended to show the breadth of all the state -- projects
around the state. The modernization program, the typical --
excuse me -- the typical project types are those that enhance
the existing facility that"s there without significant widening.

So we"re talking about things like passing and climbing lanes,

Griffin & Associates, LLC
602.264.2230

Page 46 of 251




© 00 N o g B~ W N P

N N NN N DN P P P B P PP PP
g A W N P O © 0 N O O b~ W N B O

Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings - February 19, 2016

55

new intersection improvements, shoulder widenings. Other
examples are intelligent transportation systems like the dynamic
message boards that you see that give travel time and detour
route information, and so on and so forth.

With that, again, just to point out our expansion
program, and really quick, 1 just -- for those people that are
not aware of where in the state those projects that 1 talked
about are located, | just wanted to have a map that current --
that highlights where the US-93 projects that are in the program
are located. North of Wikieup, close to 1-40. The SR-89
project is in the Prescott area, just north of Prescott. The
SR-347 project, which is the Union Pacific overpass, is in the
city of Maricopa, south of Phoenix. The US-60 widening project
in Show Low is in the eastern part of the state. The two
segments of Interstate 10 that 1 highlighted are between Phoenix
and Tucson in Pinal County; one located near the community of
Picacho, and the other one in Casa Grande. And then hopefully
everybody in the room knows where the Arizona SR-189 project is
located here in Nogales.

So with that said, just a summary of the Greater
Arizona five-year program. With the opportunity of the funding
levels that the FAST Act provided us with the TIGER grant that
was awarded on SR-347, and with some growth in -- as Floyd
alluded to in the HURF funds, we -- we"re happy to say that this

five-year program, we were able to keep all of the expansion
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projects that were in the previous five-year program in this
five-year program. Plus we were able to increase the
preservation funding near to our goal of $260 million a year,
and we were able to accelerate some on-the-shelf projects,
namely two projects on Interstate 10 and two projects on US-93
into the program that had been previously thought about in
previous programs. And then, again, we are able to now add in
the SR-189 project at a $64 million funding level.

So with that said, that"s all 1 had on the
Greater Arizona five-year program. Now I can talk a little bit
about the PAG program. And Mr. Chairman --

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Well, do you want -- we"ll take
questions at the end.

MR. KIES: Up to you.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Yeah.

MR. KIES: Okay. 1 just want to highlight the
PAG program, because it"s -- it"s a separate process from our
internal ADOT program, but the PAG program, again, uses some of
our federal aid funds that we have available, mixing it with
their RTA funds that they have for a half cent sales tax. |
just want to mention that the PAG program, their focus is on a
lot of interchange improvements on the state highway system. So
you already heard Rod Lane talk about the Ina Road project
that"s coming up in 2017 and 2018, but other interchanges like
Houghten Road, Ruthrauff, Country Club, Kino Road, all on 1-10,
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are all part of the PAG program. And then some other projects
on 1-19. And Rod mentioned the SR-86 project that is coming up.

Obviously you can®t read all this, but the detail
of all those projects are included in the plan of which phase
are going to happen in which year and the funding amounts
associated with it.

Now on to the MAG program. The -- as Board
Member Hammond mentioned, the MAG and PAG program are both
focused highly on expansion. 91 percent of the MAG program is
dedicated towards expansion of the highway system in Maricopa
County. The bulk of that in this five-year program is dedicated
to South Mountain, which is a corridor that"s going to get under
construction this summer and be fully built out in the span of
this five-year program, that the entire program is well over a
billion dollars. Some of that funding has already been
dedicated in previous years. So this five-year program includes
nearly a billion dollars for that project.

With that said, all of the details are shown in
the plan of when these projects are anticipated and the various
phases and the different funding levels.

Lastly but not least is the airport program, and
each year with the five-year program, we like to highlight the
airport of the year winner, and so we always make sure that we
show in our program pictures and information about the airport

that was awarded the airport of the year award, and this year
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it"s Yuma International Airport, and there it is in front of
you.

So the airport program is -- the Board does have
Jurisdiction over the State Aviation Fund, and the Board is --
does have the responsibility of distributing those funds to the
needs of our aviation partners. So with that said, for next
fiscal year, fiscal year "17, there"s -- the estimate is that
there will be about $29 million available in the State Aviation
Fund. And this is how staff recommends to break out those
funds, and each year the fiscal year will be similar or the five
years of the five-year program would be similar.

The first element is matching federal funds. So
airports around the state have the opportunity to get federal
funds from the Federal Aviation Authority, or FAA, and all of
those federal funds need some sort of matching arrangement. So
our State Aviation Fund helps our local sponsors with some of
that matching money, and we have that budgeted at 3.8 million
this next fiscal year.

And then the bulk of the State Aviation Fund goes
towards local grants and our pavement preservation program.
Again, with airports, just like highways, preservation of the
pavement, condition of the runways is an important feature of
keeping those airports open to the public and the state local
grants that are available for other improvements such as adding

taxiways or adding aprons for parking facilities. And so
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combining those two elements of the State Aviation Fund would
make available over $18 million for our local airports.

We also have a loan program that airports have --
can have available, and then state planning services that we do
internal in the Planning Division. This year that number is
higher than previous numbers because every so often we have to
do a state assessment of our airport needs, and this year we"re
going to fund that study opportunity. So with that said, that"s
the overview of the airport program.

So in conclusion, 1 just want to remind the Board
of the next steps with the five-year program. again, if you
approve this recommendation for the five-year program or provide
changes, we will make those changes before March 18th, which is
the next board meeting, and that would be the first public
hearing on the five-year program. Then we accept comments on
the tentative program throughout the public hearing process, but
we don"t change the tentative program. So the public in the
Tucson area, which would be Oro Valley, Phoenix and Flagstaff,
at the next three board meetings, see the same tentative program
and are able to comment on the tentative program.

We then bring all those comments to you as the
Board, and we get together at the study session in May to talk
about the comments and staff"s recommendation to maybe make
changes to the program based on those comments, and we get your

input and then bring the final program to you at the June board
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meeting in Holbrook, which will be on June 17th. The schedule
that we"re working with is that we need the governor to sign the
five-year program by June 30th. So, therefore, we are able to
begin fiscal year "17 on July 1st and be open for business as
usual .

So with that, Mr. Chair, that"s my presentation
on the five-year program.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Excellent. So we"ll take --
you know, First, I was going -- what happened to the three
minute thing? 1 kept listening for the...

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: (Inaudible.)

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: (Inaudible.)

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: It was going?

Any questions by Board members?

MS. BEAVER: Yes. Chairman La Rue, 1 would like
to -

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Vice chair.

MS. BEAVER: -- bring forward for consideration,
I think we"re -- we"ve all received the letters from the
Wickenburg Chamber of Commerce who has a really active
transportation board. Their letter dated February 9th, one from
the Town of Wickenburg dated February 11th, and one dated
February 17th from the M3 companies. What -- they had met
with -- those entities had met with Chairman La Rue and myself

in Wickenburg. 1 believe it was in about May of 2015. Prior to
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that, 1°d also traveled that stretch of highway where Cane
Springs is located with the former engineer, Mike Kondelis. So
I"'m a little bit familiar with that area because we did drive
it.

I think what -- and Alvin Stump, the engineer
that is over this area within Wickenburg, he was there at that
meeting with us also when we met in Wickenburg. But what
they"re proposing, and it"s revenue neutral, and it"s not taking
away from somewhere else or that -- other than that stretch of
area of US-93. They"re proposing that in FY 17, the WRE, which
is the Wickenburg Ranch Estates, would fund the entire design
for the gap project, which that"s an area that"s sort of between
Wickenburg and -- it"s in a gray area. And they call it "the
gap."

But they would fund the entire design for the gap
project at $4 million. In FY "19, ADOT would contribute 5
million, which is originally for the Cane Springs design, to
partner with six million from WRE to construct the widening of
US-93 between SR-89 and Rancho Casitas. Then in FY "21, ADOT
would fund 5 million for Cane Springs design and 26 million for
the construction of the remaining portion of the gap.

I"m putting this forward. 1 had a real problem
when we had these projects that had been in the five-year plan,
and then they kind of had been removed. And they seemed like

they were sitting there, and it was like if they were important
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enough. But I"m more seeing now where this is something that 1
support, and it"s from the standpoint if they actually have
things up and ready to go right now, where Cane Springs is still
kind of in a rural area; the emergency that 1 believe was there
with accidents, and that seems like it has been remediated
somewhat from the work that has already been done by ADOT.

I still am aware, because we were traveling at
kind of -- you know, about the -- when the sun®s starting to
set, and it"s kind of in that northwestern direction. So
anybody heading that direction on US-93, kind of a northwest
direction, would have that sun coming down. But 1"m seeing that
we could probably move -- move it without any problem to assist
Wickenburg right now, because they"re ready to go right now, and
it would just delay the Cane Springs by two more years, and it"s
already been delayed. So I"m putting forth that I would like to
see this put into the plan.

MR. KIES: Mr. Chair, if 1 may, so the request is
to revise the tentative program before we come back in March and
start the public hearings to match the proposal that®s in the
letters from -- regarding the US-93 gap project and how it would
be reshuffled with the other two US-93 projects?

MS. BEAVER: Correct.

MR. KIES: Okay. Thank you.

MS. BEAVER: I think there is only a couple of

things that 1 had question about that I hadn"t had answered
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before 1 got here today. That"s because this gap area seems to

not only be in the statewide, but there"s a portion of it that"s
in the MAG region. So I didn"t know how that would all play out
in terms of -- because | know things that are in MAG have to go

through their process separate from what we would do with regard
to the statewide. So that was a concern for me.

MR. HAMMOND: Just a comment. If it"s -- you
know, obviously if the locals want to do this and it"s revenue
neutral, which I think we would want to, you know, see confirmed
by ADOT, 1 don"t see why we wouldn®t support that change.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Comments? Mr. Kies?

MS. BEAVER: 1 just had one other thing, and the
other thing is is I would want to be absolutely certain that we
have that commitment. 1 mean, they"re saying that they"re going
to put forward, but we also have that with 347. You know, 1
want to know that we actually have a firm commitment in writing
from them that they"re going to fund what they®ve said they
will.

MR. KIES: From the local development.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Comments? Floyd?

MR. ROEHRICH: Mr. Chair and Mrs. Beaver, members
of the Board, we all received that letter, and 1"ve had only one
conversation with Alvin to look at that, and 1 think you made --
you just made a good point here, Mrs. Beaver, that we still need

staff to look at it, and we still want to make sure that we
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understand. They"re saying that it"s revenue neutral, but we
need to obviously make sure for fiscal constraint.

So my recommendation would be is that we need
time to analyze that. We also need to hear from Alvin to make
sure that he concurs with that so we can analyze it. It"s all
doable, but I would question do you need to do it as part of the
tentative program? If you approve the tentative program, it"s
only a draft just so we can take it to the public. You®re going
to get a lot more letters and a lot more requests from other
people to keep making adjustments to the program, and that®s why
we have the study session in May to analyze all this.

So if you want to make an action today, that"s --
1"m sure the Board"s ready to do that. But the other thing you
could do is just let"s approve the tentative that we reviewed
our last study session, have those requests, analyze those as
part of the public hearing process, and then have staff come
back to you and say, absolutely doable, or there"s still a
concern, and especially the concern in the MAG region, because
we don"t how MAG is going to want to consider that, because it
has to go through their process in order to move that. So I
think we"ve got time to do exactly what Wickenburg wants. |
would question, do you need to do that today.

MS. BEAVER: And Chairman, I would be agreeable
to waiting, but 1 wanted to get it out there so that -- before

this process, five-year process is over, | will come back with
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it, so...

MR. ROEHRICH: Mr. Chair, Mrs. Beaver, it"s
important to note that all those letters requesting it become
part of the public involvement process, and they become part of
the record of the development of the five year -- the ten and
five-year program. We don"t ignore any of those, and they don"t
go away. They become part of the record.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Steve.

MR. STRATTON: Mr. Chair, if I may, and |
absolutely support Deanna®s recommendation, and your point
being, Mr. Hammond, that it be revenue neutral is correct.
However, it appears to me that you could be mixing Greater
Arizona money or TOC money with MAG money, making it so that it
may or may not be revenue neutral. And I would be interested to
know whether the MAG money would be paying for that or if it
would be the Greater Arizona piece for that, or if it would be a
combination thereof.

MR. KIES: That could be correct, and as Floyd
mentioned, we would have to go and coordinate with our partners
at MAG and look at this -- yes, anything that"s funded in the
MAG region needs to appear in their tip. So that"s the
coordination that needs to occur. And where the actual color of
the money and the funding comes from, we"d have to sit down and
talk with our partners. So I think having some time before the

final program might be helpful in this case.
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MS. BEAVER: Well, Chairman, 1 would be willing
to approve the tentative proposal that has been put forth. 1
just want you to have that understanding that this is something
that"s out there, too.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Okay. Mr. Teller.

MR. TELLER: Thank you, Chairman, members of the
Board, and members of the general public. My name is Arlando
Teller, and 1 am just making a comment here.

1"m looking through this tentative program, and
1"m happy to see that there are tribal airports in here. So the
efforts from Senator Jack Jackson two years ago -- three years
ago have been placed in action, and I do appreciate that. | see
Navajo and Apache, but I don"t -- 1 do not see Hualapai, and
Hualapai is right at the lip of the Grand Canyon. And 1 wonder
if there"s any discussion between ADOT and Hualapai, because I
understand it"s a very busy airport, that they"re basically
working as much as they can. So | don"t see that in the
tentative plan.

And if there is any other tribes that are taking
advantage of that opportunity when states (inaudible) was
amended in 2013 on Senate Bill 1317, definitely like to take
advantage of those opportunities, let the tribes know that they
have this opportunity for them.

MR. KIES: Mr. Chair, Mr. Teller, I don"t know

the -- 1 don"t have the details of the communications between
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tribal airports and our aviation group, but I can prepare a
summary and provide it to Mary for the Board®s information about
the discussions that have been going on to -- because as you
said, it"s a new opportunity for tribes to be a part of the
State Aviation Fund, and they may not all know -- fully know
their opportunity.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any other board member
questions on the presentation?

MS. BEAVER: Chairman --

MR. ROEHRICH: Mr. Chair, just a point of order.
Mrs. Beaver did make a motion --

MS. BEAVER: A motion.

MR. ROEHRICH: -- to recommend, but there was no
second nor any other suggestion. 1 don"t know if you want to
keep that motion or you"re going to ask for reconsideration
(inaudible).

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: 1 was going to return to the
vice chair for the motion if there was no other questions. 1|
wanted to get all the questions out first. All right?

MS. BEAVER: Yes. My motion is just to approve
the Tentative Five-Year Transportation Facilities Construction
Program as presented with the understanding that we may be
looking at this (inaudible).

MR. STRATTON: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Okay. So we have a motion to
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authorize ADOT"s staff pursuant to ARS 28-6952 to proceed with
public hearings regarding the 2017 to 2021 Tentative Five-year
Transportation Facilities Construction Program. We have a vice
-- a motion by Vice Chair Beaver. We have a second by Board
Member Stratton.

Do we have any further discussion?

I guess what 1 would like to say, 1 think staff,
you heard pretty clearly from some members of the Board that
what"s happening up on 93, given that some of the parameters
we"ve set not just on 93, but say in Maricopa and even down here
on 189, that there is local -- seems to be local consensus.
There seems to be local support, local funding, and it seems
like the locals are telling us how they want to change up some
priorities in the area. We really need to take a very deep dive
in that when you bring this back to us for final approval. So I
think we heard that very loud and clear here this morning.

With that, if there"s no other discussion, all
those in favor signify by saying "aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed?

It is passed.

MR. KIES: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Now, we have gone
two-and-a-half hours. Does anybody need to take a break? |

think we"re about 40 more minutes left, if we want to just hang
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in there?
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Keep going.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Just keep going? All right.
Keep going.
So we are now down to Agenda Item No. 7. Chief
Lane.

CHIEF LANE: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Mr. Chair,
members of the Board, Director Halikowski, good morning. My
name®s Tim Lane. 1"m the interim assistant director for the
Enforcement and Compliance Division.

And before | get into my very brief presentation
this morning, Mr. Chair, 1"d like to thank you for those opening
remarks. 1"m really glad that you had a chance, as did the
Board members and other members of the community, to get out and
see our port here in Nogales, because it certainly represents
ongoing efforts to make sure that trucks get through there and
that we get them through there safely and as quickly as we can.

And it"s really a great segue into this
presentation, because it does remind us that we have other ports
of entry that are critical to our infrastructure (inaudible) and
impact our (inaudible) use throughout Arizona. And one more
point before 1 get in there, 1 -- you know, our officers on the
front line, they"re very visible to the community, but there are
many men and women throughout ADOT that support us every day,

and 1 will pass those words along, not only to my officers, but
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to the employees throughout ADOT that basically make this all

possible.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Thank you.

CHIEF LANE: So thank you very much.

This morning, very quickly, I*11 talk about our
strategic overview. 1711 talk about our structure. 1 will

speak specifically to the uniform side of the house on the
Enforcement Services Bureau. 1711 talk about our protection
opportunities, the impacts on the economy, threats to the
system. Of course, being in Nogales, this is a great time to
talk about foreign trade and how critical it is to our state, to
our communities, and I will answer any questions that the Board
or the public may have.

Very quickly, we have a strategic plan that
focuses on safety, border force development. Obviously seeing
those employees out there yesterday, they"re on the front lines.
We pay a lot of attention to those men and women, both sworn and
civilian, make sure that they understand completely what"s
expected of them and they have the tools necessary to do their
job. Obviously we"re there to protect the infrastructure.

We"re very innovative and creative in looking -- we push those
decisions down, and our employees on the -- boots on the ground
make decisions every day that make what you saw yesterday very
possible. And also, we look at all the financial resources that

are relevant to our mission.
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The structure of the Enforcement and Compliance

Division as you see on the screen (inaudible) division

administration, and then we have the Enforcement Services of the
uniform side of the house, and then we have the office -- or
inspector general®s office, and Chief Mike Lockhart is the chief
over that investigative branch of our division.

The Office of the Inspector General, 1"m going to
cover each of those points, but provides ongoing criminal
investigations in the areas of title and license, identity
(inaudible) fraud, and we use very sophisticated forms of
technology to conduct those investigations, and facial
recognition is certainly one of those programs that we"re very
proud of. They"re very impacting for us here in Arizona and at
ADOT .

The Enforcement Services Bureau, motor carrier
safety education enforcement, we do -- our primary focus is on
weight enforcement both at our fixed facilities and our mobile
efforts statewide. We have 21 state ports, including our
international facilities, one that you saw yesterday. We have
three virtual ports, at Canoa, McGuireville and Sacaton
providing us an opportunity to look at the threats and look at
what"s happening intrastate and the opportunities for us to
impact those overweight vehicles and those trucks that are out
of compliance.

We issue permits. Last year, approximately over
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400,000 permits were sold by our employees statewide, and of
course, a lot of that"s done electronically. We"re moving to do
that along our international border as well. We have a vehicle
registration fuel tax (inaudible) program as well.

The statistics, | think, are very interesting and
relevant to today"s presentation: In calendar year "15, we
generated $18.5 million in permit revenue in those 400,000
permits that were sold; 6.9 million in weight enforcement in
counties, around the ports that we work and staff every day. We
weighed 5.1 million trucks using our weigh-in-motion, those
technologies that are on the main line and on -- and in
St. George, we have ramp sorting capabilities as well. And then
we weighed over 2 million trucks bringing them into the port on
static sales. From that effort, we saw 206,000 overweight
commercial vehicles identified through the WIMs, and then we saw
another quarter of a million trucks overweight using our virtual
port technology. Employees, officers with the Enforcement and
Compliance Division cited 12,233 overweight trucks for
violations of our fuels and regulations.

Again, continuing with the statistics. 20,717
commercial vehicle inspections in calendar year "15. 7,229 were
level one. Of those, we found that 4,087 vehicles and drivers
were out of service. And the interesting point that probably
should be made here is "out of service" means imminent threat to

either infrastructure or safety. We made 91 arrests. We almost
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made our 92nd arrest yesterday for security violations, taking
pictures.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: That"s still an open
investigation.

MR. ROEHRICH: (Inaudible.)

CHIEF LANE: And you can see how dangerous those
threats are to our port. So we can keep an eye on (inaudible).

And something that"s very interesting. We have
apprehended over 3,000 port evaders, and that"s probably a point
that we need to discuss a little bit. As you come through our
ports, you see where -- especially on the interstate ports,
where trucks are required to stay in the right lane, that"s
where our -- all of our technology is. And they use different
techniques. They"Il straddle the lanes. They"ll get in that
left lane, or they"ll actually just run the port. So those are
three ways that they evade our ports of entry. They also use
evasion routes. And as Board Member Beaver knows that, you
know, it"s the 72 and 191 and other routes are commonly used to
evade our ports of entry, and that"s a great deal of concern for
us, not only from a safety concern, but obviously an
infrastructure protection concern.

We, in an effort to deploy our -- and conduct
our mission, we deploy state-of-the-art screening and sorting
technologies statewide. You saw some of this yesterday. And I

think the point was made that we used to be maybe a minute to
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get those trucks through those rapid express lanes that you saw,
and now we"re down to seconds. And we"d like to -- and I would
like to emphasize to the Board and members of the public, we are
trying to do that and expand that to our state ports. We
realize how important that is to get those trucks through there.
We have tremendous partnerships with the industry and with our
stakeholders, not only in Arizona, but, you know, on our border
states and throughout the country, and we know how important
that is. And so we work very hard every day to deploy that
technology there.

Conducting outbound details, that is very
important for us, because trucks come into Arizona. They know
there®s a compliance effort using our ports, but we do not have
that same technology (inaudible) outbound. So what you see is
on the outbound side trucks coming out -- leaving our state
heavy, and the road is paying the price for that, and 1 wanted
to bring that to your attention. We want to increase that
emphasis intrastate so we have those three virtual ports that 1
told you about earlier. [1°1l show you some of the statistics
we"re getting out of that, and we are currently working to
enhance our statewide WIM capabilities.

Port infrastructure investments. 1 love these
pictures. You know, the picture up on top is probably one of
the first ports we saw here in Arizona, maybe in the "30s or

"40s. 1"m not sure exactly when. But our roads and our ports
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have been here since the "60s since we started to build this --
these beautiful roads that you see in Arizona today.

And we are struggling with our capabilities at
those older ports. The picture you see on the bottom is
Ehrenberg. We are close to finishing phase one of that build.
It is an amazing facility. 1°d like to invite the Board at
absolutely any time to see that. But it gives you a --
basically a comparison of what we would like to see statewide.
We would -- and 1 think those -- the comments made by the Chair
and by the committee earlier and certainly with all the
infrastructure issues and protection and preservation issues did
-- the conversation is really relevant, and we would like to see
ongoing efforts to improve our infrastructure statewide, both in
-- or to include (inaudible), San Simon, Yuma and Topock.

The infrastructure protection impacts our ports,
heavy trucks, overdimensional trucks, premature pavement and
degradation of our bridges. For safety, we have fatigue and
impaired drivers -- it is not uncommon for us to get DUI
drivers, and certainly we have had -- two of our arrests have
been on individuals that were on the terrorist watchlist. So
your ports do a great job for you and protect our communities
and our roads, and everybody usually looks -- yes, sir.

MR. ROEHRICH: Can you talk about some of the
contraband that you"ve found through your inspections? You"ve

been a major part of that as well, haven"t you?
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CHIEF LANE: Absolutely, and that"s a great
point, Floyd.

We -- all of -- we are moving from our legacy
officer to a full authority officer. So our officers go through
the academy just like any other police officer in the state, and
we are trained to recognize those indicators on commercial motor
vehicles that are carrying contraband across our state. It"s
not uncommon for our officers to find all sorts of contraband,
marijuana, cocaine, meth, heroin. And it -- it"s obvious the
threats that they pose to our communities, not only here, but
throughout the United States.

That"s a great point. Thank you for it.

So, you know, we identify high risk drivers
mostly using technology. That"s the only way we can get those
trucks coming out of there. But we do detect a lot of
unqualified drivers. Protect the users from all -- protect all
the users of the system from both fatigue and unqualified
drivers.

Impacting the economy, we are very proud to be
part of ADOT"s efforts to encourage people to come and stay here
in Arizona. We have great roads. We have a great state. We"re
all citizens here. This is my home. And we have high quality
interstate and highway infrastructure facilities, and we"d like
to keep those protected. We have an excellent surface

transportation system that connects us to local markets
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around -- you know, all over the country, and those are very
important to us. And we support not only our -- these officers
support our division, but all divisions within ADOT and all of
our transportation public safety stakeholders.

You were -- we"re here in Nogales. Great city.
Great place to talk about the impacts to the economy. We heard
a lot of the discussion today about Nogales being a gateway for
trade and tourism from and with Mexico. We looked at the U.S.
Customs and Border Protection facility yesterday. It"s an
amazing facility. We have a tremendous relationship with CBP,
but the ports of entry (inaudible) posted 22 billion in
merchandise exports, and with the Center of North American
Studies in 12/15 reports 35 percent of all produce from Mexico
enters through Arizona ports.

Threats, this is an important slide. Of
approximately the 7 million trucks that enter through Arizona®s
six interstate ports, about 20 percent of them are out of
service or pose an imminent threat to both vehicle and driver.
Threats of port evasion, approximately 50,000 trucks per month
evade our ports of entry. And those are serious concerns to not
only myself, but Director Halikowski and all of us here at ADOT.
We want to make sure that people -- drivers coming in are safe
and meet our credentialing criteria, and also those trucks are
safe and the drivers are qualified to drive those trucks.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: We want to collect the
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revenue.

CHIEF LANE: And we want to collect the revenue.

And again, these numbers were kind of staggering
to me. When I was a commander with the Department of Public
Safety, 1 had the Commercial Vehicle Unit, and I had no idea
that this was occurring. But I will say that DPS is a
tremendous partner. We work very close together at addressing
some of these issues.

The demand on the approximately 300,000 trucks
enter Arizona through Nogales commercial port of entry.
Obviously we see, based on the discussions here today, this
slide basically has been discussed and asked and answered all
day today (inaudible) ongoing discussions, put stress on the
infrastructure, reoccurring and non-reoccurring congestion.
Everybody sees that. Foreign trade -- yes, sir. Mr. Hammond.

MR. HAMMOND: Those 50,000 trucks, that"s not
from Mexico to the United States.

CHIEF LANE: No, sir.

MR. HAMMOND: That might be from California and
Nevada.

CHIEF LANE: Yes, sir.

MR. HAMMOND: Okay. Do you have any -- okay.

CHIEF LANE: Mr. Chair, Member Hammond, yes, sir.
Those are basically those evasion routes that 1 told you about.

MR. HAMMOND: Yeah.

Griffin & Associates, LLC
602.264.2230

Page 58 of 251




© 00 N o g B~ W N P

N RN NN N DN P P P PP P PP
g A W N P O © 0 N O O b~ W N B O

Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings - February 19, 2016

79

CHIEF LANE: 72, 191, and certainly that when
they just (inaudible) and they get 40 or 50 trucks together, and
they" 1l just -- they know 1 don"t have the staff that can chase
them (inaudible) trucks.

MR. HAMMOND: (lInaudible.)

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Steve.

MR. STRATTON: 1 have a question on the
violations. Do you check for red fuel, clear fuel type
violations since that does affect our revenue significantly?

CHIEF LANE: Mr. Chair, member -- yes, we do.

MR. STRATTON: Thank you.

CHIEF LANE: That"s a great question.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: 1 would say that, Mr. Chairman,
board member, prior to Tim coming in to ECD, our Fuel Tax
Evasion Unit was not well staffed, nor well trained, nor well
equipped. If you look at where we were then and the trips he"s
made to Texas and the training we"ve given our staff, we"re far
better off to start now detecting dyed fuels, and we"re not just
talking about saddle tanks on a semi. |1 think one of yours was
a $300,000 fine to a rail car, as | recall.

CHIEF LANE: 3.5 million.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: 3.5 million.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: 1 like his numbers better.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Yeah.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Yeah.
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MR. HALIKOWSKI: The rail car comes in. It
offloads the dye diesel to the trucks, so we were losing it.

And so they were able to figure out how to stage a detail at the
rail yard and process that. So fuel tax evasion is an issue.
It"s a big issue for states, and that use of dye diesel is
something that we"re very in tune with and 1"m trying to be on
top of.

MR. STRATTON: Thank you.

CHIEF LANE: Yes, sir. We -- and to that point,
that"s a great question. Director Halikowski gave us the
resources and the opportunity, as he mentioned, to go to Texas.
That"s their -- basically one of their top sources of revenue in
the State of Texas. They lose -- they figure they lose a
million dollars per day in theft. We think our best guess, it"s
about 20 percent of the 680 million we could -- we get back.

You know, when you do one case coming from the
Department of Public Safety and all of the experience that 1
have there, when I do one case and get 3.5 million, that"s kind
of scary. You know, what else is going on out there that I
don®"t know? And we have a great group of men and women that are
working on that, and maybe someday I can report back to the
board specifically to our fuel tax efforts, but we do check for
red dye.

MR. STRATTON: Thank you.

CHIEF LANE: Yes, sir.
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So with that, and in the interest of time, | know
how long you want me to spend going on, but I do appreciate this
opportunity. It is both a professional and a personal honor to
be here. 1 look forward to ongoing long-term relations with the
Board and developing those strategies necessary to help our
infrastructure and create a safer environment for all of us here
in Arizona.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Thank you.

CHIEF LANE: I°11 open it up for questions.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Thank you, Chief.

Any questions --

CHIEF LANE: You"re very welcome.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: -- of Board members?

MS. BEAVER: You know, mine is more general --

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Questions.

MS. BEAVER: -- Chairman, is the slides that
we"ve been putting up, even the ones that Mike Kies did, those
are going to be available on the web site, right? So, like,

that 189 slide that people were looking at -- okay. And so

yours will --
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Right. They"ll be.
MS. BEAVER: They"ll all be on there. Okay.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any other questions by Board
members?

You know, Chief, 1 would say, you know, please
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express our appreciation to your team, because this is
phenomenal, and as -- you know, one of the reasons | asked for
this presentation is for the last couple of years is | have sat
there saying, we"re going to really promote growing trade in
Arizona. That"s what we"re going to do. It"s pretty easy to
say, well, we"ve got to find money to build better roads for
that freight to go back and forth, but then you start thinking
about -- you know, you"re hearing about preservation and
maintenance, and then all of the damage that these heavy trucks
bring and all the infrastructure.

You know, all of this has to work very well
together, because if we"re very successful in one piece of it,
and that is growing our trade, and we"re not very successful in
these other pieces, we"re just setting ourselves up for failure
and future unintended consequences that we don®"t want to endure.
So | -- and the more and more I°ve got to, you know, view what
you guys do and learn about how you®re doing it, 1"m very
impressed. | love that customer service. 1 tell you, I almost
want to say maybe we should change this Enforcement and
Compliance Division to something else.

CHIEF LANE: I absolutely agree 100 percent, and
1"ve been working with the director on that very, very aspect.
And to your point, you know, we really have worked hard to get
Ehrenberg up and running.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Yeah.
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CHIEF LANE: And hopefully we can use that as a
business case, because as we talked about yesterday, providing
that technology backbone, we need that in the facilities
necessary to deploy that technology. We just don"t have it at
the San Simon, Sanders and Topock ports that we need to
accommodate the traffic that we -- the volume that we see today,
sir, and also the 30 percent increase that we are anticipating
over the next three to five years coming in from California.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: You know, and 1"ve got to
believe -- 1 don"t own a trucking company, but I"ve got to
believe, you know, a trucking company owner would sit there, and
if they"re following the rules and they"re doing all the right
things, they"re paying the right permits, they“re paying their
fair share because they want to make sure the road integrity is
up to a level that, you know, they need to conduct their
business, that they would not be happy with all these people
that are not doing that.

So | think we kind of owe it to them to have the,
you know, capabilities to make sure that we"re trying to create
that level playing field for the entire industry. So thank you.
That -- this has been a very -- very much an eye opener for me
to come down and experience it, see it. And, you know, please
express our appreciation to your entire team. They were
phenomenal . Even the guy manning -- the officer manning the

booth, you know, the way he was doing his job was pretty
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phenomenal .

CHIEF LANE: Mr. Chair, members of the Board,
thank you. 1 will.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Thank you.

All right. 1Item No. 8, Multimodal Planning
Division report. Put him on the clock, three minutes. Mike
Kies.

MR. KIES: Mr. Chair, 1 think I did enough
reporting with the five-year program. | have nothing more to
report from the Planning Division.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Good. But do not carry his
three minutes over to Item No. 9.

MR. KIES: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Item No. 9 is PPAC, Priority
Planning Advisory Committee.

MR. KIES: Yes, sir, Mr. Chair.

This month I am going to start out the PPAC,
Planning Advisory Committee, with two economic strength
projects. They are Items 9A in your agenda, and this is an item
that hasn"t come to you in the recent past. So I just want to
explain that the Economic Strength Program is a competitive
grant program that is jointly administered by the Arizona
Commerce Authority and ADOT, and ADOT provides up to a million
dollars a year to the Arizona Commerce Authority to run this

grant program and look for transportation projects that are
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aligned with growing our economy in the state of Arizona.

This year they brought to us two projects that
they each want to provide a $500,000 grant for, and one project
is in the city of Prescott, which is called the Corsair
extension, and it extends Corsair Avenue, which is near the
Prescott airport, 2,200 feet and provides a second access point
for the airport industrial park. And it"s a total project of
1.4 million. So this project brings $500,000, and the locals
are bringing $900,000 to this project.

The second project is here in the city of
Nogales. It"s -- it was mentioned earlier, and it"s the north
industrial park improvement project. It improves 4,100 feet of
north industrial park, and it is a total project of $1.2
million. This grant proposes to bring $500,000 to the project,
and the locals are matching this (inaudible) over 700,000.

I would ask the Board to approve Item 9A, which
allows these grants to be awarded to these two projects.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: All right. Any questions on
9A? Seeing none, can | have a motion to accept and approve 9A,
the Economic Strength projects --

MS. BEAVER: So moved.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: -- Item 9A as presented? We
have a motion by Vice Chair Beaver.

MR. HAMMOND: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a second by Board
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Member Hammond. Any further discussion?

All those in favor signify by saying "aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? It is passed.

MR. KIES: Mr. Chairman, ltems 9B and -- through
91 are eight project -- excuse me -- eight project modifications
that were approved by PPAC. And if the Board doesn"t have any
other questions or comments, 1 would ask the Board to approve
Items 9B through 91.

MS. BEAVER: I make a motion we approve ltems 9B
to 9.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: As presented.

MS. BEAVER: As presented.

MR. SELLERS: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion by the vice
chair, seconded by Board Member Sellers. Any further
discussion?

Seeing none, all those in favor signify by saying
“aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? Those are passed.

MR. KIES: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Items 9J through 9M are four new projects that
were approved by PPAC. Unless the Board has any questions or

comments, 1 would ask the Board to approve Items 9J through 9M.
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MS. BEAVER: I make a motion we approve ltems 9J
through 9M.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: As presented.
MS. BEAVER: As presented.
MR. STRATTON: Second that with discussion on 9K,
please.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion by the vice
chair to accept and approve new projects Item 9J through 9M as
presented. We have a second by Board Member Stratton, and then
some discussion by Board Member Stratton.

MR. STRATTON: Thank you, Mr. Chair, Mike.

Several points on this 1°d like to make. One,
the informational. To the west of Grover Canyon is a spur that
works with the rod mill, FMI rod mill, and also, the trucks
leaving the rod mill exit onto Grover Street. So | would ask
that you involve FMI people, Freeport people, in the beginning
of the planning process in order not to impact their business
and for safety reasons. That"s a very narrow street, high truck
traffic, and a high volume of traffic. There is an adjacent
street that can be used as a detour, (inaudible) Avenue.
However, 1 do believe that (inaudible).

Also, 1 don™"t know if you can answer this one.
It"s early in the planning stages, however, when I was with Gila
County, there were several railroad crossing projects on the

books. 1°d like to ask when would this one be constructed?
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Proposed to be constructed?

MR. KIES: Mr. Chairman and Mr. Stratton, so
yeah, as you mentioned, this is a new design project for a
railroad crossing upgrade. I don"t have the information about
actual construction, but the rule of thumb is that we start the
design two fiscal years before we expect construction. So 1
would then estimate it would be in fiscal year "18 since we"re
in fiscal "16.

MR. STRATTON: Very good. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion pending and a
second. Any further discussion on this item?

All those in favor signify by saying "aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? It"s passed.

MR. KIES: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

The last item on the PPAC agenda is Item 9N,
which is an airport project. 1 do want to note that Board
Member Beaver let me -- or pointed on the paperwork that there
was a indication missing that PPAC had approved this item. PPAC
did approve the item, but I will make sure that the paperwork
has all the acknowledgements from here on out. But Item 9N is
the single airport project that was approved by PPAC. Unless
the Board has any questions or comments, 1°d ask for approval of
ON.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Do we have a motion?
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MR. CUTHBERTSON: 1 make a motion we approve item

9N as presented.

MS. BEAVER: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion and a second.
Do we have any further discussion?

All those in favor signify by saying "aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? It"s passed.

MR. KIES: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: State engineer”"s report.
Dallas.

MR. HAMMIT: Almost good afternoon, but

(inaudible). Twenty seconds before then.

On the state engineer®s report, currently we have

123 projects under construction totaling $796 million. In
January we finalized seven projects totaling $41.3 million, and
year to date, we"ve finaled 84 projects. One thing additional

on the state engineer”s report, 1°d like to let the Board know

last month you heard the director give a brief (inaudible) South

Mountain Loop 202. That is still moving forward. We look to
later next week be meeting with the contractor to final
negotiations and sign the contract with that project. So that
is moving forward.

Any questions on the state engineer”s report?

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Questions? No.
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MR. HAMMIT: Next item, thank you for approving
the four projects in the consent agenda, but we do have seven
projects that need a little explanation. The first one, Item
11A, this is a -- (inaudible). Okay.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Well, your backup®s not there.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Two-and-a-half minutes
left.

MR. HAMMIT: I have it on my pad, so I can
explain it to you if that works. You just won"t see where it"s
at (inaudible) not on the computer.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: | mean, 1"ve heard if it"s not
on the internet, it doesn"t exist.

MR. HAMMIT: 1 can e-mail it and it would be on
the internet in seconds.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Why don"t you pull us through?

MR. HAMMIT: Okay. Here it goes. It was hidden.
That"s why. Can you just run it from there, Lynn, and I°11
explain them?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Yeah. (Inaudible.)

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Got the next one up.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Sorry about that.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: There you go.

MR. HAMMIT: Okay. Mr. Chairman, Item 11A, this
is on 1-8, Route 6 in the San Carlos preservation. It"s between

State Route 70 and State Route 170. It"s a pavement
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preservation project putting -- and adding some pavement
markers.

The low bid was $950,174 .97. The State"s
estimate was $777,221. The low bid was over the State"s
estimate by $173,953 .97, or 22.4 percent. In looking at the
differences, we had higher than expected for the cost to haul
the aggregates was higher than expected and also the traffic
control. He"d also underestimated the mobilization. After
review, the department believes the bid is responsible and
responsive and would recommend award to Southwest Slurry Seal,
Inc.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Do we have any questions for
Dallas? Do we have a motion?

MR. STRATTON: So moved.

MS. BEAVER: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: So we have a motion by Board
Member Stratton to accept and approve staff®s recommendation to
award the contract for Item 11A to Southwest Surry Seal, and we
have a second by the vice chair. Any further discussion?

All those in favor signify by saying "aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? 11A is passed.

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman --

MR. STRATTON: Mr. Chairman, if 1 may make a

comment. Being familiar with that area, that"s a highly
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traveled road by employees of the hospital and other such. In
the partnering meeting, you may want to suggest that all the
traffic is going to be switched to Highway 70 when this takes
place. So there®s going to be significant problems on Highway
70 from Globe to the turnoff to San Carlos. So I think in the
partnering meeting with DPS and contractor, those items need to
be mentioned. The traffic volume will go up the 82, go up
(inaudible) on 70, and the workers present on (inaudible) really
need to understand how much traffic is on that road so that
there®s no accidents.

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, Board Member Stratton,
we"ll make sure that happens.

Item 11B, this project is in the town of
Winkelman. This is a signing and striping project. The low bid
was $45,207. The State"s estimate was $58,467, leaving it under
the State"s estimate by $13,260 or 22.7 percent. We received
better-than-expected prices for the removal of the old signs and
traffic control. We did review the bid, and the department
believes that the bid is responsible and responsive and would
recommend award to AJP Electric.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any discussion by Board
members? Do we have a motion?

MR. HAMMOND: 1 recommend approval of Item 11B.

MR. CUTHBERTSON: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion to accept and
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approve staff"s recommendation to award the contract for item
11B to AJP Electric, Inc. Motion by Board Member Hammond,
second by Board Member Cuthbertson. Do we have any further
discussion?

Seeing none, all those in favor, signify by
saying "aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? Item 11B is
approved.

MR. HAMMIT: Item 11C, this is -- as the previous
were local projects, this is a local project in the city of
Glendale. 1t includes miscellaneous asphalt paving, curb and
gutter and sidewalk. The low bid was 485,000 even. The State"s
estimate was $394,711, leaving the estimate 90 thousand 289
thousand (sic) over the State"s estimate or 22.9 percent. |In
reviewing the bids, this area, it"s in more of a residential
area with limited access, which led to higher prices in bringing
in the aggregate base, the roadway excavation and mobilization.
After review, the department believes that the bid is
responsible and responsive and would recommend award to Visus
Engineering Construction, Inc.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Do we have a motion for --

MR. SELLERS: Move for approval.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion to accept and

approve staff"s recommendation to award the contract for Item
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11C to Visus Engineering Construction. Do we have a second?

MS. BEAVER: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a second by the vice
chair. We had the motion by Board Member Sellers, second by the
vice chair. And any further discussion? No further discussion.

All those in favor signify by saying "aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? 11C is approved.

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, Item 11D is in the
city of Eloy. This is a pavement marking rehab project. The
low bid was 200 -- excuse me -- $102,131. The State"s estimate
was 141,438, or $39,307 under the State"s estimate, or 27.8
percent. In talking with the contractor, they had higher
production rates which led to a lower price for the striping and
the pavement markers. In review, the department believes that
the bid is responsible and responsive and would recommend award
to Roadsafe Traffic Systems, Inc.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Okay. Do we have a motion?

MR. STRATTON: So moved.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Was that Stratton? We have
a --

MR. CUTHBERTSON: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: -- motion to accept and approve
staff"s recommendation to award the contract for Item 11D to

Roadsafe Traffic Systems by Board Member Stratton, and the
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second was -- was it Cuthbertson? Bill?
MS. BEAVER: Yes.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a second. Do we have
any further discussion?
Hearing not, all those in favor signify by saying
"aye."
BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? 11D is approved.
MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, Item 11E, this is a
pavement preservation project on Interstate 40, basically from
the junction of 93 going east. The low bid was $4,648,839.55.
The State"s estimate was $6,185,568.30, or $1,536,728.75 under
the State"s or 24.8 percent. The difference was in fuel prices.
When we called and checked prices for oil in December, it was
going for $575 a ton. In January it"s $350 a ton. We saw a big
change. Diesel was at wholesale levels. 130 -- excuse me --
$1.31. Went down to $1.04. So it was all on fuel and then
asphalt (inaudible) was the difference. After review, the
department believes the bid is responsible and responsive and
would recommend award to Fann Contracting, Inc.
MR. HAMMOND: 1*1l move approval.
MS. BEAVER: Second.
MR. HAMMOND: 1 want my name on that one.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: 1 was going to say, | sense a

trend here.
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We have a motion by Board Member Hammond to
accept and approve staff"s recommendation to award the contract
for Item 11E to Fann Contracting. We have a second by Vice
Chair Beaver. Any further discussion?

Seeing none, all those in favor signify by saying
“aye."

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? 11E is approved.

MR. HAMMIT: Mr. Chairman, Item 11F, another
project on Interstate 40. This is between US-93 and Seligman.
It"s a bridge deck rehab. Taking care of one of those bridges
Mike talked about earlier. The low bid was $5,823,729.72. The
State®s estimate was $5,227,559.94, or 569 thousand 169 thousand
dollars and 75 cents (sic), or 11.4 percent. The site is fairly
remote. The concrete had to be hauled in. The biggest
difference we saw was in the concrete item itself. After
reviewing the bids, the department does believe it was
reasonable and responsive and would recommend award to FNF
Contracting, Inc.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: So do we have a motion on ltem
11F?

MR. HAMMOND: Okay. 111 move.

MS. BEAVER: 1°I1 second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion by Board

Member Hammond to accept and approve staff"s recommendation to
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award the contract for Item 11F to FNF Construction, second by
Vice Chair Beaver. Do we have any further discussion?
Seeing none, all those in favor signify by saying
"aye."
BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? That is approved.
MR. HAMMIT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 1 thought
Mr. Hammond was only making motions for the ones that went under
the estimate.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Yeah, he is --
MR. HAMMIT: He is playing both sides.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: He"s stepping outside of his
comfort zone. He"s growing as a board member.
MR. HAMMIT: The last one | bring to you is Item
11G. This is on State Route 69 in the area of Dewey-Humboldt.
1 didn"t want to bring this one, because this adds one more
signal on my commute home, but it is needed. This is a traffic
signal installation.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Are you declaring a conflict of
interest?
MR. HAMMIT: No, no. 1I'm just --
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Okay. 1 just wanted to make
sure (inaudible).
MR. HAMMIT: (Inaudible.) The low bid was
$328,802.82. The State"s estimate was $404,998.79, or

Griffin & Associates, LLC
602.264.2230

© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N RN NN N DN P P P B PP PR R
g A W N P O © 0 N O O b~ W N P O

Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings - February 19, 2016

98

$76,195.97 under the State"s estimate, or 18.8 percent. As we
reviewed the bids, we saw better-than-expected prices in our
asphalt base, the electrical conduits, putting those in and the
pavement markings. In review, the department believes that the
bid is reasonable and responsive and would recommend award to
Roadway Electric.

MR. SELLERS: Move for approval of 11G.

MS. BEAVER: Second.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: We have a motion by Board
Member Sellers to accept and approve staff"s recommendation to
award the contract for Item 11G to Roadway Electric, Inc. We
have a second by Vice Chair Beaver. Do we have any further
discussion?

Seeing none, all those in favor signify by saying
"'aye.

BOARD MEMBERS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any opposed? 11G is approved.

MR. HAMMIT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Thank you, Dallas.

We®"Il1 move on to Item No. 12, which is
suggestions. Do any Board members have suggestions for items
they"d like to be placed either on future board meetings and/or
study sessions or the like?

MS. BEAVER: Chairman, 1 do.
CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Vice chair.
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MS. BEAVER: What 1 was reading on, you know, we
get the -- any kind of stuff that"s out in the newspapers and
that, and I was noticing about the accidents. 1 don"t know if
you happened to see that most recent that we got, but | was
wondering if there®s a breakdown as far as what precipitates the
accidents besides dust, you know, a distracted driver, drinking.

But one of the things that 1 took note of was the
fact that it was talking about -- and I think we could do it
pretty easily without too much expense, is post -- posting kind
of a reminder, sort of like, you know, don®"t drink and drive,
you know, back in the day when that was kind of getting started
up and using a designated driver and that. But is there some
way that we could do something that has to do with --

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: (Inaudible.)

MS. BEAVER: -- texting, no texting? So I would
just --

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: (Inaudible.)

MS. BEAVER: 1 don"t know what other issues, but
if there"s a way that we could look at what -- it was, like,

over 800 accidents in the state.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Mr. Chair, Mrs. Beaver, so as we
look out across the country, what"s happening out there --

MS. KUNZMAN: Director, do you want to maybe,
like, step up to the microphone? Because it"s -- | don"t think

it"s picking up. Do you mind?
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MR. HALIKOWSKI: (Inaudible.)

MS. KUNZMAN: 1Is this going to be like a
Jjailhouse confession?

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: She wants to get off the hot
seat and put you on.

MR. ROEHRICH: See, I thought, Michelle, you were
going to say, Mr. Chair, this was not on the agenda for
suggestion. Are you asking us to put this on the agenda so we
can discuss it? | guess that"s what | thought.

MS. BEAVER: Yeah.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: 1"m sorry. |1 thought you wanted
perhaps some ideas now, but we can --

MS. BEAVER: Well, 1 think more later, because it
isn"t on the agenda.

MR. ROEHRICH: Michelle, do you want to --

MS. KUNZMAN: Very -- boy, I don"t need to be
here anymore.

MS. BEAVER: Parliamentary procedure at its best,
right?

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: (lInaudible.)

MS. KUNZMAN: That was good.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: But let me -- so Deanna asked
two questions really. One was let"s get into the numbers.

MR. ROEHRICH: Right.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Because | had that same

Griffin & Associates, LLC
602.264.2230

Page 69 of 251




© 00 N o g B~ W N P

N N NN N DN P P P B P PP PP
g A W N P O © 0 N O O b~ W N B O

Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings - February 19, 2016

101

question is what is moving those numbers. Is it more vehicles
miles traveled, and therefore you"ve got more accidents? What"s
moving the numbers. Then based on what®s moving the numbers,
what is our reaction to, you know, what"s causing that movement
(inaudible).

MR. HALIKOWSKI: Yeah. 1 think as you look
across the country, you"re probably going to find two or three
factors that are prevalent; distracted driving being one,
fatigue being another, and certainly the impaired driver. And
then you see things following on down the line. Elderly folks
or young folks who are not well schooled in driving. So there®s
a number of different factors there, and what we can do is take
a look at our crash report forms and talk about some of the
statistics and numbers.

The difficulty we"ve always run into is that how
do you change people®s behavior? And no matter how many laws
you pass and things that you do, you need to have enforcement of
whatever it is you"re going to try to do to change behavior.

And whether that"s cell phone use or some other form of
distraction, trying to get the last ice cube out of the Slurpee
cup, | mean, there are many forms of distraction out there.

The impaired driver continues to plague us quite
a bit, because 65 percent of our wrong way crashes, that driver
is impaired on either alcohol, drugs or a combination of

different substances.
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So we"lIl try and put a report together for you,
Mr. Chairman, along with some of the countermeasures, but
essentially, it really comes down to what Board Member Beaver
has pointed out, education. It comes down somewhat to
engineering, which is unfortunate.

But then there"s this four E -- the fourth E 1
like to talk about. It really takes everyone. People have to
make a conscious decision to change their behavior and how
they"re driving. And a good example for me is always the Loop
101 where we"re doing construction out on the Loop 101, north
and south as we go through Scottsdale. We have a posted speed
limit of 55 miles an hour. We have shrunk those lanes down, 1
think, to 10 or 11 feet, and yet 1 could easily be doing 75 --
don®"t record that -- and 1°11 be passed by people doing 85 or 90
in that construction zone. And you can tell that"s dangerous.
The pavement is rough, and it"s not something that you want to
drive fast on, and yet people continue to ignore that.

So we"ve been in a lot of conversations with the
governor*"s office, highway safety and the Department of Public
Safety about these strategies to try and change driver behavior,
but it does take a unified approach of education, enforcement,
engineering, and then getting people to consciously change their
behavior, not get behind the wheel after they"ve had a few
drinks, not speed through construction zones, not answer the

phone or text when they"re driving. Our deputy engineer, Steve
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Boschen, has a phrase at the bottom of every text he sends. It
says, "'Sent while not driving."

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Very nice.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: So there are a number things,
and especially with our younger groups, we have to focus on is
that you can"t look at a cell phone, and you can"t be driving at
the same time.

MR. ROEHRICH: So Mr. Chair, in consideration of
that, 1 recommend if you want to have this as a topic for
further discussion, we bring in and we have a -- the discussion
on our Strategic Highway Safety Plan and the actions that we"re
taking in consideration of what we"re seeing with the accident
numbers.

MS. BEAVER: Okay.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Okay-

MS. BEAVER: Well -- excuse me, Chairman. It
just seemed like it -- this particular article, out of
trivalleycentral.com, anyway, it came through our communications
department, but it was talking about there was 881 fatalities
reported from the council in Arizona last year, which was a
significant increase from the 768 in 2014. So I'm -- I™m
thinking, wow. And then it was talking about how just little
things, and 1"m thinking, we have these overhead boards all over
the state now. If we could just put little reminders out there

in people®"s, you know, heads.
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MR. ROEHRICH: And we do. But I think we need to
agenda this so we can have that further discussion. We"re
getting very deep into --

MS. BEAVER: Yeah.

MR. ROEHRICH: -- a lot of actions and a lot of
discussions.

MR. HALIKOWSKI: One state on their message board
for texting and driving put up the message, "get your head out
of your apps."

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Yeah. That was pretty funny.

MR. SELLERS: Yeah. If I could, I°d just mention
quickly that at our Transportation Policy Committee meeting this
week at MAG, there was a -- an update on the DPS officer and the
TOC.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Right.

MR. SELLERS: And one of the points that was made

during that is that some of the accident increases because of

cheap fuel --

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Right.

MR. SELLERS: -- is causing people to drive a lot
more.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Steve, you“"ve got ideas.

MR. STRATTON: There"s an item that"s very
specific that 1°d like on the agenda. It may lead to another
discussion for the whole Board. It would be the railroad
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crossing at Highway 60 and Calle de Loma. However, having

attended these meetings quite some time, | don"t recall the

presentation. And Mike mentioned this earlier to the Board, on

the funding mechanisms and how a railroad crossing is funded and

selected. If the Board would like that, it would be a good
topic, I think.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: I think we"Il let --

MR. ROEHRICH: From Mr. Chair, Mr. Stratton,
absolutely. You said Highway 60 and what was it?

MR. STRATTON: Calle de Loma.

MR. ROEHRICH: Calle de Loma, okay.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Can you spell that?

MR. ROEHRICH: No. I can"t.

MR. STRATTON: C-a-l1-l1-e.

MR. ROEHRICH: No, that®"s okay. 1"m phonetically

doing Calle de Loma, and 1"m going to trust that Mike Kies has
the specifics.

MR. KIES: 1 think I got it.

MR. ROEHRICH: He"s the map.

CHAIRMAN LA RUE: Any other suggestions or items

on 12?

(End of excerpt.)
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Adjournment

A motion to adjourn the February 19, 2016 Board meeting was made by Jack Sellers and seconded by Bill
Cuthbertson. In a voice vote, the motion carries.

Meeting adjourned at 12:24 p.m. MST.

Joseph E. La Rue, Chairman
State Transportation Board

John S. Halikowski, Director
Arizona Department of Transportation
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-019

PROJECT: 040B CN 198 / M-951-6-801

HIGHWAY : SANTA FE AVE. — FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA
SECTION: Flagstaff Streets (Evergreen-Trax)
ROUTE NO.: State Route 40B

ENG. DIST.: Northcentral

COUNTY: Coconino

PARCELS: 3-1695, 3-1696, 3-1697, and 3-1700

REPORT AND RECOMMENDAT 10N

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD:

The Intermodal Transportation Division has made a thorough
investigation concerning the establishment of new right of way as
a state route and state highway for the improvement of a portion
of State Route 40B within the above referenced project.

The existing alignment was previously established as a state
route and state highway, designated U. S. Route 66 by Resolution
of the Arizona State Highway Commission, dated September 09,
1927, entered on Page 26 of its Official Minutes, and depicted on
its Official Map of State Routes and State Highways, iIncorporated
by reference therein. Additional right of way for location,
relocation and/or alteration was established by the Resolution
dated July 20, 1932, shown on Page 7 of the Official Minutes; by
the Resolution dated November 06, 1941, shown on Page 338 of the
Official Minutes; and by the Resolution dated July 09, 1945,
shown on Page 160 of the Official Minutes. Thereafter, the
designation of U. S. Route 66 was eliminated from all portions of
state highways in Coconino County by Arizona State Transportation
Board Resolution 84-10-A-65, dated October 26, 1984, which
simultaneously redesignated this segment as State Route Business
40. Resolution 94-12-A-66, dated December 16, 1994, designated
this portion of State Route 40B as an Arizona Historic Highway.
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RES. NO. 2016-04-A-019

PROJECT: 040B CN 198 / M-951-6-801

HIGHWAY : SANTA FE AVE. — FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA
SECTION: Flagstaff Streets (Evergreen-Trax)
ROUTE NO.: State Route 40B

ENG. DIST.: Northcentral

COUNTY: Coconino

PARCELS: 3-1695, 3-1696, 3-1697, and 3-1700

A donation of fee and easement right of way 1i1s now being
established encompassing recently completed deceleration / right
turn lanes for business access, sidewalk and a traffic signal
constructed by a developer under Permit from ADOT to enhance
convenience and safety for the traveling public. Accordingly, it
IS necessary to establish and acquire the new right of way as a
state route and state highway for this improvement project.

The new fee and easement right of way to be established and
acquired as a state route and state highway, including the
recently completed developer i1mprovements, 1s depicted 1iIn
Appendix “A” and delineated on maps and plans on TfTile in the
office of the State Engineer, Intermodal Transportation Division,
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled: “Right of Way Plan of the SANTA FE
AVE. — FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA (SR B-40), Flagstaff Streets, Project
M—951-6-801"".

In the interest of public safety, necessity and convenience, |
recommend that the new right of way depicted in Appendix “A” be
established as a state route and state highway.

I recommend the acquisition of the new right of way, pursuant to
Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-7092 and 28-7094, an estate
in fee, or such other interest as required, to include advance,
future and early acquisition, exchanges, donations or such other
interest as 1iIs required, including material for construction,
haul roads and various easements necessary fTor or incidental to
the 1mprovements as delineated on said maps and plans.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-019

PROJECT: 040B CN 198 / M-951-6-801

HIGHWAY : SANTA FE AVE. — FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA
SECTION: Flagstaff Streets (Evergreen-Trax)
ROUTE NO.: State Route 40B

ENG. DIST.: Northcentral

COUNTY: Coconino

PARCELS: 3-1695, 3-1696, 3-1697, and 3-1700

I further recommend the i1mmediate establishment of existing
county, town and city roadways into the state highway system as a
state route and state highway which are necessary for or
incidental to the i1mprovement as delineated on said maps and
plans, to be effective upon signing of this recommendation. This
resolution i1s considered the conveying document for such existing
county, town and city roadways and no Tfurther conveyance 1Iis
legally required.

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7046, 1 recommend
the adoption of a resolution making this recommendation
effective.

Respectfully submitted,

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director
Arizona Department of Transportation
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
205 South 17th Avenue

R/W Titles Section, MD 612E

Phoenix, AZ 85007-3212

April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-019

PROJECT: 040B CN 198 / M-951-6-801

HIGHWAY : SANTA FE AVE. — FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA
SECTION: Flagstaff Streets (Evergreen-Trax)
ROUTE NO.: State Route 40B

ENG. DIST.: Northcentral

COUNTY: Coconino

PARCELS: 3-1695, 3-1696, 3-1697, and 3-1700

RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director of the Arizona Department of
Transportation, on April 15, 2016, presented and filed with the
Arizona State Transportation Board his written report under
Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7046, recommending the
establishment and acquisition of new right of way as a state
route and state highway for the improvement of a portion of State
Route 40B, as set forth in the above referenced project.

A donation of fee and easement right of way 1i1s now being
established encompassing recently completed deceleration / right
turn lanes for business access, sidewalk and a traffic signal
constructed by a developer under Permit from ADOT to enhance
convenience and safety for the traveling public. Accordingly, it
IS necessary to establish and acquire the new right of way as a
state route and state highway for this improvement project.

The new right of way to be established as a state route and state
highway and acquired for this improvement is depicted in Appendix
“A” and delineated on maps and plans on file iIn the office of the
State Engineer, Intermodal Transportation Division, Phoenix,
Arizona, entitled: “Right of Way Plan of the SANTA FE AVE. -
FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA (SR B-40), Flagstaff Streets, Project M-951-
6-801"".
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-019

PROJECT: 040B CN 198 / M-951-6-801

HIGHWAY : SANTA FE AVE. — FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA
SECTION: Flagstaff Streets (Evergreen-Trax)
ROUTE NO.: State Route 40B

ENG. DIST.: Northcentral

COUNTY: Coconino

PARCELS: 3-1695, 3-1696, 3-1697, and 3-1700

WHEREAS establishment as a state route and state highway, and
acquisition of the new right of way as an estate in fee, or such
other interest as required, 1Is necessary for this improvement,
with authorization pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections
28-7092 and 28-7094, to include advance, fTuture and early
acquisition, exchanges and donations, including material for
construction, haul roads and various easements In any property
necessary for or incidental to the improvements as delineated on
said maps and plans; and

WHEREAS because of these premises, this Board finds public
safety, necessity and convenience require the recommended
establishment and acquisition of the new right of way as a state
route and state highway needed for this improvement; and

WHEREAS the existing county, town or city roadways as delineated
on said maps and plans are hereby established as a state route
and state highway by this resolution action and that no further
conveying document is required; therefore, be it

RESOLVED that the recommendation of the Director is adopted and
made part of this resolution; be i1t further

RESOLVED that the right of way depicted in Appendix “A” is hereby
designated a state route and state highway, to iInclude any
existing county, town or city roadways necessary fTor or
incidental to the improvements as delineated on said maps and
plans; be it further
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-019

PROJECT: 040B CN 198 / M-951-6-801

HIGHWAY : SANTA FE AVE. — FLAGSTAFF URBAN AREA
SECTION: Flagstaff Streets (Evergreen-Trax)
ROUTE NO.: State Route 40B

ENG. DIST.: Northcentral

COUNTY: Coconino

PARCELS: 3-1695, 3-1696, 3-1697, and 3-1700

RESOLVED that the Director 1is hereby authorized to acquire by
lawful means, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-
7092 and 28-7094, an estate iIn fee, or such other interest as
required, to include advance, future and early acquisition,
exchanges and donations, including material for construction,
haul roads and various easements in any property necessary for or
incidental to the improvements as delineated on said maps and
plans; be 1t further

RESOLVED that written notice be provided to the County Board of
Supervisors iIn accordance with Arizona Revised Statute 28-7043,
and to the affected governmental jurisdictions for whose local
existing roadways are being immediately established as a state
route and state highway herein; be i1t further

RESOLVED that the Director secure an appraisal of the property to
be acquired and that necessary parties be compensated — with the
exception of any existing county, town or city roadways being
immediately established herein as a state route and state
highway .
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 107-13-010
Appendix ‘A’
#11294
2/8/2016

A parcel of land lying within the northeast quarter of Section 14, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of
the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, as delineated on plans on file in the Office
of the State Engineer, intermodal Transportation Division, Arizona Department of Transportation,
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled Right-of-Way Plans, Santa Fe Avenue — Flagstaff Urban Area, Flagstaff
Streets, Project M-951-6-801 (SR B-40) and as shown on Instrument Number 3701458, Official Records
of Coconino County, described as follows:

Commencing at the east quarter corner of said Section 14 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans and
as shown on Instrument Number 3701458, from which the Northeast Corner of said Section 14 bears
North 00°23'15" West, (Basis of Bearing), 2670.69 feet per said Recorded Instrument Number 3701458,
Thence along the East Line of said Section 14, North 00°23'15" West, 122.81 feet;

Thence leaving said East Line, South 89°36'45" West, 546.77 feet to the Existing Southeasterly Right-of-
Way Line of State Route 40B (Old U.S. 66) at 45.00 feet Right of the Construction and Survey Center
Line, Station 2377+82.97 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans, being the POINT OF
BEGINNING;

Thence along said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, North 35°26'19" East, 182.58 feet;

Thence continuing along said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, North 41°25'16" East, 103.26
feet;

Thence continuing along said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, North 36°40'02" East, 90.48 feet;
Thence leaving said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, South 32°29'32" East, 18.99 feet;

Thence South 35°59'51" West, 70.19 feet;

Thence South 78°01'43" West, 17.66 feet;

Thence South 36°15'12" West, 180.30 feet;

Thence South 43°36'47" West, 106.21 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;

Containing 4,697 square feet (0.11 acres), more or less.
See Appendix ‘A’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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APPENDIX A’ NE COR

A PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 14, TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, SEC 14
RANGE 7 EAST, GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN,
CITY OF FLAGSTAFF, COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA g

SC 2383+64.69— /
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THIS EXHIBIT DOES NOT REPRESENT THE RESULTS OF
A BOUNDARY SURVEY AND SHOULD NOT BE
CONSTRUED AS ONE. ITS SOLE PURPOSE IS TO
DEPICT THE LOCATION OF THE AREA DESCRIBED.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 107-13-010
Appendix ‘A’
#11294
2/8/2016

A parcel of land lying within the southeast quarter of Section 14, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of
the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, as delineated on plans on file in the Office
of the State Engineer, intermodal Transportation Division, Arizona Department of Transportation,
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled Right-of-Way Plans, Santa Fe Avenue — Flagstaff Urban Area, Flagstaff
Streets, Project M-951-6-801 (SR B-40) and as shown on Instrument Number 3701458, Official Records
of Coconino County, described as follows:

Commencing at the east quarter corner of said Section 14 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans and
as shown on Instrument Number 3701458, from which the Northeast Corner of said Section 14 bears
North 00°23'15" West, (Basis of Bearing), 2670.69 feet per said Recorded Instrument Number 3701458;
Thence along the East Line of said Section 14, North 00°23'15" West, 122.81 feet;

Thence leaving said East Line, South 89°36'45" West, 546.77 feet to the Existing Southeasterly Right-of-
Way Line of State Route 40B (O1d U.S. 66) at 45.00 feet Right of the Construction and Survey Center
Line, Station 2377+82.97 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans;

Thence along said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, South 35°26'19" West, 220.63 feet to a
point 45.00 feet Right of the Construction and Survey Center Line, Station 2375+62.34 as delineated on
said Right-of-Way Plans, being the POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence leaving said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, South 09°29'27" East, 41.58 feet;
Thence South 26°39'43" West, 55.60 feet;

Thence South 73°29"25" West, 36.00 feet;

Thence South 35°31'17" West, 213.36 feet;

Thence South 43° 32'49" West, 108.82 feet to a point on said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line;
Thence along said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, North 35°26'19" East, 433.84 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING;

Containing 7,170 square feet (0.16 acres), more or less.

See Appendix ‘A’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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3.9 NE COR
APPENDIX A SEC 14
A PORTION OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 14,
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 7 EAST
GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN,

Ao

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF, COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 107-12-003
Appendix ‘A’
#11294
2/8/2016

A parcel of land lying within the southeast quarter of Section 14, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of
the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, as delineated on plans on file in the Office
of the State Engineer, intermodal Transportation Division, Arizona Department of Transportation,
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled Right-of-Way Plans, Santa Fe Avenue — Flagstaff Urban Area, Flagstaff
Streets, Project M-951-6-801 (SR B-40) and as described in Book 1138, Page 591, Official Records of
Coconino County, described as follows:

Commencing at the east quarter corner of said Section 14 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans and
as shown on Instrument Number 3701458, from which the Northeast Corner of said Section 14 bears
North 00°23'15" West (Basis of Bearing), 2670.69 feet per said Recorded Instrument Number 3701458;

Thence along the calculated East-West Mid-Section Line of said Section 14, North 89°18'14" West,
733.50 feet to the Existing Northwesterly Right-of-Way Line of State Route 40B (Old U.S. 66) at 40.00
feet Left of the Construction and Survey Center Line, Station 2375+87.11 as calculated per said
Instrument Number 3701458, and Station 2375+90.12 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans and per
Book 10, Page 54 of Promiscuous Records of Coconino County;

Thence along said Existing Northwesterly Right-of-Way line, South 35°26'19" West, 104.24 feet;

Thence North 54°33'41" West, 10.00 feet to a the Existing Northwesterly Right-of-Way Line of State
Route 40B (O1d U.S. 66) at 50.00 feet Left of the Construction and Survey Center Line, Station
2374+82.67 as calculated per said Instrument Number 3701458, and Station 2374+85.70 as delineated on
said Right-of-Way Plans and per Book 9, Page 166 of Promiscuous Records of Coconino County, being
the POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence continuing along said Existing Northwesterly Right-of-Way line, South 35°26'19" West, 12.37
feet;

Thence leaving said Existing Northwesterly Right-of-Way line, North 09°15'02" West, 17.91 feet to the
Existing Southwesterly Right-of-Way line of First Street, formerly Pine Street as shown on the Addition
of Blocks 11-14 to Sunnyside Subdivision, File 1, Map 24, Official Records of Coconino County;
Thence along said Existing Southwesterly Right-of-Way line, South 54°33'41" East, 12.60 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING;

Containing 80 square feet, more or less.

See Appendix ‘A’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756, /i N
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az xi  AARON D.
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PR NE COR
APPENDIX "A SEC 14
A PORTION OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 14,
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 7 EAST
GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN,
CITY OF FLAGSTAFF, COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 107-04-017
Appendix ‘A’
#11294
2/8/2016

A parcel of land lying within the southeast quarter of Section 14, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of
the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, as delineated on plans on file in the Office
of the State Engineer, intermodal Transportation Division, Arizona Department of Transportation,
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled Right-of-Way Plans, Santa Fe Avenue — Flagstaff Urban Area, Flagstaff
Streets, Project M-951-6-801 (SR B-40) and as described in Instrument Number 3116798, Official
Records of Coconino County, described as follows:

Commencing at the east quarter corner of said Section 14 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans and
as shown on Instrument Number 3701458, from which the Northeast Corner of said Section 14 bears
North 00°23'15" West (Basis of Bearing), 2670.69 feet per said Recorded Instrument Number 3701458;

Thence along the calculated East-West Mid-Section Line of said Section 14, North 89°18'14" West,
733.50 feet to the Existing Northwesterly Right-of-Way Line of State Route 40B (Old U.S. 66) at 40.00
feet Left of the Construction and Survey Center Line, Station 2375+87.11 as calculated per said
Instrument Number 3701458, and Station 2375+90.12 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans and per
Book 10, Page 54 of Promiscuous Records of Coconino County;

Thence along said Existing Northwesterly Right-of-Way line, South 35°26'19" West, 22.33 feet, being the
POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence continuing along said Existing Northwesterly Right-of-Way line, South 35°26'19" West, 22.09
feet to the Existing Northeasterly Right-of-Way line of First Street, formerly Pine Street as shown on the
Addition of Blocks 11-14 to Sunnyside Subdivision, File 1, Map 24, Official Records of Coconino
County;

Thence along said Existing Northeasterly Right-of-Way line, North 54°33'41" West, 22.41 feet;

Thence leaving said Existing Northeasterly Right-of-Way line, North 80°51'01" East, 31.47 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING;

Containing 248 square feet, more or less.

See Appendix ‘A’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az,
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a0 NE COR
APPENDIX "A SEC 14
A PORTION OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 14,
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 7 EAST
GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN,
CITY OF FLAGSTAFF, COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
LOT 3, THE TRAX-PHASE I
Appendix ‘A’

#11294
2/8/2016

A parcel of land lying within the northeast quarter of Section 14, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of
the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, as delineated on plans on file in the Office
of the State Engineer, intermodal Transportation Division, Arizona Department of Transportation,
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled Right-of-Way Plans, Santa Fe Avenue — Flagstaff Urban Area, Flagstaff
Streets, Project M-951-6-801 (SR B-40), said parcel being a portion of ‘Lot 3 as shown on Instrument
Number 3725884, Final Plat of the Trax — Phase I, Official Records of Coconino County, described as
follows:

Commencing at the east quarter corner of said Section 14 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans and
as shown on Instrument Number 3725884, from which the Northeast Corner of said Section 14 bears
North 00°23'15" West, (Basis of Bearing), 2670.69 feet per said Recorded Instrument Number 3725884
Thence along the East Line of said Section 14, North 00°23'15" West, 122.81 feet;

Thence leaving said East Line, South 89°36'45" West, 546.77 feet to the Existing Southeasterly Right-of-
Way Line of State Route 40B (Old U.S. 66) at 45.00 feet Right of the Construction and Survey Center
Line, Station 2377+82.97 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans;

Thence leaving said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, and along the Existing Southeasterly line
of Tract ‘C’ per said Recorded Instrument Number 3725884, North 43°36'47" East, 106.21 feet to a point
61.10 feet Right of the Construction and Survey Center Line, Station 2378+88.13 as delineated on said
Right-of-Way Plans, being the POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence leaving said Existing Southeasterly line of Tract ‘C’, North 43°36'47" East, 40.81 feet;

Thence North 30°04'50" East, 48.69 feet to a point on said Existing Southeasterly line of Tract ‘C’;
Thence along said Existing Southeasterly line of Tract ‘C’, South 03°14'53" West, 88.88 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING;

Containing 232.5 square feet (0.005 acres), more or less.

See Appendix ‘A’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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APPENDIX A’ NE COR

A PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 14, TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, SEC 14
RANGE 7 EAST, GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN,
CITY OF FLAGSTAFF, COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA v g
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 107-13-014
Appendix ‘A’
#11294
1/26/2016

A parcel of land lying within the southeast quarter of Section 14, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of
the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, as delineated on plans on file in the Office
of the State Engineer, intermodal Transportation Division, Arizona Department of Transportation,
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled Right-of-Way Plans, Santa Fe Avenue — Flagstaff Urban Area, Flagstaff
Streets, Project M-951-6-801 (SR B-40) and as shown on Instrument Number 3725884, Official Records
of Coconino County, described as follows:

Commencing at the east quarter corner of said Section 14 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans and
as shown on Instrument Number 3725884, from which the Northeast Corner of said Section 14 bears
North 00°23'15" West, (Basis of Bearing), 2670.69 feet per said Recorded Instrument Number 3701458;
Thence along the East Line of said Section 14, North 00°23'15" West, 122 .81 feet;

Thence leaving said East Line, South 89°36'45" West, 546.77 feet to the Existing Southeasterly Right-of-
Way Line of State Route 40B (Old U.S. 66) at 45.00 feet Right of the Construction and Survey Center
Line, Station 2377+82.97 as delineated on said Right-of-Way Plans;

Thence along said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, South 35°26'19" West, 220.63 feet to a
point 45.00 feet Right of the Construction and Survey Center Line, Station 2375+62.34 as delineated on
said Right-of-Way Plans,

Thence leaving said Existing Southeasterly Right-of-Way line, and along the easterly line of Tract ‘B’ per
Recorded Instrument Number 3725884, South 09°29'27" East, 41.58 feet;

Thence continuing along said easterly line of Tract ‘B’, South 26°39'43" West, 21.42 feet to the
northeasterly corner of Lot 1 per Recorded Instrument Number 3725884, being the POINT OF
BEGINNING;

Thence along the northeasterly line of said Lot 1, South 56°37'35" East, 18.51 feet;

Thence leaving said northeasterly line of said Lot 1, South 33°2225" West, 48.90 feet;

Thence North 56°37'35" West, 27.12 feet to a point on said easterly line of said Tract ‘B’;
Thence along said easterly line of said Tract ‘B’, North 73°29'25" East, 19.55 feet;
Thence continuing along said easterly line of said Tract ‘B, North 26°39'43" East, 34.18 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING;
Containing 872 square feet (0.020 acres), more or less.

See Appendix ‘A’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az,
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APPENDIX A’ NE COR

A PORTION OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 14, SEC 14
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 7 EAST
GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN,
CITY OF FLAGSTAFF, COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-020

PROJECT: 347 PN 000 H2778 02R / RS-347(10)
HIGHWAY : MARICOPA ROAD

SECTION: Jct. S.R. 84 — Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: State Route 347

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Pinal

PARCEL: 11-0953

REPORT AND RECOMMENDAT 10N

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD:

The Intermodal Transportation Division has made a thorough
investigation concerning the establishment of new right of way as
a state route and state highway for the improvement of State
Route 347 within the above referenced project.

The existing alignment was previously adopted and approved as the
State Route Preliminary Transportation Corridor for Maricopa Road
by Arizona State Transportation Board Resolution 89-04-A-32,
dated April 21, 1989, which designated the alignment as State
Route 347 in Maricopa and Pinal Counties. The route was
thereafter established as a state highway by Resolution 97-05-A-
031, dated May 16, 1997.

A donation of drainage easement right of way 1iIs now being
established to encompass recently completed highway drainage
facilities, constructed by the City of Maricopa under Permit from
ADOT to enhance convenience and safety for the traveling public.
Accordingly, i1t iIs necessary to establish and acquire the new
right of way as a state route and state highway for this
improvement project.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-020

PROJECT: 347 PN 000 H2778 02R / RS-347(10)
HIGHWAY : MARICOPA ROAD

SECTION: Jct. S.R. 84 — Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: State Route 347

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Pinal

PARCEL: 11-0953

The new right of way to be established and acquired as a state
route and state highway for necessary improvements is depicted iIn
Appendix “A” and delineated on maps and plans on TfTile in the
office of the State Engineer, Intermodal Transportation Division,
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled: “Right of Way Plan of the MARICOPA
ROAD (S-R. 347), Jct. S.R. 84 - Maricopa, Project 347 PN 000
H2778 02R / RS-347(10)”.

In the interest of public safety, necessity and convenience, |
recommend that the new right of way depicted in Appendix “A” be
established as a state route and state highway.

I recommend the acquisition of the new right of way, pursuant to
Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-7092 and 28-7094, an estate
in fee, or such other interest as required, to include advance,
future and early acquisition, exchanges, donations or such other
interest as 1iIs required, including material for construction,
haul roads and various easements necessary fTor or iIncidental to
the 1mprovements as delineated on said maps and plans.

I further recommend the i1mmediate establishment of existing
county, town and city roadways into the state highway system as a
state route and state highway which are necessary for or
incidental to the i1mprovement as delineated on said maps and
plans, to be effective upon signing of this recommendation. This
resolution i1s considered the conveying document for such existing
county, town and city roadways and no Tfurther conveyance 1Is
legally required.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-020

PROJECT : 347 PN 000 H2778 02R / RS-347(10)

HIGHWAY : MARICOPA ROAD

SECTION: Jct. S.R. 84 — Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: State Route 347

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Pinal

PARCEL: 11-0953

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7046, 1 recommend

the adoption of a vresolution making this recommendation
effective.

Respectfully submitted,

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director
Arizona Department of Transportation
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
205 South 17th Avenue

R/W Titles Section, MD 612E

Phoenix, AZ 85007-3213

April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04—-A-020

PROJECT: 347 PN 000 H2778 02R / RS-347(10)
HIGHWAY : MARICOPA ROAD

SECTION: Jct. S.R. 84 — Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: State Route 347

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Pinal

PARCEL: 11-0953

RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director of the Arizona Department of
Transportation, on April 15, 2016, presented and filed with the
Arizona State Transportation Board his written report under
Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7046, recommending the
establishment and acquisition of new right of way as a state
route and state highway for the iImprovement of State Route 347,
as set forth iIn the above referenced project.

A donation of drainage easement right of way 1iIs now being
established to encompass recently completed highway drainage
facilities, constructed by the City of Maricopa under Permit from
ADOT to enhance convenience and safety for the traveling public.
Accordingly, i1t iIs necessary to establish and acquire the new
right of way as a state route and state highway for this
improvement project.

The new right of way to be established as a state route and state
highway and acquired for this improvement is depicted in Appendix
“A” and delineated on maps and plans on file iIn the office of the
State Engineer, Intermodal Transportation Division, Phoenix,
Arizona, entitled: “Right of Way Plan of the MARICOPA ROAD (S-R.
347), Jct. S.R. 84 - Maricopa, Project 347 PN 000 H2778 O2R / RS-
347(10)”.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-020

PROJECT: 347 PN 000 H2778 02R / RS-347(10)
HIGHWAY : MARICOPA ROAD

SECTION: Jct. S.R. 84 — Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: State Route 347

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Pinal

PARCEL: 11-0953

WHEREAS establishment as a state route and state highway, and
acquisition of the new right of way as an estate in fee, or such
other interest as required, 1Is necessary for this improvement,
with authorization pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections
28-7092 and 28-7094, to include advance, fTuture and early
acquisition, exchanges and donations, including material for
construction, haul roads and various easements In any property
necessary for or incidental to the improvements as delineated on
said maps and plans; and

WHEREAS because of these premises, this Board finds public
safety, necessity and convenience require the recommended
establishment and acquisition of the new right of way as a state
route and state highway needed for this improvement; and

WHEREAS the existing county, town or city roadways as delineated
on said maps and plans are hereby established as a state route
and state highway by this resolution action and that no further
conveying document is required; therefore, be it

RESOLVED that the recommendation of the Director is adopted and
made part of this resolution; be i1t further

RESOLVED that the right of way depicted in Appendix “A” is hereby
designated a state route and state highway, to iInclude any
existing county, town or city roadways necessary fTor or
incidental to the improvements as delineated on said maps and
plans; be it further
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-020

PROJECT: 347 PN 000 H2778 02R / RS-347(10)
HIGHWAY : MARICOPA ROAD

SECTION: Jct. S.R. 84 — Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: State Route 347

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Pinal

PARCEL: 11-0953

RESOLVED that the Director 1is hereby authorized to acquire by
lawful means, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-
7092 and 28-7094, an estate iIn fee, or such other interest as
required, to include advance, future and early acquisition,
exchanges and donations, including material for construction,
haul roads and various easements in any property necessary for or
incidental to the improvements as delineated on said maps and
plans; be 1t further

RESOLVED that written notice be provided to the County Board of
Supervisors iIn accordance with Arizona Revised Statute 28-7043,
and to the affected governmental jurisdictions for whose local
existing roadways are being immediately established as a state
route and state highway herein.
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APPENDIX

"A"
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APPENDIX "A"

Legal Description

That portion of the West half of the Northwest quarter (WXNWY)
of Section 34, Township 4 South, Range 3 East, Gila and Salt
River Meridian, Pinal County, Arizona, described as follows:
Commencing at a PK nail with no identification marking the
Northwest corner of said Section 34, being North 00°06'47" West
2631.71 feet from a PK nail with no identification marking the
West quarter corner of said Section 34;

thence along the North line of said Section 34 South 89°54745"
East 128.86 feet to the existing easterly right of way line of
State Route 347 (MARICOPA ROAD) (John Wayne Parkway);

thence along said existing easterly right of way line of State
Route 347 South 00°40’57” East 618.69 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING;

thence North 89°19'03” East 17.00 feet;

thence South 00°40’'57” East 25.32 feet;

thence South 12°28’'19” East 107.68 feet;

thence South 00°40’57” East 295.00 feet;

thence along a curve to the Left having a radius of 90.00 feet,
a length of 47.08 feet;

thence South 30°39’'07"” East 128.05 feet;
thence South 00°40’'57" East 245.67 feet;
thence South 29°18’' 05”7 West 127.97 feet;

thence along a curve to the Left having a radius of 90.00 feet,
a length of 47.10 feet;

thence South 00°40’'57” East 158.31 feet;

(continued)
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thence South 10°05’12” East 349.39 feet;
thence South 00°40’'57” East 48.26 feet;

thence along a curve to the Right having a radius of 135.09
feet, a length of 44.02 feet;

thence from a Local Tangent Bearing of South 17°59'21" West
along a curve to the Left having a radius of 130.91 feet, a
length of 42.66 feet;

thence South 00°40'57” East 124.44 feet;

thence along a curve to the Left having a radius of 130.91 feet,
a length of 42.66 feet;

thence from a Local Tangent Bearing of South 19°21’15" East
along a curve to the Right having a radius of 135.09 feet, a
length of 44.02 feet;

thence South 00°40’57” East 144.65 feet;

thence North 63°25'28" West 67.42 feet;

thence South 89°50’'24” West 46.16 feet to said existing easterly
right of way line of State Route 347;

thence along said existing easterly right of way line of State
Route 347 North 00°40’'57" West 1395.86 feet;

thence continuing along said existing easterly right of way line
North 89°19/03” East 10.00 feet;

thence continuing along said existing easterly right of way line
of State Route 347 North 00°40’57" West 546.62 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING.

Resolution 2016-04-A-020 -- April 15, 2016
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-021

PROJECT: 010 MA 149 H8768 / 010-C(213)S
HIGHWAY : PHOENIX — CASA GRANDE

SECTION: Maricopa Tl — SR 202L

ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATI0ON

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD:

The Intermodal Transportation Division has made a thorough
investigation concerning the establishment and improvement of
Interstate Route 10 within the above referenced project.

The existing alignment was recommended for inclusion within the
National System of Interstate Highways as a preliminary east-west
corridor through the state by Resolution of the Arizona State
Highway Commission, dated June 08, 1945, as entered on Page 70 of
its Official Minutes; and the Resolution dated May 02, 1957,
shown on Page 155 of the Official Minutes declared interstate
highways throughout Arizona to be controlled access highways.
The segment running between Broadway Road and Southern Avenue was
established as a controlled access state highway in Resolution
61-78, dated November 15, 1960, under Project 1-10-3. Additional
right of way for redesign of the project was established as a
controlled access state highway by Resolution 62-72, dated
January 26, 1962. Thereafter, additional right of way for
improvement of said highway was established as a controlled
access state highway by Resolution 63-74, dated November 22, 1963
for Project 1-10-3(22)152. Over the years, additional rights of
way have been established as a controlled access state route
and/or state highway along this segment of Interstate Route 10,
the Maricopa Tl — SR 202L Section of the Phoenix — Casa Grande
Highway, by various Resolutions of the State Highway Commission,
and thereafter, the Arizona State Transportation Board, which
include numerous recent advance acquisitions TfTor the above
referenced improvement project.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-021

PROJECT: 010 MA 149 H8768 / 010-C(213)S
HIGHWAY : PHOENIX — CASA GRANDE

SECTION: Maricopa Tl — SR 202L

ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

New right of way is now needed for widening iImprovements to
accommodate increased traffic capacity and enhance convenience
and safety for the traveling public. Accordingly, 1t 1is
necessary to establish and acquire the new right of way as a
state route and that access be controlled as necessary for this
improvement project.

The new right of way to be established as a state route and
acquired Tfor this improvement, to 1include access control as
necessary, is depicted in Appendix “A” and delineated on maps and
plans on file in the office of the State Engineer, Intermodal

Transportation Division, Phoenix, Arizona, entitled: “Pre-Final
Design Concept Report, dated January, 2016, Interstate 10 Near-
Term Improvements, SR 143 - SR 202L, Santan/South Mountain,

Project 010 MA 153 H8768 / 010-C(213)S™.

In the interest of public safety, necessity and convenience, |
recommend that the new right of way depicted in Appendix “A” be
established and iImproved as a state route and that access be
controlled, and that the new right of way shall be established as
a state highway prior to construction.

I further recommend the acquisition of the new right of way
pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-7092 and 28-
7094, an estate iIn fee, or such other interest as required,
including advance, future and early acquisition, access control,
exchanges donations, and material for construction, haul roads
and various easements necessary TfTor or incidental to the
improvements as delineated on said maps and plans.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04-A-021

PROJECT: 010 MA 149 H8768 / 010-C(213)S

HIGHWAY : PHOENIX — CASA GRANDE

SECTION: Maricopa Tl — SR 202L

ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7046, 1 recommend

the adoption of a resolution making this recommendation
effective.

Respectfully submitted,

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director
Arizona Department of Transportation

Page 107 of 251



ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
205 South 17th Avenue

R/W Titles Section, MD 612E

Phoenix, AZ 85007-3212

April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-021

PROJECT: 010 MA 149 H8768 / 010-C(213)S
HIGHWAY : PHOENIX — CASA GRANDE

SECTION: Maricopa Tl — SR 202L

ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director of the Arizona Department of
Transportation, on April 15, 2016, presented and filed with the
Arizona State Transportation Board his written report under
Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7046, recommending the
establishment and acquisition of new right of way for the
improvement of Interstate Route 10, as set forth in the above
referenced project.

New right of way is now needed for widening iImprovements to
accommodate increased traffic capacity and enhance convenience
and safety for the traveling public. Accordingly, 1t 1is
necessary to establish and acquire the new right of way as a
state route and that access be controlled as necessary for this
improvement project.

The new right of way to be established as a state route and
acquired Tfor this iImprovement, to 1include access control as
necessary, is depicted in Appendix “A” and delineated on maps and
plans on file in the office of the State Engineer, Intermodal

Transportation Division, Phoenix, Arizona, entitled: “Pre-Final
Design Concept Report, dated January, 2016, Interstate 10 Near-
Term Improvements, SR 143 - SR 202L, Santan/South Mountain,

Project 010 MA 153 H8768 / 010-C(213)S™.

Page 108 of 251



April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-021

PROJECT: 010 MA 149 H8768 / 010-C(213)S
HIGHWAY : PHOENIX — CASA GRANDE

SECTION: Maricopa Tl — SR 202L

ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

WHEREAS establishment as a state route, and acquisition of the
new right of way as an estate in fee, or such other interest as
required, iIs necessary for this improvement, with authorization
pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-7092 and 28-7094
to include advance, future and early acquisition, access control,
exchanges, donations and material for construction, haul roads
and various easements in any property necessary for or incidental
to the improvements, as delineated on said maps and plans; and

WHEREAS because of these premises, this Board finds public
safety, necessity and convenience require the recommended
establishment and acquisition of the new right of way needed for
this Improvement and that access to the highway be controlled as
delineated on the maps and plans; therefore, be it

RESOLVED that the recommendation of the Director is adopted and
made part of this resolution; be it further

RESOLVED that the new right of way as depicted in Appendix “A” is
hereby designated a controlled access state route, and that the
new right of way shall be established as a state highway prior to
construction, and that ingress and egress to and from the highway
and to and from abutting, adjacent, or other lands be denied,
controlled or regulated as 1indicated by the maps and plans.
Where no access is shown, none will be allowed to exist; be it
further
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016-04-A-021

PROJECT: 010 MA 149 H8768 / 010-C(213)S
HIGHWAY : PHOENIX — CASA GRANDE

SECTION: Maricopa Tl — SR 202L

ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

RESOLVED that the Director 1is hereby authorized to acquire by
lawful means pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-
7092 and 28-7094, an estate iIn fee, or such other interest as
required, to iInclude advance, future and early acquisition,
access control, exchanges, donations and material for
construction, haul roads, and various easements in any property
necessary for or incidental to the improvements as delineated on
said maps and plans; be it further

RESOLVED that the Director secure an appraisal of the property to
be acquired and that necessary parties be compensated. Upon
failure to acquire said lands by other lawful means, the Director
is authorized to initiate condemnation proceedings.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A—-022

PROJECT: 010 MA 127 HO888 O01R / 1-10-2(33)
HIGHWAY : EHRENBERG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Perryville Rd. — Bullard Ave.
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

DISPOSAL: D-M-222-A

REPORT AND RECOMMENDAT 10N

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD:

The Intermodal Transportation Division has made a thorough
investigation concerning the disposal of a portion of a highway
drainage easement for right of way originally acquired for use
within the above referenced project.

The existing alignment was recommended for inclusion within the
National System of Interstate Highways as a preliminary east-west
corridor through the state by Resolution of the Arizona State
Highway Commission, dated June 08, 1945, as entered on Page 70 of
its Official Minutes; and the Resolution dated May 02, 1957,
shown on Page 155 of the Official Minutes declared interstate
highways throughout Arizona to be controlled access highways.
The alignment of this segment, known as the Papago West Freeway,
was established as a state route and designhated Interstate Route
10 by Resolution 65-25, dated April 02, 1965, and was thereafter
established as a controlled access state route and state highway
under the above referenced Project 1-10-2(33) by Arizona State
Transportation Board Resolution 75-14-A-51 of September 05, 1975.
Additional rights of way for improvements were established as a
controlled access state route iIn Resolution 2007-12-A-077, dated
December 21, 2007, and as a controlled access state route and
state highway in Resolution 2009-02-A-011 of February 20, 2009,
which was subsequently amended due to design change by Resolution
2009-04-A-019 of April 17, 2009. Most recently, additional right
of way for a drainage facility adjacent to the subject property
now being vacated and extinguished herein was established as a
state highway by Resolution 2011-04-A-029, dated April 15, 2011.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A—-022

PROJECT: 010 MA 127 HO888 O01R / 1-10-2(33)
HIGHWAY : EHRENBERG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Perryville Rd. — Bullard Ave.
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

DISPOSAL: D-M-222-A

Said portion of highway drainage easement right of way 1s no
longer required iIn the State Transportation System, nor will it
necessarily be used for public highway purposes. Accordingly, 1
recommend that said portion of highway drainage easement right of
way be removed from the State Transportation System by vacation
and extinguishment thereof.

The portion of highway drainage easement right of way to be
vacated and extinguished was acquired by the State of Arizona, by
and through its Department of Transportation, as set forth in the
Conditions and Restrictions contained in that certain Special
Warranty Deed, dated October 03, 2001, recorded November 26,
2001, i1n Document No. 2001-1103437, and re-recorded April 08,
2002, 1n Document No. 2002-0358951; EXCEPT those portions thereof
subsequently acquired In fee by the State of Arizona as described
in Tract No. 1 of that certain Final Order of Condemnation, dated
November 18, 2010, recorded December 08, 2010, in Document No.
2010-1067532 (Exception 1); and as described iIn that certain
Special Warranty Deed, dated August 23, 2011, recorded August 31,
2011, in Document No. 2011-0729173 (Exception 2), all records of
Maricopa County, Arizona; ALSO EXCEPT the South 35 feet of the
remaining parcel (Exception 3), as set forth in Appendix “A” and
delineated on maps and plans on file iIn the office of the State
Engineer, Intermodal Transportation Division, Phoenix, Arizona,
entitled: “Right of Way Plan of the EHRENBERG — PHOENIX HWY.,
Perryville Rd. — Bullard Ave., Project 1-10-2(33)”; and on those
entitled: “Right of Way Plans of the EHRENBERG — PHOENIX HIGHWAY,
Sarival Ave. — Dysart Rd., Project 010 MA 125 H6878 O1R™.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A—-022

PROJECT: 010 MA 127 HO888 O01R / 1-10-2(33)
HIGHWAY : EHRENBERG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Perryville Rd. — Bullard Ave.
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

DISPOSAL: D-M-222-A

All other rights of way, easements and appurtenances thereto,
subject to the provisions of Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-
7210, shall continue as they existed prior to the disposal of the
portion of easement right of way depicted in Appendix “A”.

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-7046, 28-7213
and 28-7214, 1 recommend the adoption of a resolution making this
recommendation effective.

Respectfully submitted,

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director
Arizona Department of Transportation
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
205 South 17th Avenue

R/W Titles Section, MD 612E

Phoenix, AZ 85007-3212

April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A—-022

PROJECT: 010 MA 127 HO888 O01R / 1-10-2(33)
HIGHWAY : EHRENBERG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Perryville Rd. — Bullard Ave.
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

DISPOSAL: D-M-222-A

RESOLUTION OF EXTINGUISHMENT

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director of the Arizona Department of
Transportation, on April 15, 2016, presented and filed with the
Arizona State Transportation Board his written report under
Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-7046, 28-7210 and 28-7214,
recommending disposal of a portion of a highway drainage easement
right of way from the State Transportation System by the vacation
and extinguishment thereof.

The portion of highway drainage easement right of way to be
vacated and extinguished was acquired by the State of Arizona, by
and through its Department of Transportation, as set forth iIn the
Conditions and Restrictions contained in that certain Special
Warranty Deed, dated October 03, 2001, recorded November 26,
2001, in Document No. 2001-1103437, and re-recorded April 08,
2002, 1n Document No. 2002-0358951; EXCEPT those portions thereof
subsequently acquired iIn fee by the State of Arizona as described
in Tract No. 1 of that certain Final Order of Condemnation, dated
November 18, 2010, recorded December 08, 2010, in Document No.
2010-1067532 (Exception 1); and as described iIn that certain
Special Warranty Deed, dated August 23, 2011, recorded August 31,
2011, in Document No. 2011-0729173 (Exception 2), all records of
Maricopa County, Arizona; ALSO EXCEPT the South 35 feet of the
remaining parcel (Exception 3), as set forth in Appendix “A” and
delineated on maps and plans on file iIn the office of the State
Engineer, Intermodal Transportation Division, Phoenix, Arizona,
entitled: “Right of Way Plan of the EHRENBERG — PHOENIX HWY.,
Perryville Rd. — Bullard Ave., Project 1-10-2(33)”; and on those
entitled: “Right of Way Plans of the EHRENBERG — PHOENIX HIGHWAY,
Sarival Ave. — Dysart Rd., Project 010 MA 125 H6878 O1R™.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A—-022

PROJECT: 010 MA 127 HO888 O01R / 1-10-2(33)
HIGHWAY : EHRENBERG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Perryville Rd. — Bullard Ave.
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

DISPOSAL: D-M-222-A

WHEREAS said portion of highway drainage easement right of way is
no longer needed for State transportation purposes, nor will it
necessarily be used for public highway purposes; and

WHEREAS a remaining portion of highway drainage easement right of
way iIs still needed for State transportation purposes and iIs to
be used for public highway purposes; and

WHEREAS because of these premises, this Board finds public
convenience requires that said portion of highway drainage
easement right of way be removed from the State Transportation
System by vacation and extinguishment; therefore be it

RESOLVED that the recommendation of the Director is adopted and
made a part of this resolution; be i1t further

RESOLVED that the portion of highway drainage easement right of
way no longer needed for State transportation purposes, IS
removed by vacation and extinguishment from the State
Transportation System; be i1t further

RESOLVED that the vacation and extinguishment becomes effective
upon recordation iIn the Office of the County Recorder in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7213; be it
further

RESOLVED that the vremaining portion of the highway drainage

easement right of way not being disposed herein shall remain iIn
the State Transportation System for use as such.
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APPENDIX "A"

Legal Description

Resolution of Extinguishment

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
(A portion of Document No. 2001-1103437 and re-recorded in
Instrument No. 2002-358951, Maricopa County, Arizona)

That portion of the Lots 2 and 3, Section 6, Township 1 North,
Range 1 West, Gila and Salt River Meridian, Maricopa County,
Arizona described as follows:

COMMENCING at a railroad spike marking the Northwest corner of

said Section 6, being North 0°03'41" East 2639.73 feet from a 3/4
inch iron pipe marking the Southwest corner of said Section 6;

thence along the West line of said Section 6, South 0°03'41" West
990.28 feet to the North right of way line of Interstate 10
(EHRENBERG - PHOENIX HIGHWAY) ;

thence along said North right of way line, South 89°38748" East
966.69 feet;

thence continuing along said North right of way 1line, South
0°21'12" West 25.00 feet;

thence continuing along said North right of way 1line, South
89°38'48" East 750.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;

thence continuing along said existing North right of way line,
North 57°19'46" East 596.34 feet;

thence continuing along said existing North right of way line,
South 89°387'48% East 1100.00 feet;

thence continuing along said existing North right of way 1line,
North 0°21'12" East 175.00 feet;

thence continuing along said existing North right of way line,
South 89°38'48" East 100.00 feet;

(continued)

SHEET 3 OF 6

Resolution 2016-04-A-022 -- Aprxril 15, 2016
Disposal D-M-222-A
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thence continuing along said existing North right of way line,
South 0°21'12" West 500.00 feet;

thence North 89°38'48" West 1700.00 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

EXCEPTION 1: EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion as described in
Tract No., 1 of that certain Final Order of Condemnation
recorded 1in Document No. 2010-1067532, records of Maricopa
County, Arizona, more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at a 3 inch brass cap in hand hole labeled LS 29891,
2003 marking the East quarter corner of Section 1, Township 1
North, Range 2 West, Gila and Salt River Meridian, Maricopa
County, Arizona, being North 0°18'33" East 43.17 feet from a 3
inch brass cap in hand hole marking the West quarter corner of
said Section 6;

thence along the West line of said Section 6, North 0°17'44" East
1435.14 feet to the existing right of way centerline of said
Interstate Highway 10;

thence along said centerline, South 89°22'20" East 1315.94 feet;

thence North 0°37'40" East 184.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING
on the 303L Proposed new right of way line;

thence along said 303L Proposed New Right of Way line and said
NEW RIGHT OF WAY LINE of Interstate Highway 10, South 89°22'20"
East 2100.37 feet to the POINT OF ENDING on the east line of the
above PROPERTY DESCRIPTION.

EXCEPTION 2: EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion as described in
that Special Warranty Deed recorded in Document No. 2011-
0729173, records of Maricopa County, Arizona, more particularly
described as follows:

(continued)

SHEET 4 OF 6

Resolution 2016-04-A-022 -- April 15, 2016
Disposal D-M-222-A
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That portion of Lot 2, Section 6, Township 1 North, Range 1
West, Gila and Salt River Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona,
described as follows:

Commencing at a City of Goodyear 3 inch brass cap in hand hole
marking the Northeast corner of said Section 6, being North
00°26'23" East 2639.39 feet from a City of Goodyear 3 inch brass
cap in hand hole marking the East quarter corner of said Section
6;

thence along the East line of said Section 6, South 00°26'23"
West 1168.23 feet to the existing right of way centerline of
Interstate Highway 10 (EHRENBERG - PHOENIX HIGHWAY) ;

thence along said existing right of way centerline, North
89°22'20" West 1783.15 feet;

thence North 00°37'40" East 184.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING
on the East line of the property described in the above PROPERTY
DESCRIPTION;

thence North 89°22'20" West 272.75 feet;

thence North 00°37'40" East 294.99 feet to the North line of the
above described property;

thence along said North property line South 89°22'20" East (South
89°38"48"” Fast record) 172.54 feet;

thence continuing along said North property line North 00°41’'22”
East 175.18 feet (North 0°21’12” East 175.00 feet record);

thence continuing along said North property line South 89°21743”
East 99.96 feet (South 89°38'48” East 100.00 feet record) to the
Northeast corner of said property;

thence along said East property line South 00°37'13" West (South
0¢21’12" West record) 470.15 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

(continued)

SHEET 5 OF 6

Resolution 2016-04-A-022 -- April 15, 2016
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EXCEPTION 3: EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion of the Conditions
and Restrictions contained in that Special Warranty Deed
recorded 1in Document No. 2001-1103437 and re-recorded 1in
Document No. 2002-0358951, records of Maricopa County, Arizona,
as they pertain to the property described as follows:

That portion of the property described in the above PROPERTY
DESCRIPTION which lies within a strip of land 35.00 feet wide,
the North 1line thereof being 35.00 feet northerly of and
parallel with the North right of way line of Interstate Highway
10 as it exists April of 2016.

Comprising an area of 387,863 square feet (8.9041 acres) more or
less.

cg 3/23/16

SHEET 6 OF 6

Resolution 2016-04-A-022 -- April 15, 2016
Disposal D-M-222-A
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-023

PROJECT: 060 MA 142 H8485 / 060-B(212)T
HIGHWAY : WICKENBURG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Bell Road T. 1I.

ROUTE NO.: U. S. Route 60

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATI0ON

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD:

The Intermodal Transportation Division has made a thorough
investigation concerning the establishment of new right of way as
a state route and state highway for the improvement of U. S.
Route 60 within the above referenced project.

The existing alignment was established as a state route and state
highway, designated U. S. Route 89, by Resolution of the State
Highway Commission, dated September 09, 1927, as entered on Page
26 of i1ts Official Minutes, and depicted on its Official Map of
State Routes and State Highways. It was incorporated into the
alignment of U. S. Route 60 by the request of October 29, 1930,
shown on Page 36, and subsequent administrative redesignation by
the American Association of State Highway Officials. Additional
right of way for relocation and alteration was established by the
Resolution of May 23, 1941 on Page 202 of the Official Minutes.
State Transportation Board Resolution 88-01-A-02 of January 18,
1988, amended by Resolution 90-04-A-26 of April 20, 1990,
established new right of way as a state route and state highway
for additional improvements. The overlapping designation of
U. S. Route 89 was eliminated by Resolution 92-08-A-56 of August
21, 1992. Additional right of way for widening improvements was
established as a state route and state highway by Resolution
2009-07-A-051 of July 17, 2009. An advance parcel acquisition
and its establishment as a state route was authorized through
Resolution 2014-11-A-046 of November 14, 2014. Right of way was
established as a state route for the above referenced project by
Resolution 2015-04-A-021 of April 17, 2015; and as a state route
and state highway by Resolution 2016-03-A-016 of March 18, 2016.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-023

PROJECT: 060 MA 142 H8485 / 060-B(212)T
HIGHWAY : WICKENBURG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Bell Road T. 1I.

ROUTE NO.: U. S. Route 60

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

New right of way iIs now needed to accommodate design change that
incorporates access control facilities into this traffic
interchange reconfiguration project to enhance convenience and
safety for the traveling public. Accordingly, it iIs necessary to
establish and acquire the new right of way as a state route and
state highway, and that access be controlled as necessary for
this improvement project.

The new right of way to be established as a state route and state
highway and acquired for this iImprovement, to iInclude access
control as necessary, is depicted in Appendix “A” and delineated
on maps and plans on file iIn the office of the State Engineer,
Intermodal Transportation Division, Phoenix, Arizona, entitled:
“Right of Way Plans of the WICKENBURG — PHOENIX HIGHWAY, Bell
Road T. I., Project 060 MA 142 H8485 / 060-B(212)T™.

In the interest of public safety, necessity and convenience, |
recommend that the new right of way depicted in Appendix “A” be
established as a state route and state highway, and that access
is controlled.

I recommend the acquisition of the new right of way, pursuant to
Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-7092 and 28-7094, as an
estate iIn fee, or such other interest as is required, including
advance, future and early acquisition, access rights, exchanges
or donations, including material for construction, haul roads and
various easements necessary for or incidental to the
improvements, as delineated on said maps and plans.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-023

PROJECT: 060 MA 142 H8485 / 060-B(212)T
HIGHWAY : WICKENBURG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Bell Road T. 1I.

ROUTE NO.: U. S. Route 60

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

I further recommend the immediate establishment of existing
county, town and city roadways into the state highway system as a
controlled access state route and state highway which are
necessary for or incidental to the improvement as delineated on
said maps and plans, to be effective upon signing of this
recommendation. This resolution 1is considered the conveying
document for such existing county, town and city roadways and no
further conveyance is legally required.

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7046, 1 recommend
the adoption of a vresolution making this recommendation
effective.

Respectfully submitted,

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director
Arizona Department of Transportation
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
205 South 17th Avenue

R/W Titles Section, MD 612E

Phoenix, AZ 85007-3212

April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-023

PROJECT: 060 MA 142 H8485 / 060-B(212)T
HIGHWAY : WICKENBURG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Bell Road T. I.

ROUTE NO.: U. S. Route 60

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT

JOHN S. HALIKOWSKI, Director of the Arizona Department of
Transportation, on April 15, 2016, presented and filed with the
Arizona State Transportation Board his written report under
Arizona Revised Statutes Section 28-7046, recommending the
establishment and acquisition of new right of way as a state
route and state highway for the improvement of U. S. Route 60, as
set forth in the above referenced project.

New right of way iIs now needed to accommodate design change that
incorporates access control facilities into this traffic
interchange reconfiguration project to enhance convenience and
safety for the traveling public. Accordingly, it iIs necessary to
establish and acquire the new right of way as a state route and
state highway, and that access be controlled as necessary for
this improvement project.

The new right of way to be established as a state route and state
highway and acquired for this iImprovement, to iInclude access
control as necessary, is depicted in Appendix “A” and delineated
on maps and plans on file iIn the office of the State Engineer,
Intermodal Transportation Division, Phoenix, Arizona, entitled:
“Right of Way Plans of the WICKENBURG — PHOENIX HIGHWAY, Bell
Road T. I., Project 060 MA 142 H8485 / 060-B(212)T™.
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-023

PROJECT: 060 MA 142 H8485 / 060-B(212)T
HIGHWAY : WICKENBURG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Bell Road T. 1I.

ROUTE NO.: U. S. Route 60

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

WHEREAS establishment as a state route and state highway, and
acquisition of the new right of way as an estate in fee, or such
other interest as required, iIs necessary for this improvement,
with authorization pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections
28-7092 and 28-7094 to include advance, Tfuture and early
acquisition, access control, exchanges, donations and material
for construction, haul roads and various easements in any
property necessary for or incidental to the improvements, as
delineated on said maps and plans; and

WHEREAS because of these premises, this Board finds public
safety, necessity and convenience require the recommended
establishment and acquisition of the new right of way as a state
route and state highway needed for this iImprovement and that
access to the highway be controlled as delineated on the maps and
plans; and

WHEREAS the existing county, town or city roadways as delineated
on said maps and plans are hereby established as a state route
and state highway by this resolution action and that no further
conveying document is required; therefore, be it

RESOLVED that the recommendation of the Director is adopted and
made part of this resolution; be it further

RESOLVED that the right of way depicted in Appendix “A” 1s hereby
designated a state route and state highway, to include any
existing county, town or city roadways, and that ingress and
egress to and from the highway and to and from abutting,
adjacent, or other lands be denied, controlled or regulated as
delineated on said maps and plans. Where no access is shown,
none will be allowed to exist; be it further
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April 15, 2016

RES. NO. 2016—-04—-A-023

PROJECT: 060 MA 142 H8485 / 060-B(212)T
HIGHWAY : WICKENBURG — PHOENIX

SECTION: Bell Road T. 1I.

ROUTE NO.: U. S. Route 60

ENG. DIST.: Central

COUNTY: Maricopa

RESOLVED that the Director 1is hereby authorized to acquire by
lawful means, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Sections 28-
7092 and 28-7094, an estate in fee, or such other interest as is
required, to iInclude advance, future and early acquisition,
access control, exchanges, donations and material for
construction, haul roads and various easements iIn any property
necessary for or incidental to the improvements, as delineated on
said maps and plans; be it further

RESOLVED that written notice be provided to the County Board of
Supervisors iIn accordance with Arizona Revised Statute 28-7043,
and to the affected governmental jurisdictions for whose local
existing roadways are being iImmediately established as a state
route and state highway herein; be i1t further

RESOLVED that the Director secure an appraisal of the property to
be acquired, including access rights, and that necessary parties
be compensated — with the exception of any existing county, town
or city roadways being immediately established herein as a state
route and state highway. Upon failure to acquire said lands by
other lawful means, the Director 1is authorized to iInitiate
condemnation proceedings.
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PPAC

PRIORITY PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PPAC)

Project Modifications — *Items 7a through 7r

New Projects — *Items 7s through 7w

*ITEM 7a. COUNTY: Statewide Page 146
DISTRICT: Statewide
SCHEDULE: FY 2016
SECTION: Transfer Subprogram Funds
TYPE OF WORK: Balance Transfer
PROGRAM AMOUNT: $ 9,620,000
PROJECT MANAGER: Lisa Pounds

REQUESTED ACTION: Deleting the balances from ten Subprograms in the
Highway Construction Program. Subprogams are listed
below. Transfer funds in the amount of $9,620,000 to
the FY 2016 Statewide Contingency Fund #72316.

FY 2016 Modernization of Projects Fund #70116 $-2,591,000
FY 2016 Statewide Engineering Development Fund #70716 $-1,980,000
FY 2016 Right of Way Acquisition, Appraisal, and Plans Fund #71016 $-1,815,000
FY 2016 Signal Warehouse Fund #71316 $-900,000
FY 2016 Emergency Projects Fund #72116 $-1,100,000
FY 2016 Partnering Support Fund #75516 $-200,000
FY 2016 Legislative Services Fund #75716 $-200,000
FY 2016 Federal Agency Support Fund #76516 $-292,000
FY 2016 Environmental Support Fund #77716 S -442,000
FY 2016 Sign Rehabilitation Fund #78316 $-100,000
NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT: S0

|
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PPAC

*ITEM 7b.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

*ITEM 7c.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:
SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:
SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

I-17 @ MP 0.0 149

Maricopa

Page

Central

FY 2016

SR 101L - I-10 SPINE ITS
Design ITS Improvements
$2,210,000

Victor Yang

H877001D, ADOT TIP 4241

Cancel the project for $2,210,000 from the
Highway Construction Program. Transfer
funds in the amount of $2,210,000 to the FY
2016 MAG RARF Contingency Fund #49816.
Project will be reprogrammed in the future.

Y0

SR 89A @ MP 402.0 151

Coconino

Page

Northcentral

FY 2016

McConnell Dr; Beulah Blvd - Pine Knoll Dr
Construct Pedestrian Pathway

$ 723,000

Jon Ebers

H874201C, Item #20116, ADOT TIP 5032

Delete the construction project from the High-
way Construction Program. Transfer funds in
the amount of $723,000 to the FY 2016
Statewide Contingency Fund #72316.
S0
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PPAC

*ITEM 7d.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

*ITEM 7e.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
ADVERTISEMENT DATE:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

I-40 @ MP 188.0

Coconino

Page 153
Northcentral

FY 2016

Riordan

Design Rockfall Mitigation

$510,000

Jon Ebers

H881401D, Item #18516, ADOT TIP 4793

Delete the design project for $510,000 from
the Highway Construction Program. Transfer
funds to the FY 2016 Statewide Contingency
Fund #72316.

S0

SR79 @ MP 132.0

Pinal

Page 154
Southcentral

FY 2016

At SR 79B

Construct T-Intersection

February 15, 2017

$ 2,100,000

Alfred Rodriguez

H790401C, Item #22015, ADOT TIP 5019

Defer the construction project from FY 2016 to
FY 2017 in the Highway Construction Program.
Transfer funds in the amount of $2,100,000 to
the FY 2016 Statewide Contingency Fund
#72316. This project will be reprogrammed
using the FY 2017 Modernization of Projects
Fund #70117.
$ 2,100,000
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PPAC

*ITEM 7.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

*ITEM 7g.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:
SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
ADVERTISEMENT DATE:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
ADVERTISEMENT DATE:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

US70 @ MP 291.0

Graham

Southeast

FY 2016

Bylas Area

Construct Path and Entry Monument
March 1, 2017

$1,012,000

Mark Henige

H803101C, Item #21314, ADOT TIP 3292

Defer project from FY 2016 to FY 2017. Trans-
fer funds in the amount of $1,012,000 to the
FY 2016 Statewide Contingency Fund #72316.
This project will be reprogrammed using the
FY 2017 Transportation Alternatives Fund
#71617. The project will be combined with
H763701C: US 70 Bylas Area.

US70 @ MP 293.4
Graham
Southeast

FY 2016

Bylas Area

Page 156

$1,012,000

Page 158

Pathway, Entry Monument, Intersection Improvements

March 1, 2017

$ 7,493,000

Mark Henige

H763701C, Item #26714, ADOT TIP 3292

Defer project from FY 2016 to FY 2017. Trans-
fer funds in the amount of $7,493,000 to the
FY 2016 Statewide Contingency Fund #72316.
This project will be reprogrammed using the
FY 2017 Modernization of Projects Fund
#70117.

$ 7,493,000
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*ITEM 7h.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

*ITEM 7i.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:
SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
ADVERTISEMENT DATE:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:
SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

SR79 @ MP 122.4 160

Pinal

Page

Southcentral

FY 2016

MP 122.4

Extend Pipes and Culverts

November 29, 2016

$1,720,000

Sarah Spencer

H870401C, Item #10517, ADOT TIP 3303

Defer the construction project from FY 2016 to
FY 2017 in the Highway Construction Program.
Transfer funds in the amount of $1,720,000 to
the FY 2016 Statewide Contingency Fund
#72316. This project will be reprogrammed
using the FY 2017 Statewide Minor Projects
Program #73317.
$ 1,720,000

SR 89A @ MP 402.8 Page 162
Coconino
Northcentral
FY 2016
Jct SR 89A / Plaza Way (Flagstaff)
Right of Way
$ 525,000
Jon Ebers
H839901R, Item #16614, ADOT TIP 3423
Defer the Right of Way project from FY 2016 to
FY 2017 in the Highway Construction Program.
Transfer funds in the amount of $525,000 to
the FY 2016 Statewide Contingency Fund
#72316. This project will be reprogrammed
using the FY 2017 Statewide Minor Projects
Fund #73317.
S 525,000
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*ITEM 7j. ROUTE NO: SR 101L @ MP 0.0 Page 164
COUNTY: Maricopa
DISTRICT: Central
SCHEDULE: FY 2016
SECTION: SR 202L (Red Mountain) and SR 202L (Santan)
TYPE OF WORK: Scoping / Environmental

PROGRAM AMOUNT: $ 1,651,000

PROJECT MANAGER: Ron McCally
PROJECT: H687301L, ADOT TIP 7795

REQUESTED ACTION: Increase the scoping by $170,000 to $1,821,000
in the Highway Construction Program. Funds
are available from the FY 2016 MAG Prelimi-
nary Engineering (Management Consultants,
30% Plans Design) Fund #42216. Change the
project name to "Baseline Rd - SR 202L
(Santan)." Identified in the MAG TIP as DOT 16

-419.
NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT: $1,821,000
*ITEM 7k. ROUTE NO: SR77 @ MP 134.8 Page 166
COUNTY: Gila

DISTRICT: Southeast
SCHEDULE: FY 2016
SECTION: SR 177 - MP 145
TYPE OF WORK: Pavement Preservation
ADVERTISEMENT DATE: June 1, 2016

PROGRAM AMOUNT: $ 3,500,000

PROJECT MANAGER: Zahit Katz
PROJECT: H867901C, Item #21815, ADOT TIP 3414

REQUESTED ACTION: Increase the construction project by $700,000
to $4,200,000 in the Highway Construction Pro-
gram. Funds are available from the FY 2016
Statewide Contingency Fund #72316.
NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT: $ 4,200,000
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*ITEM 71.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

*ITEM 7m.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:
SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
ADVERTISEMENT DATE:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
ADVERTISEMENT DATE:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:

REQUESTED ACTION:

US 89A @ MP 538.0 Page 168
Coconino
Northcentral
FY 2016
Colorado River - House Rock (Phase 1)
Extend Pipes and Culverts
June 1, 2016
$ 1,500,000
George Wallace
H777501C, Item #12516, ADOT TIP 3420
Increase the construction project by $900,000
to $2,400,000 in the Highway Construction Pro-
gram. Funds are available from the FY 2016
Statewide Minor Projects Fund #73316.
$ 2,400,000
Maricopa Page 170
Central
FY 2016
MAG Region Various Locations FY 16
Install Loop Detectors
May 1, 2016
$ 1,320,000
Mohammad Zaid
H880901C, Item # 43616, ADOT TIP 4176
Increase the project by $860,000 to 2,180,000 in the
Highway Construction Program. Funds are availa-
ble from the FY 2016 MAG Contingency Fund
#49916. Approved by the MAG Regional Council on
March 23, 2016.
$ 2,180,000
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*ITEM 7n. ROUTE NO: US 191 @ MP 113.5 Page 172
COUNTY: Graham
DISTRICT: Southeast
SCHEDULE: FY 2016
SECTION: Jct SR 366 — Fairgrounds
TYPE OF WORK: Pavement Preservation
ADVERTISEMENT DATE: June 1, 2016
PROGRAM AMOUNT: S 2,500,000
PROJECT MANAGER: Susan Webber
PROJECT: H870001C, Item #17216, ADOT TIP 3313
REQUESTED ACTION: Increase the construction project by $1,300,000
to $3,800,000 in the Highway Construction Pro-
gram. Funds are available from the FY 2016
Statewide Contingency Fund #72316. Change
the project name to "SR 366 - 45th St."”
NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT: $ 3,800,000
*ITEM 7o. ROUTE NO: [-10 @ MP 248.0 Page 174
COUNTY: Pima
DISTRICT: Southcentral
SCHEDULE: FY 2016
SECTION: Ina Road Tl
TYPE OF WORK: Reconstruct Tl and Mainline
ADVERTISEMENT DATE: May 31, 2016
PROGRAM AMOUNT: S 85,318,000
PROJECT MANAGER: Alfred Rodriguez
PROJECT: H847901C, Item #10208, ADOT TIP 3459
REQUESTED ACTION: Decrease the construction project by
$17,318,000 to $68,000,000 in the Highway Con-
struction Program. Transfer funds to the FY 2016
Statewide Contingency Fund #72316. Identified
in the PAG TIP as 3.02.
NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT: S 68,000,000

|
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ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
ADVERTISEMENT DATE:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

*ITEM 7p.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
ADVERTISEMENT DATE:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:

*ITEM 7.

PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

I-10 @ MP 248.0 176

Pima

Page

Southcentral

FY 2016

Ina Road Tl

Right of Way

May 31, 2016

$ 12,768,000

Alfred Rodriguez

H847901R, Item #14712, ADOT TIP 3459

Increase the right of way project by $8,618,000
to $21,386,000 in the Highway Construction
Program. Funds are available from the FY 2016
Statewide Contingency Fund #72316.
$ 21,386,000

I-10 @ MP 248.0 178

Pima

Page

Southcentral

FY 2016

Ina Road TI

Utility Relocation

May 31, 2016

$561,000

Alfred Rodriguez
H847901U, ADOT TIP 3459

Increase the utility project by $8,700,000 to
$9,261,000 in the Highway Construction Pro-
gram. Funds are available from the FY 2016
Statewide Contingency Fund #72316.
$9,261,000
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*ITEM 7r.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

NEW PROJECTS

*ITEM 7s. ROUTE NO:
COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:

REQUESTED ACTION:

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

SR 260 @ MP 211.0

Yavapai

Page 179
Northwest

FY 2016

Thousand Trails to I-17

Construct Improvements

$ 52,000,000

John Dickson

H869901C, Item #10616, ADOT TIP 3601

Decrease the construction by $2,200,000 to
$49,800,000 in the Highway Construction Pro-
gram. Transfer funds to the FY 2016 Statewide
Contingency Fund #72316.
$ 49,800,000

SR 260 @ MP 211.0

Yavapai

Page 180
Northwest

New Project Request

Thousand Trails to I-17

Utility Relocation

New Project

John Dickson

H869901U, ADOT TIP 3601

Establish the utility project for $2,200,000 in
the Highway Construction Program. Funds are
available from the FY 2016 Statewide Contin-
gency Fund #72316.
$ 2,200,000
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*ITEM 7t.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

*ITEM 7u.

FY 2016 Construction Preparation: Technical Engineering Group Fund #70016
2016 Environmental Stewardship Fund #79816

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:
SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:
SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

SR 87 @ MP 223.75 181

Gila

Page

Northwest

New Project Request
Mount Ord - Slate Creek
Design

New Project

Michael Andazola
FO02701D, ADOT TIP 8110

Establish the design project for $480,000 in the
Highway Construction Program. Funds are
available from the FY 2016 Construction Prep-
aration: Technical Engineering Group Fund
#70016.
S 480,000

SR 89A @ MP 387.15 183

Coconino

Page

Northcentral

New Project Request

Oak Creek

Design Drainage and Sediment Control
New Project

Rashid Haque

H890701D, ADOT TIP 6524

Establish the design project for $634,000 in the

Highway Construction Program. Funds are

available the sources listed below.

$ 384,000

$ 250,000

$ 634,000
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*ITEM 7v.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

*ITEM 7w.

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT:

ROUTE NO:

COUNTY:

DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:

SECTION:

TYPE OF WORK:
PROGRAM AMOUNT:
PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT:
REQUESTED ACTION:

ROUTE NO:
COUNTY:
DISTRICT:

SCHEDULE:
SECTION:

I-15 @ MP 14.0

Mohave

Page 185
Northcentral

New Project Request

Virgin River Bridge No. 4 Str #1616

Scoping

New Project

David Benton

F003201L, ADOT TIP 8096

Establish the scoping project for $80,000 in the
Highway Construction Program. Funds are
available from the FY 2016 Bridge Replace-
ment and Rehabilitation Fund #76216.
$ 80,000

[-10 @ MP 279.0

Pima

Page 187

Southcentral

New Project Request

Vail Rd Tl Underpass EB Str #744 & Mountain View TI
Underpass Str #1053
Scoping

New Project
David Benton
FO03301L, ADOT TIP 8100

Establish the scoping for $130,000 in the High-
way Construction Program. Funds are available
from the FY 2016 Bridge Replacement and Re-
habilitation Fund #76216.
$ 130,000

Page 145 of 251



PRB Item #: 21 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016
2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

03/22/2016 Lisa Pounds (602) 712-8088
5. Form Created By: 4110 SEO OPERATING 205 S 17th Ave, 213, 102A
Lisa Pounds

PROJECT INFORMATION
6. Project Location / Name: 7. Type of Work:
Transfer Subprogram Funds

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:

(Tracs# not in Adv)

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program):
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):
9,620 -9,620 0
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:
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Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

Amount (in $000):

Comments:

1,980

1,100

292

200

100

442

1,500

200

2,591

900

Fund ltem#: 70716
Details:
FY:2016-INTERMODAL
TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION-Statewide
Engineering Development
Fund ltem #: 72116
Details:
FY:2016-EMERGENCY
PROJECTS-Emergency
Projects
Fund Item #: 76516
Details:

FY:2016-FEDERAL AGENCY
SUPPORT-Resource Agency
Supplemental Support

Fund Item #: 75516
Details:
FY:2016-PARTNERING-Partn
ering Support
Fund ltem #: 78316
Details:

FY:2016-SIGN
REHABILITATION-Sign
Rehabilitation
Fund item #: 77716
Details:
FY:2016-ENVIRONMENTAL
SUPPORT
SERVICES-Support Services
Fund ltem#: 71016
Details:

FY:2016-R/W ACQUISITION,
APPRAISAL &
PLANS-Right-Of-Way
Acquisition, Appraisal & Plans
& Titles Preparation

Fund item #: 75716
Details:
FY:2016-LEGISLATIVE
SERVICES-Professional &
Outside Services

Fund ltem#: 70116
Details:
FY:2016-MODERNIZATION
FY 2016-Modernization of
Projects
Fund Item #: 71316
Details:
FY:2016-SIGNAL
WAREHOUSE-Signal
Warehouse & RPMs

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
70116

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
70716

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
71316

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
72116

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
76516

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
77716

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
75516

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
78316

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
75716

Amount (in $000):

Comments:
71016

-2,591

-1,980

-900

-1,100

-292

-442

-200

-100

-200

-1,815

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments
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20. JPA #s.

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:
23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Transfer of subprogram funds into contingency
26. JUSTIFICATION:

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:

23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No

24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO

Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO

Funds in these sub-programs will not be utilized before June 30, 2016. By transferring funds into Contigency, they can be

utiltized on FY 16 projects that are ready to proceed.

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
Change in Budget.

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
ltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRBItem#: 10 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/15/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:
Video Teleconference?No Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project
GENERAL INFORMATION
3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/16/2016 Victor Yang (602) 712-8715
5. Form Created By: 4210 MPD PLANNING TEAM 205 S 17th Ave, 370A, 605E

Victor Yang

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name: 7. Type of Work:

SR 101L - I-10 SPINE ITS DESIGN ITS IMPROVEMENTS

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
EJIN Phoenix 1-17 Maricopa 0.0 H877001D 39 888-A( )S

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 4241
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):
2,210 -2,210 0

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:
Amount (in $000): 2,210 Fund ltem#: 16 Amount (in $000): -2,210 Fund Item #: 49816
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:

FY:2017-SR 101L TO L FY:0-.-.

I-10-Construct Widening Active
Traffic Management,NTIS

20. JPA #s:
CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 14 21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:
ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No 24c. Work Type Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No 24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO Have MATERIALS Memo?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO Have C&S Approval?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO

Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

Cancel Design Project.

26. JUSTIFICATION:

This project is currently in the scoping stage. The outcome of the study indicates that the proposed ITS system will/can not
provide the benefit of traffic operation on 1-17 as it was indicated/described. There are no strong justifications for investing over
$90M to construct Variable Speed limits system, Adaptive ramp meter system and arterial Management system on 1-17
between [-10 and 101L at present. Design funding is not needed this Fiscal Year. Design funding will be requested in a future
Fiscal Year when a suitable design alternative is identified.

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

Page 149 of 251


http://wwwa/ppms/PRB.asp?piCPSID=EJ1N

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Delete Project.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRBItem #: 06 ARIZONA DEPARTMEN

T OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUES

T FORM (version 3.0)

1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?Yes
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

At Phone #: (928) 779-7555

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

03/22/2016 Jon Ebers (928) 779-7555
5. Form Created By: 4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT 1901 S Milton Rd, , F500
Jon Ebers

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:
MCCONNELL DR; BEULAH BLVD - PINE KNOLL DR

7. Type of Work:
PEDESTRIAN PATHWAY

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:

ZE1M Flagstaff 89A Coconino 402.0

H874201C 0.5

FA
A89-B(215)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 20116
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):

723 -723 0

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 723 Fund ltem #: 20116

Comments: Details:
FY:2016-McCONNELL DR;
BEULAH BLVD - PINE KNOLL
DR.-Construct Pedestrian
Pathway

20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 16
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 11/16/2015
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 12/16/2015

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

Delete construction project from the program.

26. JUSTIFICATION:

Environmental Clearance will not be available for FY16 Delivery.
Additional funding is needed for the Design phase of the project.

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

#: 72316

FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro

Amount (in $000): -723 Fund Item
Comments: Details:
gram Cost

Adjustments

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO

Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:
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REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Delete Project.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRBItem#: 19 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016
2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:

Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

03/22/2016 Jon Ebers (928) 779-7555
5. Form Created By: 4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT 1901 S Milton Rd, , F500
Jon Ebers

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

7. Type of Work:

RIORDAN DESIGN ROCKFALL MITIGATION
8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
FTIN Flagstaff 40 Coconino 188.0 H881401D 1.0 FA
PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 18516
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):
510 -510 0

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:
Amount (in $000): 510 Fund Item #: 18516 Amount (in $000): -510 Fund Item #: 72316
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:

FY:2016-RIORDAN-Design

Rockfall Mitigation

20. JPA #s.

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 16
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:
23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Delete Design Project
26. JUSTIFICATION:

FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro

gram Cost Adjustments

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:

23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO

Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO

There is no funding for a corresponding construction project.
27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Delete Project.

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: (03

2. Phone Teleconference?No
Video Teleconference?No

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016
At Phone #:

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:
03/22/2016
5. Form Created By:

Alfred Rodriguez

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
Alfred Rodriguez
9019 Valley Proj Const Direct

(520) 388-4265
1221°S 2nd Ave, , T100

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

7. Type of Work:

SR 79 AT SR 79B CONSTRUCT T-INTERSECTION
8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
ENMK Tucson 79 Pinal 132.0 H790401C 1.0 HSIP

079-A(204)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000):

18. Current Approved

17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program):

22015

Program Budget (in $000):

18a. (+/-) Program Budget

18b. Total Program Budget

Request (in $000):

2,100

0

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

Amount (in $000):
Comments:
HIGHWAY SAFETY

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

20. JPA #s:

After Request (in $000):
2,100

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

2,100 Fund ltem #: 22015 Amount (in $000): -2,100 Fund ltem #: 72316
Details: Comments: Details:
FY:2016-SR 79 AT SR FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
79B-Construct T-Intersection gram Cost Adjustments
Amount (in $000): 2,100 Fund Item# 70117
Comments: Details:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE

21. Current Fiscal Year:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:

FY:2017-MODERNIZATION
FY 2017-Modernization
Projects

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

23. Current Bid Adv Date:

16 21a. Request Fiscal Year to: 17
05/02/2016 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to: 01/15/2017
06/01/2016 23a. Request Bid Adv Date to: 02/15/2017

ADDITIONAL DETAILS

24a. Scope Changed?Yes

24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No

Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO

Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?YES

Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

Defer project to FY17

24c. Work Type Changed?Yes
24d. What is the current Stage?Pre Stage Il
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO
Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO
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26. JUSTIFICATION:

The scope of work changed from a Roundabout to a T-intersection.

This is an environmentally sensitive area and rich cultural site. We need to minimize footprint as much as possible. The
T-intersection was chosen over the Roundabout because it minimized impacts to the sensitive cultural sites.

Because of the change in scope, the environmental team needs to reconsult with the tribes, develop new cultural data plan,
investigate and do data recovery. The team will need to revise the Stage Il submittal to reflect the T-Intersection.

Project is in FY17 in Tentative Program.

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

Need to verify if T-Intersection is still eligible for HSIP funding

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

The T-Intersection was one of the alternatives

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

Change in FY. Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval. pl{lg A‘llpl{‘)‘rlﬂ)

Update/Establish Schedule.

Change in Scope.
Change in Work Type.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
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PRB Item #: 09 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/15/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:
Video Teleconference?No Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project
GENERAL INFORMATION
3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/16/2016 Mark Henige (602) 712-7132
5. Form Created By: 4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT 205 S 17th Ave, 295, 614E

Mark Henige

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name: 7. Type of Work:

BYLAS AREA CONSTRUCT PATH AND ENTRY MONUMENT

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beq MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
MF1K Safford 70 Graham 291.0 H803101C 9.0 070-A(207)A

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 21314
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):
1,012 0 1,012
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:
Amount (in $000): 1,012 Fund ltem#: 21314 Amount (in $000): -1,012 Fund ltem#: 72316
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:
ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS FY:2016-BYLAS FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
- STATEWIDE AREA-Construct Path and gram Cost Adjustments
Entry Monument
Amount (in $000): 1,012 Fund ltem#: 71617
Comments: Details:

FY:2017-TRANSPORTATION
ALTERNATIVES-Projects of
Opportunity Local TA Projects

20. JPA #s:
CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 16 21a. Request Fiscal Year to: 17
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to: 01/27/2017
23. Current Bid Adv Date: TBD 23a. Request Bid Adv Date to: 03/01/2017
ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No 24c. Work Type Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No 24d. What is the current Stage?Stage lII
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO Have MATERIALS Memo?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO Have C&S Approval?YES
Have R/W Clearance?NO Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES

Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

Defer to FY17. Combine scope with project H763701C, Bylas Area

26. JUSTIFICATION:

Right-Of-Way (ROW) acquisition for 22 TCEs and (1) permanent easement with San Carlos Apache Tribe, Bureau of Indian
Affairs, & Arizona Eastern Railroad will need approximately 10 months to complete after the environmental CE is complete in
March 2016.

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:
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28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Change in FY.
Update/Establish Schedule.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: (8

2. Phone Teleconference?No
Video Teleconference?No

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/15/2016
At Phone #:

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

03/15/2016
5. Form Created By:
Mark Henige

Mark Henige

4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT

(602) 712-7132
205 S 17th Ave, 295, 614E

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

7. Type of Work:

.): 15. Fed ID #:

Bylas Area PEDESTRIAN SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS
8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi
GN1J Safford 70 Graham 293.4 H763701C 4.1

070-A(209)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000):

18. Current Approved

17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program):

18a. (+/-) Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000):

Request (in $000):

26714

18b. Total Program Budget

After Request

7,493

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

(in $000):

0 7,493

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 7,493 Fund Item #: 26714 Amount (in $000): -7,493 Fund ltem#: 72316
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:
FY:2016-BYLAS FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
AREA-PEDESTRIAN SAFETY gram Cost Adjustments
IMPROVEMENTS
Amount (in $000): 7,493 Fund ltem#: 70117
Comments: Details:
FY:2017-MODERNIZATION
FY 2017-Modernization
Projects
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 16
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 02/24/2016
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 03/24/2016

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Defer project to FY17.

Add scope of work from H803101C.
26. JUSTIFICATION:

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No

17
01/27/2017
03/01/2017

24d. What is the current Stage?Stage lII

Have MATERIALS Memo?NO
Have C&S Approval?YES
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES

Right-Of-Way (ROW) acquisition for 22 TCEs and (1) permanent easement with San Carlos Apache Tribe, Bureau of Indian
Affairs, & Arizona Eastern Railroad will need approximately 10 months to complete after the environmental CE is complete in

March 2016.
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27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Change in FY.
Update/Establish Schedule.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: 11 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?Yes
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:

At Phone #: (520) 388-4260
Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

03/22/2016
5. Form Created By:
Sarah Spencer

Sarah Spencer

4984 URBAN PROJECT MANAGEMENT

(520) 388-4260
1221 S 2nd Ave, T100

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

7. Type of Work:

MP 122.4 EXTEND PIPES AND CULVERTS
8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
DD1M Tucson 79 Pinal H870401C 0 STP

(Tracs# not in Adv) 079-A(209)T
PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 10517

18. Current Approved

18a. (+/-) Program Budget

18b. Total Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000):

Request (in $000):

After Request (in $000):

1,720
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 1,720 Fund ltem #: 10517
Comments: Details:

DESIGN & CONSTRUCT FY:0-.-.

MINOR PROJECTS

20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 16
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 04/18/2016
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 05/16/2016

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?YES
Have R/W Clearance?YES
Scoping Document Completed?NA

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Defer project to FY17.
26. JUSTIFICATION:

1,720
19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): -1,720
Comments:

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

Amount (in $000): 1,720
Comments:

Fund item #: 73317
Details:
FY:2017-STATEWIDE MINOR
PROJECTS-Design &
Construct Minor Projects

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21a. Request Fiscal Year to: 17
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to: 10/28/2016
23a. Request Bid Adv Date to: 11/29/2016

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?Stage |V
Have MATERIALS Memo?NA
Have C&S Approval?YES
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES

Archaeological testing and a 404 Nationwide Permit are required for project environmental clearance and the estimated date of
completion is September 2016. Consultant received Notice to Proceed on contract modification for archaeological testing on
1/6/2016. Bid Package Ready is anticipated in late October 2016 and Bid Advertisement in late November 2016.

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:
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28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Delete Project.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: 08 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?Yes
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:

At Phone #: (928) 779-7555
Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

03/22/2016 Jon Ebers
5. Form Created By: 9235 Proj Mgmt Grp-Const Chrgs
Jon Ebers

(928) 779-7555
1901 S Milton Rd, , F500

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

7. Type of Work:

JCT SR 89A / PLAZA WAY (FLAGSTAFF) RIGHT OF WAY
8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
HO1L Flagstaff 89A Coconino 402.8 H839901R 0.1 A89-B(211)A

(Tracs# not in Adv)

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000):

17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program):

16614

18. Current Approved

18a. (+/-) Program Budget

18b. Total Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000):

Request (in $000):

After Request (in $000):

525
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 525 Fund ltem#: 16614
Comments: Details:
FY:2016-JCT SR 89A / PLAZA
WAY (FLAGSTAFF)-Right of
Way
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:
23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

Defer Right of Way subphase to FY17.

26. JUSTIFICATION:

Need more time to finalize consultant contract.

525
19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 525
Comments:

Fund item #: 73317
Details:
FY:2017-STATEWIDE MINOR
PROJECTS-Design &

Construct Minor Projects

Amount (in $000): -525

Comments:

Fund ltem #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro

gram Cost Adjustments

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?Pre Stage Il
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO
Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:
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REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Establish a New Project.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRBItem #: 06 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)

1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/15/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

At Phone #:
Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

3. Form Date:
03/16/2016

5. Form Created By:
Ronald Mccally

Ronald Mccally
4984 URBAN PROJECT MANAGEMENT

(602) 712-7646
1611 W Jackson St, , EM0O1

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:
SR202L (RED MTN) - SR202L (SANTAN)

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County:

12. Beg MP:

7. Type of Work:
Scoping / Environmental

13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.):

15. Fed ID #:

YH1M Phoenix 101L Maricopa 55.0

H687301L 6

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000):

17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program):

18. Current Approved

18a. (+/-) Program Budget

18b. Total Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000):

Request (in $000):

After Request (in $000):

1,651
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 1,651 Fund Item #: 42212
Comments: Details:
FY:0-.-.
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:
23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?Yes
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?Yes
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Increase Budget
Change Project Name

170

1,821
19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 170 Fund Item #: 42216
Comments: Details:
FY:2016-MAG

REGIONWIDE-Preliminary
Engineering (Management
Consultants, 30% Plans
Design)

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?Pre Stage Il
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO
Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES
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26. JUSTIFICATION:

Preparing an ADA Compliance and Feasibility Report was added to the Scope of work. ADA features were included on cross
roads within ADOT R/W. This increased the Area of Potential Effect(APE)and Environmental efforts. Additional Noise wall
evaluation was required as a result of the Noise report. Lighting analysis was required using LED fixtures using updated
methodology along with Ramp Metering evaluation using updated guidelines. Preparing materials/participation in a MAG Cost
Risk Assessment Workshop for the project is required.

Budget: Consultant $154 K ICAP $16 K

Change project name to, "Baseline Road - SR 202L Santan".
27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

Change in Project Name/Location. Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval. Pl{li ‘APP“‘)‘TEI)

Change in Scope.

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
Change in Budget.
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PRB Item #: (5

2. Phone Teleconference?No
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/15/2016
At Phone #:

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

03/18/2016 Zahit Katz (602) 712-7030

5. Form Created By: 205 S 17th Ave, , 614E

Zahit Katz

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name: 7. Type of Work:

SR 177 - MP 145 Pavement Preservation

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beq MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
UA1TM #$ % 77 Gila 134.8 H867901C 7 STP

(Tracs# not in Adv)

-077-A(213)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000):

18. Current Approved
Program Budget (in $000):

17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program):

21815

18a. (+/-) Program Budget
Request (in $000):

3,500 700
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:
Amount (in $000): 3,500 Fund Item #: 21815 Amount (in $000): 700
Comments: Details: Comments:
FY:2016-SR-177 - MP-145-RR  contingency
3"AC
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE

18b. Total Program Budget
After Request (in $000):
4,200

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro

gram Cost Adjustments

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21. Current Fiscal Year: 16 21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 05/01/2016 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 06/01/2016 23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS

24a. Scope Changed?1

24b. Project Name/Location Changed?1

24c. Work Type Changed?1

Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?10

24d. What is the current Stage?Stage IV

Have U&RR Clearance?10

Have MATERIALS Memo?YES

Have R/W Clearance?YES

Have C&S Approval?10
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?10

Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Increase in budget.
26. JUSTIFICATION:

The Scoping Estimate for this project was $3.8M. However, it was programmed for $3.5M. No allowance for contingencies was
included in the Scoping Estimate. No documentation was provided as to why it was programmed for $3.5M.

The project is in Stage IV development with a submittal scheduled for 03/28/2016. C&S conducted a detailed review of the
current estimate and concluded that the cost is $4.2M. No additional scope was added from the Scoping phase. The additional
costs include roughly $250k for Roadway,Pavement and Traffic costs and roughly $150k for below the line items (CE,CC &
ICAP). The other $330K requested is for the difference between the scoping estimate and the programmed amount.

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:
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REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
Change in Budget.

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: (1

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?Yes
Video Teleconference?No

At Phone #: (928) 779-7580
Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:
03/23/2016
5. Form Created By:

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
George Wallace
4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT

(928) 779-7580
1901 S Milton Rd, , F500

George Wallace

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

COLORADO RIVER - HOUSE ROCK (PHASE 1)

8. CPS Id: 9. District:

10. Route:

7. Type of Work:

11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #:

LP1K Flagstaff

89A

538.0 H777501C

(Tracs# not in Adv)

Coconino

EXTEND PIPES AND CULVERTS

14. Len (mi.):
14.55

15. Fed ID #:
STP
A89-C(206)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000):

18. Current Approved
Program Budget (in $000):
1,500

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

Amount (in $000):
Comments:
DESIGN & CONSTRUCT
MINOR PROJECTS

1,500

20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE

21. Current Fiscal Year:

22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:

Fund Item #:
Details:

17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program):

12516

18a. (+/-) Program Budget
Request (in $000):
900

12516 Amount (in $000): 900

Comments:

FY:2016-COLORADO RIVER -
HOUSE ROCK (Phase II)
-Extend pipes and culverts

23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS

24a. Scope Changed?No

18b. Total Program Budget
After Request (in $000):
2,400

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Fund ltem #:
Details:
FY:2016-STATEWIDE MINOR
PROJECTS-Design &
Construct Minor Projects

73316

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

16 21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
04/18/2016 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to: 05/01/2016
06/17/2016 23a. Request Bid Adv Date to: 06/01/2016

24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No

24c. Work Type Changed?No

Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO

24d. What is the current Stage?Post Stage IV

Have U&RR Clearance?NO

Have MATERIALS Memo?YES

Have R/W Clearance?YES

Have C&S Approval?YES

Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES

Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQU

EST:

Increase budget.
26. JUSTIFICATION:

Project originally placed in 5 year program as a placeholder for district minor in 2013-17 program. As design progressed,
project was scaled back at various submittal stages to fit programmed amount, which has never changed. With refinement in
traffic control and constructability based on comments from District, and adjustment in unit prices due to remote project
location, the cost for the scaled back project has increased.

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

Scale back project more. Would require removing 2 of the extensions, making a less desirable project and possibly increasing

unit prices.

Split the difference, increase funding and remove 1 structure extension, still risks possibility of increased unit prices.
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REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Update/Establish Schedule.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
Change in Budget.

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: 11

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:02/23/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:

At Phone #:
Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

02/24/2016
5. Form Created By:
Mohammad Zaid

Mohammad Zaid
4984 URBAN PROJECT MANAGEMENT

(602) 712-8467
1611 W Jackson St, ,

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:
MAG Region Various locations FY16

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County:

12. Beg MP:

7. Type of Work:
install loop detectors

13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.):

HM1N Phoenix 888 Maricopa 0.0

15. Fed ID #:

H880901C
(Tracs# not in Adv)

0.0

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000):

17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program):

43616

18. Current Approved

18a. (+/-) Program Budget

18b. Total Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000):

Request (in $000):

After Request (in $000):

1,320
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

860

2,180
19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 860 Fund Item #: 49916
Comments: Details:
FY:0-.-.

| certify that | have verified AND received approval for ALL of the new Funding Sources listed above.

Amount (in $000): 1,320 Fund Item #: 43616
Comments: Details:
FY:2016-MAG
REGIONWIDE-Design and
Construct FMS Rehabilitation
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE

21. Current Fiscal Year: 16
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 02/01/2016
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 02/25/2016

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?YES
Have U&RR Clearance?YES
Have R/W Clearance?YES
Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Increase construction budget.

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

03/01/2016
05/01/2016

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?Post Stage IV
Have MATERIALS Memo?YES
Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO
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26. JUSTIFICATION:

The increase in the construction cost is due to the following:

Increase in loop installation cost - $90K

(Original estimate based on $2350/lane)

Increase in Traffic control - $315K

(traffic control was underestimated using $320/lane)

PAD Removal - $125K

(originally planned to leave the PAD poles in place for future use. But later decided to remove as they will not be used in the
future)

Construction Engineering, Contingency, and System Integration - $125K

ICAP - $205K

( ICAP was not included in the original estimate)

Note: There are 86 locations (49 locations with 4 lanes and 37 locations with 5 lanes).

The data collected by these detectors are used to calculate travel time that is displayed on Dynamic Message Signs. This data
is also reported onto Active Traffic Data Management system by Multimodal Planning division. Which eventually reported to
FHWA and used by MAG and other agencies for planning. In accurate data leads to traveling public and other agency
complaints. Replacing all of the PAD locations is very important to the agency.

MAG TIP # DOT 16-163
27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: .
Update/Estain§h Schedule. Item(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approvall. l]llli A‘llpl{‘)‘qﬂl)
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 . Subject to approval by MAG Regional Council on

Change in Budget. March 23rd.
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PRB Item #: (5

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/08/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:

Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:
03/18/2016
5. Form Created By:

Susan Webber

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

Susan Webber

4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT

(602) 712-7607

205 S 17th Ave, 205, 614E

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

JCT SR 366 - FAIRGROUNDS

7. Type of Work:

PAVEMENT PRESERVATION

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:

UL1M Safford 191 Graham 113.5 H870001C 3.8 STP
191-B(207)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 17216

18. Current Approved

Program Budget (in $000):

18a. (+/-) Program Budget
Request (in $000):

2,500 1,300
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:
Amount (in $000): 2,500 Fund ltem#: 17216 Amount (in $000): 1,300
Comments: Details: Comments:
FY:2016-SR 366 - 45th ST-RR
3"AC + FR
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE

21. Current Fiscal Year:

22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:

23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS

24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?Yes

18b. Total Program Budget
After Request (in $000):
3,800

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Fund item #: 72316
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

16 21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
05/06/2016 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
06/01/2016 23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No

Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?YES

24d. What is the current Stage?Stage IV

Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO

Have MATERIALS Memo?YES

Have C&S Approval?YES
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES

Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

Increase budget.

Change project name.
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26. JUSTIFICATION:
This project is located in the City of Safford, and includes pavement preservation work, guardrail replacement, and roadway
restriping to lengthen two-way left turn lanes.

After design had started, ADOT received $100K from FHWA for training staff in the development of an experimental, long-life
pavement design through the SHRP 2 R23 process. Implementation of that process on this project, identified as a good
candidate for training and testing purposes, resulted in the following changes when compared with the Final PA:

1) The mill and AC replacement depth of the travel lanes is increased from 3-1/2 inches to 4 inches;

2) An Asphalt Rubber Stress Absorbing Membrane Interlayer (AR-SAMI) is to be placed in the travel lanes between the milled
surface and the new AC; this item was not included in the PA.

3) The shoulders are to be milled ¥2” and filled with %%” friction course, instead of being treated with fog coat and blotter as
stated in the PA.

The project was originally listed in the 2014-2018 Program for $2,041,000. The amount was increased to $2.5 million in the
2015-2019 Program based on the PA estimate. Comparison with the Stage IV estimate identifies the following shortfalls:
- Milling (increased quantities and unit prices) - approx. $100,000

- Paving materials (increased quantities and unit prices - approx. $585,000

- Guardrails & end treatment replacements not included in PA - approx. $75,000

- Traffic control costs underestimated - approx. $130,000

- Erosion Control/Pollution Prevention costs underestimated - approx. $15,000

- Surveying and Mobilization costs underestimated - approx. $150,000

- Contractor Quality Control underestimated - approx. $15,000

- Increases on items above also increase CE and Contingency - approx. $214,000

- ICAP originally calculated at 9.46pct, now 10.35pct - approx. $12,000

TOTAL OF ABOVE ITEMS: $1,296,000
Additional funds requested is $1,300,000
The northern project limit of MP 117.3 is closer to W. 45th Street than to the entrance of the Fairgrounds. The project name is

changed to "SR 366 - 45th Street."
27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Change in Project Name/Location. Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval. l]llli jlllpl{‘)‘q“)

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

Change in Budget.
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PRBItem #: 06 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/08/2016
2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:
Video Teleconference?No Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

GENERAL INFORMATION
3. Form Date:
03/10/2016

5. Form Created By:
Alfred Rodriguez

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
Alfred Rodriguez
9019 Valley Proj Const Direct

(520) 388-4265
1221°S 2nd Ave, , T100

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name: 7. Type of Work:

INA ROAD TI RECONSTRUCT TI & MAINLINE
8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
PJ1F Tucson 10 Pima 248.0 H847901C 1.5 NH*

010-D(216)S

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 10208

18b. Total Program Budget
After Request (in $000):
68,000

18. Current Approved
Program Budget (in $000):
85,318

18a. (+/-) Program Budget
Request (in $000):
-17,318

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 29,849 Fund ltem #: 10208 Amount (in $000): -17,318 Fund ltem #: 72316
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:

URBAN CORRIDOR FY:2016-INA RD FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
RECONSTRUCTION TI-Reconstruct Tl & Mainline gram Cost Adjustments
Amount (in $000): 29,849 Fund ltem #: 10208

Comments: Details:

URBAN CORRIDOR FY:2017-INA RD

RECONSTRUCTION TI-Reconstruct Tl & Mainline

Amount (in $000): 600 Fund Item #: 21416

Comments: Details:

PAG REGIONWIDE

FY:2016-INA RD
TI-Reconstruct Tl & Mainline

Amount (in $000): 2,869 Fund ltem #: 21416

Comments: Details:

PAG REGIONWIDE FY:2016-INA RD
TI-Reconstruct Tl & Mainline

Amount (in $000): 22,151 Fund Iitem #: 10208.

Comments: Details:

NH Reconstruct Tl & Mainline FY:0-.-.
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20. JPA #s.

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 16
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 04/29/2016
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 05/31/2016

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?YES
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Reduce Construction budget.
26. JUSTIFICATION:

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:

23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No

24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO

Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO

This is a CMAR Project. The balance of the construction funding to make the project whole is programmed in FY17. The PAG

TIP was revised and approved to redistribute funds.

PAG TIP 3.02

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
Change in Budget.

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
ltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: (7

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/08/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date:

At Phone #:
Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:

03/10/2016
5. Form Created By:
Alfred Rodriguez

Alfred Rodriguez
9019 Valley Proj Const Direct

(520) 388-4265
1221°S 2nd Ave, , T100

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

7. Type of Work:

INA ROAD TI Right of Way
8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
PJ1F Tucson 10 Pima 248.0 H847901R 1.5 NH*

010-D(216)S

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY
16. Original Program Budget (in $000):

17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 14712

18. Current Approved

18a. (+/-) Program Budget

18b. Total Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000): Request (i

n $000): After Request (in $000):

12,768
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 3,068 Fund ltem #: 14712
Comments: Details:
FY:2016-INA RD
TI-Right-of-Way Acquisition
Amount (in $000): 6,700 Fund ltem#: 72314
Comments: Details:
FY:0-.-.
Amount (in $000): 3,000 Fund Item#: OTHR16
Comments: Details:
FY:0-.-.
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE

21. Current Fiscal Year: 16
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 04/29/2016
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 05/31/2016

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Increase Right of Way budget.

8,618 21,386

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 72316

Comments:

8,618 Fund Item #:
Details:
FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro

gram Cost Adjustments

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:

23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO

Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO
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26. JUSTIFICATION:

Several parcels that were expected to be partial takes, are now Full acquisitions. The PAG TIP was revised and approved to
redistribute funds in the PAG Region thus making more funds available for the project.

PAG TIP 3.02

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

Yes, the team went through several cost cutting measures to minimize impacts to parcels. We revised vertical profiles and

access routes to minimize impacts to parcels

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
Change in Budget.

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: 08 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/08/2016
2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:

Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/10/2016 Alfred Rodriguez (520) 388-4265
5. Form Created By: 9019 Valley Proj Const Direct 1221 S 2nd Ave, , T100

Alfred Rodriguez

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:

7. Type of Work:

INA ROAD TI UTILITY RELOCATION

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:

PJ1F Tucson 10 Pima 248.0 H847901U 1.5 NH*

010-D(216)S

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 14712

18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):

561 8,700 9,261
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:
Amount (in $000): 561 Fund Item #: 14812 Amount (in $000): 8,700 Fund Item #: 72316
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:
FY:0-.-. FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:
23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?YES
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?NO

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Increase Utility budget.

26. JUSTIFICATION:

Prior Rights were more than anticipated.

PAG TIP 3.02

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:

23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have MATERIALS Memo?NO

Have C&S Approval?NO
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
Change in Budget.

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED

Page 178 of 251



http://wwwa/ppms/PRB.asp?piCPSID=PJ1F

PRBItem #: 17 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016
2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:

Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/23/2016 John Dickson (602) 712-8683
5. Form Created By: 4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT 205 S 17th Ave, 295, 614E

John Dickson

PROJECT INFORMATION
6. Project Location / Name:
THOUSAND TRAILS TO I-17

7. Type of Work:
CONSTRUCT IMPROVEMENTS

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:

WW1M Prescott 260 Yavapai

211.0 H869901C 8.0

STP
260-A(208)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 10616
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):
52,000 -2,200 49,800
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:
Amount (in $000): 52,000 Fund Item#: 10616 Amount (in $000): -2,200 Fund Item #: 72316
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:

FY:2016-THOUSAND TRAILS
- I-17-Construct Improvements

FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro
gram Cost Adjustments

| certify that | have verified AND received approval for ALL of the new Funding Sources listed above.

20. JPA #s.

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:
23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?YES
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Decrease project budget
26. JUSTIFICATION:

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:

23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?Post Stage IV
Have MATERIALS Memo?YES

Have C&S Approval?YES
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES

Funds are needed for utility relocation. Utilities with prior right are performing relocations ahead of CMAR project.
27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

Change in Budget.

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRBItem#: 18 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016
2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:

Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/23/2016 John Dickson (602) 712-8683
5. Form Created By: 4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT 205 S 17th Ave, 295, 614E

John Dickson

PROJECT INFORMATION
6. Project Location / Name:
THOUSAND TRAILS TO I-17

7. Type of Work:
Utility Relocation

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:

WW1M Prescott 260 Yavapai

211.0 H869901U 8.0
(Tracs# not in Adv)

STP
260-A(208)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 3601
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):
0 2,200 2,200

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:
Amount (in $000): Fund Item #: Amount (in $000): 2,200 Fund Item #: 72316
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:

Utility Relocations FY:2016-CONTINGENCY-Pro

20. JPA #s.

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:
23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?YES
Have U&RR Clearance?NO
Have R/W Clearance?NO
Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Establish Utility subphase
26. JUSTIFICATION:

gram Cost Adjustments
| certify that | have verified AND received approval for ALL of the new Funding Sources listed above.

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE

21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:

23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?Post Stage IV
Have MATERIALS Memo?YES

Have C&S Approval?YES
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?YES

Funds for utility relocations with prior rights need to be authorized so utility agreements can be finalized with Unisource, APS

and Camp Verde Water.

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Establish a New Project.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
ltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: 20 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:
Video Teleconference?No Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project
GENERAL INFORMATION
3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/24/2016 Michael Andazola (602) 712-7629
5. Form Created By: 9210 Statewide Project Management 205 S 17th Ave, , 614E

Michael Andazola

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name: 7. Type of Work:

Mt. Ord - Slate Creek Design

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beq MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
ZIMN Prescott 87 Gila 223.75 F002701D 75

(Tracs# not in Adv)

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 8110

18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000): Reguest (in $000): After Request (in $000):

0 480 480
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): Fund Item #: Amount (in $000): 480 Fund Iltem#: 70016

Comments: Details: Comments: Details:
Embankment/Drainage/Slope FY:2016-ENGINEERING
Repair SUPPORT-Construction

Preparation: Technical
Engineering Group

20. JPA #is:
CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: " 21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:
ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No 24c. Work Type Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No 24d. What is the current Stage?Pre Stage |l
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?/1” Have MATERIALS Memo?*#
Have U&RR Clearance?*# Have C&S Approval?*#
Have R/W Clearance?*# Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?*#

Scoping Document Completed?*#

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Establish New Project
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26. JUSTIFICATION:
Recent development of large pavement cracks, a 144" structural plated pipe joint separating, drainage relief above the NB Soil
Nail wall and erosion repair of the SB Soil Nail wall.

Construction is anticipated in the First Quarter of FY17.

Staff $95K
Consultant $339K
ICAP $45K
Total $479K

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

Establish a New Project. Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval. Pl{li ‘APP“‘)‘TEI)

Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .
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PRB Item #: (2

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/08/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:

GENERAL INFORMATION

Video Teleconference?No Click here to view all previous PRB Actions for this project

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/08/2016 Rashid Haque (602) 712-7352
5. Form Created By: 9235 Proj Mgmt Grp-Const Chrgs 205 S 17th Ave, 295, 614E

Rashidul Haque

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name:
OAK CREEK

7. Type of Work:
DESIGN DRAINAGE AND SEDIMENT CONTROL

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:

NQ1N Flagstaff

89A Coconino 387.15 H890701D 1.85 A89-B(218)T

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 6524.
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):
0 634 634
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:
Amount (in $000): Fund Item #: Amount (in $000): 250 Fund ltem#: 79816
Comments: Details: Comments: Details:
FY:2016-ENVIRONMENTAL
STEWARDSHIP-Environment
al
Amount (in $000): 384 Fund Item #: 70016
Comments: Details:
FY:2016-ENGINEERING
SUPPORT-Construction
Preparation: Technical
Engineering Group
| certify that | have verified AND received approval for ALL of the new Funding Sources listed above.
20. JPA #s:
CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 21a. Request Fiscal Year to: 2016
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:

23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS

23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24a. Scope Changed?No 24c. Work Type Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No 24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?NO Have MATERIALS Memo?NO
Have U&RR Clearance?NO Have C&S Approval?NO

Have R/W Clearance?NO Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?NO

Scoping Document Completed?YES

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

Establish New Design Project.
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26. JUSTIFICATION:

The project is located in the switchback roadway section. The soils in the area are generally sand/silt mixes and easily eroded
from storm or snowfall events. This project will design the mitigation of the existing sedimentation and drainage challenges in
accordance with the recommnedations of the recent sediment transport study.

Anticipated Construction in FY18.
Consultant:$432K

Staff:$142K

ICAP: $60K

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Establish a New Project.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
ltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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PRB Item #: 15 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016

2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/23/2016 David Benton (602) 712-7910
5. Form Created By: 4975 BRIDGE OPERATIONS 205 S 17th Ave, , 631E

David Benton

PROJECT INFORMATION
6. Project Location / Name:
Virgin River Bridge No. 4 #1616

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County:

7. Type of Work:
Scoping - Deck Rehabilitation

12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:

Flagstaff 15 Mohave

14 F003201L 1
(Tracs# not in Adv)

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 8096
18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget
Program Budget (in $000): Request (in $000): After Request (in $000):

0 80 80

19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List:

Amount (in $000): Fund Item #:
Comments: Details:
20. JPA #s:

CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date:
23. Current Bid Adv Date:

ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?!,
Have U&RR Clearance?!,
Have R/W Clearance?!,

Scoping Document Completed?!,

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:
Establish scoping project.
26. JUSTIFICATION:

19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): 80 Fund ltem#: 76216

Comments: Details:
FY:2016-BRIDGE
REPLACEMENT &

REHABILITATION-Bridge
Replacement & Rehabilitation

CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:

24c. Work Type Changed?No
24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have MATERIALS Memo?!,

Have C&S Approval?!,
Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?!,

Concrete deck overlay is failing and experiencing extensive multi-directional map cracking with spall formation. Bridge needs
to be evaluated for appropriate deck rehabiliation alternatives.

Design is planned in FY17, Construction is planned in FY19.

Staff $72K
ICAP $8K

27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:
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28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Establish a New Project.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED

Page 186 of 251




PRBItem#: 16 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

WEB PRB REQUEST FORM (version 3.0)
1. PRB MEETING DATE:03/22/2016
2. Phone Teleconference?No At Phone #:
Video Teleconference?No

GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Form Date: 4. Project Manager / Presenter Information:
03/23/2016 David Benton (602) 712-7910
5. Form Created By: 4975 BRIDGE OPERATIONS 205 S 17th Ave, , 631E

David Benton

PROJECT INFORMATION

6. Project Location / Name: 7. Type of Work:

Vail Rd TI UP EB #744 & Mountain View Tl UP #1053 Scoping - Deck Rehabilitation

8. CPS Id: 9. District: 10. Route: 11. County: 12. Beq MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (mi.): 15. Fed ID #:
Tucson 10 Pima 279 F003301L 3

(Tracs# not in Adv)

PROJECT REQUEST SUMMARY

16. Original Program Budget (in $000): 17. Original Program Item # (Current 5 Yr Program): 8100

18. Current Approved 18a. (+/-) Program Budget 18b. Total Program Budget

Program Budget (in $000): Reguest (in $000): After Request (in $000):

0 130 130
19. Currently Approved Budget Funding List: 19a. New / Budget Change Request Funding List:

Amount (in $000): Fund Item #: Amount (in $000): 130 Fund ltem#: 76216

Comments: Details: Comments: Details:
FY:2016-BRIDGE
REPLACEMENT &

REHABILITATION-Bridge
Replacement & Rehabilitation
| certify that | have verified AND received approval for ALL of the new Funding Sources listed above.

20. JPA #s:
CURRENTLY APPROVED SCHEDULE CHANGE REQUEST / NEW PROJECT SCHEDULE
21. Current Fiscal Year: 21a. Request Fiscal Year to:
22. Current Bid Pkg Ready Date: 22a. Request Bid Pkg Ready Date to:
23. Current Bid Adv Date: 23a. Request Bid Adv Date to:
ADDITIONAL DETAILS
24a. Scope Changed?No 24c. Work Type Changed?No
24b. Project Name/Location Changed?No 24d. What is the current Stage?N/A
Have ENVIRONMENTAL Clearance?!, Have MATERIALS Memo?!,
Have U&RR Clearance?!, Have C&S Approval?!,
Have R/W Clearance?!, Have CUSTOMIZED Schedule?!,

Scoping Document Completed?!,

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

Establish scoping project.

26. JUSTIFICATION:

Concrete decks have numerous cracks, extensive patches and are experiencing popouts. Bridges need to be evaluated for
appropriate deck rehabilitation scope.

Design is planned for FY17, Construction is planned fo FY19.

Consultant $103
Staff  $15
ICAP $12
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27. CONCERNS OF THE PROJECT TEAM REGARDING THE REQUEST:

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES:

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

Establish a New Project.
Request to be in PPAC Agenda for 3/30/2016 .

APPROVED/RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
Iltem(s) Approved. Subject to PPAC Approval.

PRB APPROVED
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STATE ENGINEER’S REPORT
' March 2016

The Status of Projects Under Construction report for March
2016 shows 125 projects under construction valued at
- $1,847,666,746.45. The transportation board awarded 16 projects

during March valued at approximately $23.7 million.

During March the Department finalized 18 projects valued at
$233,103,396.42. Projects where: the final cost exceeded the
contractors bid amount by more than 5% are detailed in your board
package.

Year to date we have finalized 129 projects. The total cost of
these 129 projects has exceeded the contractors bid amount by
- 5.6%. Deducting incentive/bonus payments, revisions, omissions
and additional work paid for by others, fiscal year to date reduces
this percentage to 2.5%.
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MONTHLY CONSTRUCTION REPORT

March 2016
PROJECTS UNDER CONSTRUCTION | o 125
MONETARY VALUE OF CONTRACTS ' ' $1 ,847,666,.746.45
PAYMENTS MADE TO DATE o | $625,830,819.97
INTERSTATE _ 31
PRIMARY - 43
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ' 47
NON-FEDERAL AID | 4
OTHER | 0 |
CONTRACTS EXECUTED IN MARCH 2016 | 16
MONETARY AMOUNT OF CONTRACTS EXECUTED $28,307,894.54

FIELD REPORTS SECTION

EXT. 7301
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Arizona Department of Transportation

Field Reports Section
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2016

March, 2016
Location

Project Number District State Estimate Contractor Bid Amount Final Cost Monetary  Percent
161-D(002)5 RECST3BRS & ' :
H436001C RDWY o

’ . Holbrook District

Working Days: 381 =320 +10+5 + 5+ 5+ 2+ 2+ 2 +30
Days Used:

VASTCO, INC.
14,687,435.55

LowBid=
$13,645,437.08

($1,041,998.47) or 7.09% under State Estimate
$14,960,397.22

$1314960.14 9.6%

NH (53-2-(43)N
1469801C

Working Days:

625 =525

DOUBTFUL CANYON

Prescott District
+ 25 + 75

Days Used:
AMES CONSTRUCTION, INC. LowBid= . (81, 320 871.23)or 4.31% under State Estimate
30,680,000.00 $29,359,128.77 $30,520,650.62 $1,160921.85 4.0%
303-A-(206N 1-10/SR 303L T.L
H713901C .
Phoenix District
Working Days: 1176=855 + 155+ 21 + 136+ 9
Days Used:
PULICE CONSTRUCTION, INC. LowBid=  ($11,150,123.96) or 7.69% under State Cstimate

145,060,022.34

$133,009,898.38

$150,965,301.08

$17,055,402.70  12.7%

264-A-(207)T
H647401C

Working Days:
Days Used:

109 =100

KIAMS CANYON
TRADING POST
Holbroolk Dhstrict

+ 1 +5 + 3

SHOW LOW CONSTRUCTION,

90267145 NG

Low Bid=
$1,035,027.75

$132,356.3C or _14.66% over State Estimate
$1,001,911.10

($33,116.65; -32%
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Arizona Department of Transportation
Field Reports Section
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2016

March, 2016
Location : : .
Project Number District State Estimate Contractor Bid Amount Final Cost Monetary  Percent
191-C-(212)T COLD CREEK
HS23101C CANYON BRTOOLD
Safford Distriet
Working Days: 305 =220 + 85
Days Used: 317
FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC. LowBid=  ($266,012.76) or 4.65% under Stdte Estimate ‘
5,719,1G7.00 $5.453,094.24 $5,328.310.54 ($124,783.7¢) -2.3%
191-A-(202)T ©~ JCT SR 181 - PEARCE
11812401C RD .
Safford District
Worlcing Days:  192=130 + 5 +30+ 6+ 1
Days Used: 189
FISHER SAND & GRAVEL CO. LowBid=  ($414,274.00) or 7.11% under State Estimate
583027400 DBASOUTHWEST ASPHALY $5,416,000.00 $4.969.901.33 ‘ ($446.098.67) -82%
PAVING . -
264-A-(214)T CROSS CANYON-
H786301C SUMMIT
Holbrook District
Working Days: 230
Days Used: 218
) SUNLAND, INC. ASPHALT & LowBid= $270,954.96 or 3.65% over State Estimate
7429045.04 SEAL COATING $7,700,000.00 $7.486,18021 ($213.819.79) 2.8%
010-C-(2040)T WILD HORSE PASS
H219701C BLVDVTO RI(;GS
Phoenix District
Working Days: 272 =110 + 1 +105+ 56
Days Used: 569
COMBS CONSTRUCTION TowBid=  {$9,743.55) or (.19% under State Est'un_ﬂtc
5,030,546.00 COMPANY, INC. $5,020,802.45 $5,782,803.48 §762,001.0% 152%
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Arizona Department of Transportation
Field Reports Section
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2016

March, 2016 :
Location .
Project Number District State Estimate Contractor Bid Amount Final Cost Monetary  Percent
TMP-0{237)A CITY O TEMPE
SH59401P o
Phoenix District
Working Days: 365
Days Used: 233
CITY OF TEMPE LowBid=  $2,976.88 or 8.01% over State Estimate
37,144.80 ) $40,121.68 $77,039.60 $36,917.92 92.0%
090-A-205)T SR §2 - GIULIO
HS8497G1C CESARE AVE
Safferd District
Working Days: 125=110 + 13
Days Used: 121
K E & G CONSTRUCTION, INC. LowRid=  §7,663.25 or 0.69% over State Estimate
1,113,547.75 $1,121,211.00 $1,161,420.07 $40,209.07 36%
CM SUR-G{210)T GRAND AVE TO AVE
$585401C OF TQEABT,S
Phoenix District
Working Days: 94 = 70 + 10 + 14
Days Used: 91
VISUS ENGINEERING LowDBid= ($191,805.00) or 15. 14% under State Estiﬁ]atc
1,266,805.00 CONSTRUCTION, INC. $1,075,000.00 $1,154,946.78 $79,946.78  7.4%
060-C-(208)T US 60/MERIDIAN
H830001C ROAI? T‘I'. ,
Phoenix District
Working Days: 425
Days Used: 410
HAYDON BUILDING CORP - Low Bid=  $584,279.55 or 12.37% over State Estimate
7,150,411.00 $8,034,690.55 $8,338,337.94 $303,647.39 3.8%
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Arizona Department of Transportation

Field Reports Section
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2016

March, 2016
Location
Project Number District State Estimate Contractor Bid Amonnt Final Cost Monetary  Percent
HOL-0-200T [IENNESSEY STREET :
$703401C TO PORTEI-.{C.AN
Holbrook District
Working Days: 129 =70 + 14 + 45
Days Used: 5
HATCH CONSTRUCTION & LowBid=  ($53,328.60) or 11.45% under State Tstimate
46573070 PAVING, INC. $412,402.10 $382,322.64 ($30,079.46) 7.3%
TMP-0(236)T CITY OF TFMPF -
SH39301P VAR](_)U&’_ .
Phoenix District
Working Days: 365
Days Used: 10
CITY OF TEMPE LowBid=  or under Statc Estimate
$13,660.42 $13,660.42 $0.00 0.0%
GDY-0-(205)T VA@OUS
S898301C LOLA‘HONS .
Phocnix Disirict
Working Days: 230
Days Used: 208
GDY-0-(206)T VARIOUS
SZ06901C LOCATIOIA\IS .
Phoenix District
Working Days: 230
Days Used: 208
C S CONSTRUCTION, INC., Low Bid = ($12,485.60) or 2.99% under State Estimate ‘
416,927.60 $404,442,00 $373,886.88 ($30,555.12) -7.6%
QCR-0-(200T DESERT MOUNTAIN
SLT1401C PARK-TO .ELFSWO
Phoenix District
Working Days: 120

Days Used:

107
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Arizona Department of Transportation
Field Reports Section
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2016

+ March, 2016
Location
Project Number District State Estimate Contractor - Bid Amount Final Cost Monetary  Percent
QCR-0-2I3)T ELLSWORTH ROAD
S£04201C TO CHANDLER HEL
Phoenix District
Working Days: 120
Days Used: 107 ‘
MEADOW VALLEY LowBid=  {$164,575.50) or 21.86% under State Estimate

752,728.50 CONTRACTORS, INC, $588,153.00 $586,926.50 ($1226.50) -02%
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Totals

# of Projects: 18

Completed Contracts (FiscalYear 2016)

March, 2016
No. of Contracts State [:stimate Bid Amount
16 $213,229,069.42

Monetary

Final Cost

$233,103,396.42

Monetary
$1 9,874,327‘00
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Accumulation to Date (Fiscal Year 2016 ONLY)

Accumulative

No. of Contracis - State Estimate Bid Amount Final Cost . Monstary Percent
123 $541,246,454.19 $504,300,856.10 $532,678,613.48 $28,377,757.38 5.6%
Prepared By: Checked By:

Yvonne Navarro

Tield Reports Unit, X6849

Lenyne Higlkon, Manager
Field Reports Unit, X7301°
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FINAL COST VS BID ADJUSTED

FISCAL YEAR 2016
| _ LESS ADJUSTMENTS FOR ; | L |
CUMULATIVE REVISIONS/ INCENTIVE/_ | ADD'L WORK PD_|[ CUMULATIVE |CUMULATIVEBID| ADJUSTED
MONTH| FINAL COST | OMISSIONS#48#5 BONUS  #7 , OTHERS #3 ADJ | AMOUNT . FINALCOST | ADJCUM
Jul-15 § 17,361,297 | $ 244,860 | $ 105,603 | $ 64280 'S 414752° 8  17607.487. % - 16946544 - . - -3.8%
Aug-15| $ 69,795,533 | $ 1678,322 |$ 1,032,092 % 69,503 S 3194670 S 64360960 $ 66600863 - 3.5%
Sep-15| $ 89,888,763 | § 362,260 | $ 430,072 $ - ; § 85,263,768 $ - 85901761 07%
Oct-15'§ 96,743,585  $ 88,169 | § 1,178 | $ - $ 92,111,609 $ . 92,667,236 0.6%
[ Nov-15 $ 104,291,647 ; $ 33,101 $ 123,620 | 5205 $ 423820957 $ 09,604,884 -$:: 100063352 . 0.4%
Dec-15] $ 113,226,104 | $ 211,682 | $ 41,067 | $ - % 4,491,044 $ 108273671 $ 108735060 -  0.4%
Jan-16| $ 154,558,914 | $ 411,972 | $ 994,717 . § 249,401 $ - 6,147,134 $ 148, 813,933 $ 148,411,781 -0.3%
Feb-16' § 299,575,217 | § 2,097,502 | $ 708,967 | $ 11,889 '§ 8965492 $ 291,071,787 $ 200609726 -0.2%
Mar-16 $ 532,678613 $ 5253226 $ 1,661,200 | $ 3436 $ 15883354 § 504 300,856 " $:. 516,795259  2.5%
Apr-16| $ - |8 - |3 - |8 - $ 15883354 % - % 7(15,883,354) '
May-16| $ - |8 - |8 - '3 - % 15,883,354 % - $ (15,883,354)
Jun-16! $ - % - 1'% R - .$..15:883354. % - % (15883,354)
$ 10,381,094 | § 5098517 - § 403,744 |'$ 15,883,354
e-mail to Barb Domke at year end

| G: \ITD\FIELDREPORTS\F REPTS\BOARD REPORT\Board Report FY '16\Final Cost Summarv FY 15- 16\F|nal Cost Summary FY16 Xlsx
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CONTRACTS

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 9a:  BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 2 Page 233
BIDS OPENED: March 18, 2016
HIGHWAY: TOHONO O’ODHAM NATION HIGHWAYS
SECTION: TOHONO O’ODHAM NATION HIGHWAYS VARIOUS LOCATIONS
COUNTY: PIMA
ROUTE NO.: IRR15 & 19
PROJECT : TRACS: ITO-0(205)T : 0000 PM ITO SH56101C
FUNDING: 100% FEDS
LOW BIDDER: GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
LOW BID AMOUNT: S 652,652.00
STATE ESTIMATE: $474,217.20
S OVER ESTIMATE: $178,434.80
% OVER ESTIMATE: 37.6%
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 5.09%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 5.24%
NO. BIDDERS: 3
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD
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CONTRACTS

*ITEM 9b:

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:

6
February 26, 2016

TOWN OF PRESCOTT VALLEY
LAKESHORE DRIVE TO 89A
YAVAPAI

LOCAL

TEA-PRV-0(205)T : 0000 YV PRV SL68001C
94% FEDS 6% STATE

J BANICKI CONSTRUCTION, INC.
$1,613,000.00

$1,391,525.50

$221,474.50

15.9%

9.11%

11.29%

7

AWARD

T~

Town of Prescott Valley;
Lakeshore Dr — SR 89A

Page 237
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CONTRACTS

*ITEM 9c:  BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 6 Page 242
BIDS OPENED: March 18,2016
HIGHWAY: EHRENBERG-PHOENIX HIGHWAY (I-10)
SECTION: US 60— MP 42
COUNTY: LA PAZ
ROUTE NO.: I-10
PROJECT : TRACS: NH-010-A(225)T: 010 LA 029 H871201C
FUNDING: 94% FEDS 6% STATE
LOW BIDDER: FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC.
LOW BID AMOUNT: $9,622,895.19
STATE ESTIMATE: $ 14,653,381.85
S UNDER ESTIMATE: ($5,030,486.66)
% UNDER ESTIMATE: (34.3%)
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 7.00%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 7.01%
NO. BIDDERS: 3
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

'7 burg
unction

]
1-10, Parker, 4% |,

[-10: US 60 — MP 42
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CONTRACTS

*ITEM 9d:  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:

6

March 18, 2016

CITY OF KINGMAN

KINGMAN POWERHOUSE

MOHAVE

SR-66

SB-AZ-09(002)T : 066 MO 056 H809401C
80% FEDS 20% LOCAL

KINNEY CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, INC.
$339,800.00

$195,000.00

$ 144,800.00

74.3%

N/A

N/A

3

POSTPONE

Page 246
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CONTRACTS

*ITEM 9e:  BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 4 Page 249
BIDS OPENED: March 18, 2016
HIGHWAY: PAYSON-WINSLOW HIGHWAY (SR 87)
SECTION: MP 254.6 — MP 283.0
COUNTY: GILA
ROUTE NO.: SR-87
PROJECT : TRACS: HSIP-087-B(221)T : 087 Gl 254 H882601C
FUNDING: 94% FEDS 6% STATE
LOW BIDDER: INTERMOUNTAIN WEST CIVIL CONSTRUCTORS, INC.
LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 634,697.00
STATE ESTIMATE: $527,250.00
S OVER ESTIMATE: $107,447.00
% OVER ESTIMATE: 20.4%
PROJECT DBE GOAL: 2.99%
BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 4.55%
NO. BIDDERS: 4
RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

|
Page 203 of 251



Printed: 4/4/2016

Completion Date:
180 Working Days

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Pag

elofl

The proposed work is located in Maricopa County, within the Town of Gilbert, in the north-west region of the Town of Gilbert. The work includes the installation of conduit, fiber
optic cable, closed circuit television cameras, meter pedestals for traffic signals and other related work.

Bid Opening Date : 3/4/2016, Prequalification Required,

Engineer Specialist : Brandon Campbell

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem

0000 MA GIL SZ16001C GIL-0-(215)T TOWN OF GILBERT NW REGION OF TOWN OF GILBERT Phoenix District LOCAL
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor

1 $817,918.42 ROADWAY ELECTRIC, LLC 2035 W. MOUNTAIN VIEW ROAD PHOENIX, AZ 85021

2 $841,610.00 C S CONSTRUCTION, INC. 22023 N 20TH AVE SUITE A PHOENIX, AZ 85027

$926,152.60 DEPARTMENT
3 $999,359.00 CONTRACTORS WEST, INC. 1830 W. BROADWAY RD. MESA, AZ 85202
4 $1,271,588.52 THE FISHEL COMPANY 1366 DUBLIN RD, COLUMBUS, OH

Apparent Low Bidder is 11.7% Under Department Estimate (Difference = ($108,234.18))
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, JANUARY 15, 2016, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 0000 MA GIL SZ160 01C

PROJ NO CM-GIL-0(215)T

TERMINI TOWN OF GILBERT

LOCATION NORTH-WEST REGION OF TOWN OF GILBERT

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
N/A N/A CENTRAL LOCAL

The amount programmed for this contract is $1,161,000. The location and description
of the proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as
follows:

The proposed work is located in Maricopa County, within the Town of Gilbert, in the
north-west region of the Town of Gilbert. The work includes the installation of conduit,
fiber optic cable, closed circuit television cameras, meter pedestals for traffic signals
and other related work.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Conductor (Insulated Bond) (#12) (Green) L. Ft. 61,000
Single Mode Fiber Optic Cable L. Ft. 42,500
Electrical Conduit (Various Sizes) (PVC) L. Ft. 16,000
Electrical Conduit (HDPE) (Directional Drill) L. Ft. 6,000
Concrete Sidewalk Sq. Ft. 3,000
CCTV Field Equipment Each 3

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 180
working days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 88 2000d-4) and the Regulations,
hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into
pursuant to this advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be
discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in consideration
for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 3.54 %.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased from
Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ
85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. Plans and bidding documents should be available for sale
to bidders within one week following the advertisement for bids. The cost is $32,
payable at time of order by cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid
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proposal package or a subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5 will
be charged for each set of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied by
the purchase of a related set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the
Arizona Department of Transportation. No refund will be made for plans and
specifications returned. We cannot guarantee mail delivery.

This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and
Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department
to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Brandon Campbell (602) 712-8257
Construction Supervisor: Girgis Girgis (602) 712-6710

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer - Manager
Contracts & Specifications

0000 MA GIL Sz16001C
CM-GIL-0(215)T
B.C. sz16001c: Advertised on December 2, 2015
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Printed: 4/4/2016 Page 1 of 1
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:
35 Working Days

The proposed removal and installation of new signs work is located in the City of Glendale in Maricopa County. The proposed work is located throughout within the City of
Glendale. The work consists of removal of existing sign panels and installation of new sign panels on the existing sign posts and foundations.

Bid Opening Date : 3/4/2016, Prequalification Required,  Engineer Specialist : Mahfuz Anwar

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
0000 MA CIT SH57301C GLN-0-(238)T CITY OF GLENDALE CITY OF GLENDALE PHX Maint District LOCAL
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
$69,248.00 DEPARTMENT
1 $69,969.00 C S CONSTRUCTION, INC. 22023 N. 20TH AVENUE SUITE A PHOENIX, AZ 85027
2 $69,988.80 SUNLINE CONTRACTING, LLC 820 N 17TH AVENUE PHOENIX, AZ 85007

Apparent Low Bidder is 1.0% Over Department Estimate (Difference = $721.00)
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH 4, 2016 AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 0000 MA GLN SH57301C
PROJ NO HSIP-GLN-0(238)T

TERMINI CITY OF GLENDALE

LOCATION VARIOUS LOCATIONS

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
N/A N/A CENTRAL LOCAL

The amount programmed for this contract is $115,000. The location and description of the
proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as follows:

The proposed removal and installation of new signs work is located in the City of Glendale in
Maricopa County. The proposed work is located throughout within the City of Glendale. The
work consists of removal of existing sign panels and installation of new sign panels on the
existing sign posts and foundations.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Remove (Sign Panels) Sq.Ft. 3,879
Warning, Marker or Regulatory Sign Panel Sq.Ft. 774
Truck Mounted Attenuator Each-Day 35

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 35 working
days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 88 2000d-4) and the Regulations, hereby
notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into pursuant to this
advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full and fair opportunity to
submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds
of race, color, or national origin in consideration for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business Enterprises
in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 3.28.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased from Contracts
and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ 85007-3217, (602)
712-7221. Plans and bidding documents should be available for sale to bidders within one
week following the advertisement for bids. The cost is $15, payable at time of order by cash,
check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid proposal package or a
subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5 will be charged for each set of
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Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied by the purchase of a related set of
project plans. Checks should be made payable to the Arizona Department of Transportation.

A signs.kmz file will be available for this project on compact disk. The contractor will be able to
open this file into Google Earth program, which contractor can download on computer from
Google website without any additional cost. The file will show exact location of each sign on
Google Earth map. The contractor will also be able to open the signs.kmz file into smart phone
with Google Earth app. Disk is available at ADOT Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651
West Jackson Street, Phoenix, Arizona, 85007 at no additional cost to the contractor.

No refund will be made for plans and specifications returned. We cannot guarantee mail
delivery.

This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified. The
Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days prior to the
bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in accordance
with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage rates
shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in accordance with
the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for this project. The wage
scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies may be obtained at all
reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to the
State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in the form
of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and only from
corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217
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Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.

bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Mahfuz Anwar
Construction Supervisor: Girgis Girgis

STEVE BEASLEY,
Manager

(602) 712-7663
(602) 712-6710

Contracts & Specifications Section

0000 MA GLN SH57301C
HSIP-GLN-0(238)T
January 27, 2016
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Printed: 4/4/2016 Page 1 of 1

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:
40 Working Days

The proposed work is located in Navajo County within the limits of the City of Holbrook. The work is along Erie Street from 8th Avenue to 3rd Avenue, along Buffalo Street from
10th Avenue to Navajo Blvd, and along 7th street between NE Central Ave. and Park Rd. The work consists of constructing sidewalk ramps, constructing curb and gutter, installing
school flashers, placing pavement markings, and other miscellaneous work.

Bid Opening Date : 3/4/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Shah Manish

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
NA PSRTS06C 999-A-(253)T CITY OF HOLBROOK HULET ELEM & HOLBROOK JR HIGH Unassigned District 71616
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
$153,200.00 DEPARTMENT

1 $156,256.00 C S CONSTRUCTION, INC. 22023 N 20TH AVE SUITE A PHOENIX, AZ 85027

2 $162,550.00 SOUTHWEST CONCRETE PAVING CO. 20430 N. 19TH AVENUE, SUITE B-100 PHOENIX, AZ 85027

3 $172,720.00 J. BANICKI CONSTRUCTION, INC. 6423 S. ASH AVENUE TEMPE, AZ 85283

4 $178,530.00 D B A CONSTRUCTION INC. P O BOX 63035 PHOENIX, AZ 85082-3035

5 $215,000.00 K.A.Z. CONSTRUCTION, INC. 1138 S. SANTA RITA AVENUE TUCSON, AZ 85719

Apparent Low Bidder is 2.0% Over Department Estimate (Difference = $3,056.00)
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: MARCH 04, 2016, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 0000 NA HOL PSRTS06C
PROJ NO SRS-999-A(253)T
TERMINI CITY OF HOLLBROOK
LOCATION HULET ELEMENTRY & HOLBROOK JR. HIGH
ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
N/A N/A NORTHEAST 71616

The amount programmed for this contract is $191,000. The location and description of
the proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as
follows:

The proposed work is located in Navajo County within the limits of the City of Holbrook.
The work is along Erie Street from 8" Avenue to 3™ Avenue, along Buffalo Street from
10" Avenue to Navajo Blvd, and along 7" street between NE Central Ave. and Park Rd.
The work consists of constructing sidewalk ramps, constructing curb and gutter,
installing school flashers, placing pavement markings, and other miscellaneous work.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Traffic Signal (School Flasher) Each 13
Concrete Sidewalk (C-05.20) Sq.Ft. 95
Concrete Sidewalk Ramp Sq.Ft. 1240
Construction Surveying and Layout L.Sum 1

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 40
working days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 88§ 2000d-4) and the Regulations,
hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into
pursuant to this advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be
discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in consideration
for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 3.56%.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased from
Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ
85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. Plans and bidding documents should be available for sale
to bidders within one week following the advertisement for bids. The cost is $10.00,
payable at time of order by cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid
proposal package or a subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5.00
will be charged for each set of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied
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by the purchase of a related set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the
Arizona Department of Transportation. No refund will be made for plans and
specifications returned. We cannot guarantee mail delivery.

This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and
Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department
to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

C&S Technical Leader: Manish Shah (602) 712-7216
Construction Supervisor: Carl Ericksen (928) 524-5421

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer - Manager
Contracts & Specifications

Project Advertised on December 31, 2015
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Printed: 4/4/2016
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:
115 Working Days

Page 1 of 1

The proposed project is located in Mohave County, on State Route 68 (SR 68) within the town of Golden Valley, beginning at Milepost 19.79 and extending east along SR 68 to

Milepost 22.29. The proposed work consists of removing asphaltic concrete by milling, minor earthwork,
constructing asphaltic concrete pavement, minor drainage grading and related items to construct right turn lanes for the westbound direction at three locations.

Bid Opening Date : 3/4/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Sarker Sajedur Rahman

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem

068 MO 019 H860501C 068-A-(203)T DAVIS DAM - KINGMAN HIGHWAY (SR 68) MP 19.8 TO MP 22.3, WEST OF KI Kingman District 17713
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor

1 $324,796.33 MCCORMICK CONSTRUCTION CO. 3640 HWY 95 #110 BULLHEAD CITY, AZ 86442

2 $346,618.30 COMBS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. 2801 S. 49TH AVENUE PHOENIX, AZ 85043

$350,612.00 DEPARTMENT
3 $358,358.00 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY 4115 E ILLINOIS ST TUCSON, AZ 85714
4 $358,358.00 INTERMOUNTAIN WEST CIVIL CONSTRUCTORS, 1564 N. ALMA SCHOOL RD, SUITE #200 MESA, AZ 85201
INC.
5 $419,079.00 TIFFANY CONSTRUCTION COMPANY 2800 N. 24TH STREET PHOENIX, AZ 85008

Apparent Low Bidder is 7.4% Under Department Estimate (Difference = ($25,815.67))
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH 04, 2016, AT 11:00 AM. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 068 MO 019 H8605 01C
PROJ NO STP-068-A(203)T

TERMINI DAVIS DAM - KINGMAN HIGHWAY (SR 68)

LOCATION MP 19.8 TO MP 22.3, WEST OF KINGMAN

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
SR 68 19.79 t0 22.29 NORTHWEST 17713

The amount programmed for this contract is $500,000. The location and description of the
proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as follows:

The proposed project is located in Mohave County, on State Route 68 (SR 68) within the town of
Golden Valley, beginning at Milepost 19.79 and extending east along SR 68 to Milepost 22.29.
The proposed work consists of removing asphaltic concrete by milling, minor earthwork,
constructing asphaltic concrete pavement, minor drainage grading and related items to construct
right turn lanes for the westbound direction at three locations.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Clearing and Grubbing ACRE. 2
Removal of Asphaltic Concrete Pavement SQ.YD. 697
Remove Bituminous Pavement (Milling) (3") SQ.YD. 1,623
Roadway Excavation CU. YD. 109
Borrow (In-Place) CU. YD. 69
Aggregate Base , Class 2 CU. YD. 358
Asphalt Concrete (Miscellaneous Structural) TON 772
Asphalt Concrete Friction Course (Misc.) TON 57
Warning, Marker, or Regulatory Sign Panel SQ. FT. 77
Flagging Services ( DPS & Local Enforcement Officer) HOUR 300
Pavement Marking Thermoplastic 0.090” (Wht & Yellow) L.FT. 5,348
Seeding (Class Il) ACRE 2
Erosion Control Wattles (127) L.FT. 1,250
Construction Surveying and Layout L.SUM 1

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 115 working
days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 88 2000d-4) and the Regulations, hereby
notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into pursuant to this
advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full and fair opportunity to
submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of
race, color, or national origin in consideration for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business Enterprises in
the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 3.55.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased from Contracts and
Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ 85007-3217, (602) 712-
7221. Plans and bidding documents should be available for sale to bidders within one week
following the advertisement for bids. The cost is $18, payable at time of order by cash, check or
money order. Please indicate whether a bid proposal package or a subcontractor/supplier set is
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desired. An additional fee of $5 will be charged for each set of Special Provisions requested
which is not accompanied by the purchase of a related set of project plans. Checks should be
made payable to the Arizona Department of Transportation. No refund will be made for plans
and specifications returned. We cannot guarantee mail delivery.

This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified. The
Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days prior to the bid
opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in accordance with
Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage rates
shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in accordance with
the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for this project. The wage
scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies may be obtained at all
reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to the
State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in the form of
a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and only from
corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read. No bids
will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Sarker Rahman (602) 712-8262
Construction Supervisor: Allison W Baker (928) 715-6989

STEVE BEASLEY,
Group Manager
Contracts & Specifications

068 MO 019 H8605 01C
STP-068-A(203)T
12/24/2016;

November 2016
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Printed: 4/4/2016 Page 1 of 1

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:
45 Working Days

The project is located within the Tohono O'odham Nation (Pima and Pinal County) with
proposed work along various locations of Indian Reservation Roads (IRR) 15 and IRR 19. The project consists of removing and reconstructing the existing guardrail, installing new

guardrail, and removing and installing new guardrail end treatments.

Bid Opening Date : 3/18/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Patton Samuel James

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
180 AP 402 H870801C 180-C-(205)S SPRINGERVILLE-ALPINE-ST LN HWY (US 180) RODEO GROUNDS TO CORREJO CROSS Globe District 24015
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
1 $459,704.66 CACTUS TRANSPORT, INC. 8211 WEST SHERMAN STREET TOLLESON, AZ 85353
2 $482,000.00 VSS INTERNATIONAL, INC. 3785 Channel Drive West Sacramento, CA 95691
$508,742.50 DEPARTMENT

Apparent Low Bidder is 9.6% Under Department Estimate (Difference = ($49,037.84))
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH, 18, 2016, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 180 AP 402 H870801C
PROJ NO STP-180-C(205)T

TERMINI SPRINGERVILLE-ALPINE-ST LN HWY (US 180)

LOCATION RODEO GROUNDS — CORREJO CROSSING

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
US 180 402.7 to 407 NORTHEAST 24015

The amount programmed for this contract is $685,000.00. The location and description
of the proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as
follows:

The proposed work is located in Apache County on US 180. The project limits begin at
MP 402.70 and proceeds southward approximately 4.30 miles to MP 407.00. The work
consists of the application of a rubberized chip seal coat. The work also includes
pavement marking, traffic control and other related work.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Cover Material (Rubberized Chip Seal) L.FT. 1438
Asphalt Binder (Rubber Bituminous) TON 293

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 55
working days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation hereby notifies all bidders that pursuant to
this advertisement for bids, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
opportunity to submit bids in response to this solicitation and will not be discriminated
against on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin in consideration for an
award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 3.64.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased in paper
format from Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F,
Phoenix, AZ 85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. The cost is $7, payable at time of order by
cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid proposal package or a
subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5 will be charged for each set
of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied by the purchase of a related
set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the Arizona Department of
Transportation. We cannot guarantee mail delivery. No refund will be made for plans
and specifications returned.
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Contract documents and other project documents are available as electronic files, at no
charge, from the Contracts and Specifications website, pursuant to Subsection 102.02 of
the specifications. The Contracts and Specifications Current Advertisements website is
located at:
http://www.azdot.gov/business/ContractsandSpecifications/CurrentAdvertisements.

Documents should be available within one week following the advertisement for bids.
This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

To submit a valid bid, the bidder must (1) have prequalification from the Department as
necessary for the project, and (2) be included on the project Plansholder List as a Prime.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from the Contracts and
Specifications website.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets in paper format shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by
the Department to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217
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Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Sam Patton (602) 712-8261
Construction Supervisor: Elaine Leavens (928) 532-2345

STEVE BEASLEY,
Group Manager
Contracts & Specifications

180 AP 402 H870801C
STP-180-C(205)T
February 17, 2016
SJP
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Printed: 4/4/2016 Page 1 of 1

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:
100 Working Days

The proposed project is located in Apache County on US 191, south of Chinle, from milepost 436.00 to milepost 446.36. The proposed work consists of overlaying the existing
pavement with asphaltic concrete and asphaltic concrete friction course, placing asphalt-rubber stress absorbing membrane, installing pipe end sections, removing bridge rail and
replacing it with concrete barrier, replacing guardrail and guardrail end treatments, replacing pavement markings, and other miscellaneous work.

Bid Opening Date : 3/18/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Shah Manish

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
191 AP 436 H867601C 191-E-(214)T GANADO - FOUR CORNERS HIGHWAY (US 191) MP 436 TO CHINLE Holbrook District 22615
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
1 $4,423,686.85 FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC. 115 S. 48TH STREET TEMPE, AZ 85281
$4,583,198.10 DEPARTMENT
2 $4,980,504.80 FANN CONTRACTING, INC PO BOX 4356 PRESCOTT, AZ 86302

Apparent Low Bidder is 3.5% Under Department Estimate (Difference = ($159,511.25))
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH 18, 2016, AT 11:00 AM. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 191 AP 436 H867601C

PROJ NO STP-191-E(214)T

TERMINI GANADO — FOUR CORNERS HIGHWAY (US 191)

LOCATION MP 436 - CHINLE

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
US 191 436.00 to 446.36 NORTHEAST 22616

The amount programmed for this contract is $6,249,000. The location and description of
the proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as
follows:

The proposed project is located in Apache County on US 191, south of Chinle, from
milepost 436.00 to milepost 446.36. The proposed work consists of overlaying the
existing pavement with asphaltic concrete and asphaltic concrete friction course,
placing asphalt-rubber stress absorbing membrane, installing pipe end sections,
removing bridge rail and replacing it with concrete barrier, replacing guardrail and
guardrail end treatments, replacing pavement markings, and other miscellaneous work.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Aggregate Base, Class 3 Cu.Yd. 390
Asphaltic Concrete (Miscellaneous Structural) Ton 480
Cover Material (For Asphalt Rubber Membrane) Cu.Yd. 2,265
Asphaltic Concrete (3/4" Mix) (End Product) Ton 25,500
Concrete Bridge Barrier (35") L.Ft. 130
Pavement Marker, Recessed (Various Types) Each 1,425
Pavement Marking (Painted) L.Ft. 358,750
Dual Component Pavement Marking L.Ft. 268,000
Guard Rail, W-Beam, Single Face L.Ft. 4,000
Contractor Quality Control L.Sum 1
Construction Surveying and Layout L.Sum 1

This project is located on a Native American Reservation, in the Native American
Reservation area, which may subject the contractor to the laws and regulations of the
Native American Reservation and its TERO office. Contractors are advised to make
themselves aware of any taxes, fees or any conditions that may be imposed by the
Native American Reservation on work performed on the Reservation.

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 100
working days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation hereby notifies all bidders that pursuant to
this advertisement for bids, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
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opportunity to submit bids in response to this solicitation and will not be discriminated
against on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin in consideration for an
award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 4.98%.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased in paper
format from Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F,
Phoenix, AZ 85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. The cost is $34.00, payable at time of order
by cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid proposal package or a
subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5.00 will be charged for each
set of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied by the purchase of a
related set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the Arizona Department
of Transportation. We cannot guarantee mail delivery. No refund will be made for plans
and specifications returned.

Contract documents and other project documents are available as electronic files, at no
charge, from the Contracts and Specifications website, pursuant to Subsection 102.02 of
the specifications. The Contracts and Specifications Current Advertisements website is
located at:
http://www.azdot.gov/business/ContractsandSpecifications/CurrentAdvertisements.

Documents should be available within one week following the advertisement for bids.
This project is eligible for electronic bidding.
Prequalification is not required in order to submit a bid.

To submit a valid bid, the bidder must (1) have prequalification from the Department as
necessary for the project, and (2) be included on the project Plansholder List as a Prime.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from the Contracts and
Specifications website.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.
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A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets in paper format shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by
the Department to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Manish Shah (602) 712-7216
Construction Supervisor: Carl Ericksen (928) 524-5421

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer-Manager
Contracts & Specifications Section

Project Advertised on February 11, 2016
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Printed: 4/4/2016

Completion Date:
240 Working Days

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Page 1 of 1

The proposed work is located on SR 202L from just east of Dobson Road to Ray Road within the City of Chandler and Town of Gilbert in Maricopa County. The proposed work
consists of the installation of closed circuit television cameras, dynamic message signs on overhead sign structures, ramp meters, mainline detector stations and the associated
conduit, fiber optic cables, power conductors, and other related components.

Bid Opening Date : 3/18/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Mowery-Racz Thomas

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
202 MA 040 H867301C CM-202-A(219)T SANTAN FREEWAY (SR 202L) SR 202L, Dobson Rd. to Ray Rd Phoenix District 43316
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
1 $3,433,954.44 ROADWAY ELECTRIC, LLC 2035 W. MOUNTAIN VIEW ROAD PHOENIX, AZ 85021
2 $3,504,884.00 C S CONSTRUCTION, INC. 22023 N 20TH AVE SUITE A PHOENIX, AZ 85027
$3,942,118.04 DEPARTMENT
3 $3,994,500.24 CONTRACTORS WEST, INC. 1830 W. BROADWAY RD. MESA, AZ 85202-1125

Apparent Low Bidder is 12.9% Under Department Estimate (Difference = ($508,163.60))
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: Friday, February 26, 2016, at 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS No.: 202 MA 040 H8673 01C

Project No.: CM-202-A(219)T
Termini: SANTAN FREEWAY (SR 202L)
Location: SR 202L, Dobson Rd. to Ray Rd.

Route No. MILEPOST DISTRICT ltem No.
SR 202L N/A Central (Phoenix) 43316

The amount programmed for this contract is $6,300,000.00. The location and
description of the proposed work and the representative items and approximate
guantities are as follows:

The proposed project is located on SR 202L from just east of Dobson Road to Ray
Road within the City of Chandler and Town of Gilbert in Maricopa County. The
proposed work consists of the installation of closed circuit television cameras, dynamic
message signs on overhead sign structures, ramp meters, mainline detector stations
and the associated conduit, fiber optic cables, power conductors, and other related
components.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Bridge Sign Structure (SD9.52, Type 3F & 4F) Each 8
Sign Structure Foundation (SD9.20) Each 8
Sign Structure Foundation (SD9.20, Raised Column) Each 4
Type A Sand Barrel Crash Cushion Each 8
Dynamic Message Sign Assembly and Installation Each 8
0.090” Alkyd, Thermoplastic Pvmt Marking L.Ft. 3,210
55 Ft CCTV Pole w/ Lowering Device Each 8

80 Ft CCTV Pole w/ Lowering Device Each 2
CCTV Field Equipment Each 10
Elec. Conduit (Trench & Dir. Drill) (Var. Sizes & Config.) L.Ft. 21,400
No. 7 and 9 Pull Boxes Each 130
Conductors (Various Gauges) L.Ft. 134,500
Single Mode Fiber Optic Cable (12 & 144 Fiber) L.Ft. 116,000
Fiber Optic Transceiver Each 5
Gigabit Ethernet Switch Each 37
Cabinet (CCTV, Ramp Meter, Load Center Type 1V) Each 44
Model 2070 Controller Each 19
Model 200 Load Switch Each 10
Ramp Meter Assembly Each 10
Loop Detector (6’ X 6") Each 192
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Detector Card Each 87

Transformer Cabinet Assembly (3 and 7.5 KVA) Each 37
Median Cable Barrier L.Ft. 400
Thrie-Beam Guard Rail Transition System Each 2
Concrete Curb, C-05.10 L.Ft. 166
Concrete Barrier, C-10.52 L.Ft. 410
Provide Electrical Service L.SUM 1
Surveying and Layout L.SUM 1

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 240
Working Days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 88§ 2000d-4) and the Regulations,
hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into
pursuant to this advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be
discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in consideration
for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 1.87 percent.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased from
Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ
85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. Plans and bidding documents should be available for sale
to bidders within one week following the advertisement for bids. The cost is $103,
payable at time of order by cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid
proposal package or a subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5 will
be charged for each set of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied by
the purchase of a related set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the
Arizona Department of Transportation. No refund will be made for plans and
specifications returned. We cannot guarantee mail delivery.

This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and
Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.
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All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department
to:

Arizona Department of Transportation

Intermodal Transportation Division

Contracts and Specifications Section

1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F

Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Tom Mowery-Racz (602) 712-6741
Construction Supervisor: Girgis Girgis (602) 712-6813

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer - Manager
Contracts & Specifications

TRACS No.: 202 MA 040 H8673 01C
Project No.: CM-202-A(219)T
Advertisement Date: December 14, 2015
TM-R
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Printed: 4/4/2016 Page 1 of 2

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:
60 Working Days

The project is located in Coconino County on SR 260 between milepost 282.37 and milepost 290.30, approximately 30 miles east of the Town of Payson. The work consists of
milling and replacing of existing asphaltic concrete, applying rubberized chip seal coat, replacing pavement markings and other miscellaneous work.

Bid Opening Date : 3/4/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Priscilla Hernandez

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem

260 CN 282 H889201C 260-B-(221)T PAYSON - SHOW LOW HIGHWAY (SR 260) WOODS CANYN LAKE RD-FORST LAKE Prescott District 74816
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor

1 $1,419,000.00 SUNLAND, INC. ASPHALT & SEAL COATING 3002 S. PRIEST DRIVE TEMPE, AZ 85282

2 $1,467,400.00 N.G.U CONTRACTING, INC. 2320 E. BASELINE ROAD, SUITE 148-459 PHOENIX, AZ 85042-6951

3 $1,480,156.30 COMBS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. 2801 S. 49TH AVENUE PHOENIX, AZ 85043

$1,517,007.15 DEPARTMENT
4 $1,598,888.00 MEADOW VALLEY CONTRACTORS, INC. 3333 E. CAMELBACK RD, SUITE #240 PHOENIX, AZ 85018
5 $1,676,329.95 FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC. 115 S. 48TH STREET TEMPE, AZ 85281
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Printed: 4/4/2016 Page 2 of 2

| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name | Address of Contractor

6 $1,718,983.40 FANN CONTRACTING, INC PO BOX 4356 PRESCOTT, AZ 86302

Apparent Low Bidder is 6.5% Under Department Estimate (Difference = ($98,007.15))
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH 4, 2016 AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 260 CN 282 H889201C

PROJ NO NH-260-B(221)T

TERMINI PAYSON-SHOW LOW HIGHWAY (SR 260)

LOCATION WOODS CANYON LAKE RD — FOREST LAKES

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
SR 260 282.37 t0 290.30 NORTHCENTRAL 74816

The amount programmed for this contract is $2,100,000. The location and description
of the proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as
follows:

The project is located in Coconino County on SR 260 between milepost 282.37 and
milepost 290.30, approximately 30 miles east of the Town of Payson. The work
consists of milling and replacing of existing asphaltic concrete, applying rubberized chip
seal coat, replacing pavement markings and other miscellaneous work.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Remove Bituminous Pavement (Milling) Sq.Yd. 102,000
Cover Material (Special) (Precoated) Cu.Yd. 1,220
Asphalt Binder (Rubberized Chip Seal Coat) Ton 300
Asphaltic Concrete (End Product) (Special Mix) Ton 10,500
Permanent Pavement Marking (Painted) L.Ft. 118,500
Dual Component Pavement Marking L.Ft. 177,600
Construction Surveying and Layout L.Sum 1

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 60
working days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 8§ 2000d-4) and the Regulations,
hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into
pursuant to this advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be
discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in consideration
for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 5.85%.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased from
Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ
85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. Plans and bidding documents should be available for sale
to bidders within one week following the advertisement for bids. The cost is $26.00,
payable at time of order by cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid
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proposal package or a subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5.00
will be charged for each set of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied
by the purchase of a related set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the
Arizona Department of Transportation. No refund will be made for plans and
specifications returned. We cannot guarantee mail delivery.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and
Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department
to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Priscilla Hernandez (602) 712-8268
Construction Supervisor: Tom Goodman (928) 468-5063

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer - Manager
Contracts & Specifications

PH: 260 CN 282 H889201C
January 29, 2016
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Printed: 4/4/2016 Page 1 of 1
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:
120 Calendar Days

The project is located within the Tohono O'odham Nation (Pima and Pinal County) with

proposed work along various locations of Indian Reservation Roads (IRR) 15 and IRR 19. The project consists of removing and reconstructing the existing guardrail, installing new
guardrail, and removing and installing new guardrail end treatments.

Bid Opening Date : 3/18/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Patton Samuel James

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
0000 SW ITO SH56101C ITO-0-(205)A TOHONO OODHAM NATION HIGHWAYS TOHONO OODHAM VARIOUS LOCATION Tucson District LOCAL-FA
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
$474,217.20 DEPARTMENT
1 $652,652.00 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY 4115 E ILLINOIS ST TUCSON, AZ 85714
2 $897,153.00 MEADOW VALLEY CONTRACTORS, INC. 3333 E. CAMELBACK RD, SUITE #240 PHOENIX, AZ 85018
3 $1,128,815.10 SUNLINE CONTRACTING, LLC 820 N 17TH AVENUE PHOENIX, AZ 85007

Apparent Low Bidder is 37.6% Over Department Estimate (Difference = $178,434.80)
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH, 18, 2016, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 0000 PM ITO SH56101C
PROJ NO ITO-0(205)T

TERMINI TOHONO O’ODHAM NATION HIGHWAYS

LOCATION TOHONO O’'ODHAM NATION VARIOUS LOCATIONS

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
IRR 15 & 19 VARIES SOUTHCENTRAL LOCAL-FA

The amount programmed for this contract is $757,000.00. The location and description
of the proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as
follows:

The project is located within the Tohono O’odham Nation (Pima and Pinal County) with
proposed work along various locations of Indian Reservation Roads (IRR) 15 and IRR
19. The project consists of removing and reconstructing the existing guardrail, installing
new guardrail, and removing and installing new guardrail end treatments.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Removal of Guardrail L.FT. 1438
Borrow (In Place) CU.YD. 1178
Asphaltic Concrete (Misc. Structural) TON 786
Guardrail, W-Beam, Single Face L.FT. 2038
Guardrail, W-Beam, Single Face, Shop Curved L.FT. 63
Guardrail Terminal (Flare Type) EACH 38
Reconstruct Guardrail L.FT. 1975

This project is located on a Native American Reservation, in the Tohono O’odham
Nation area, which may subject the contractor to the laws and regulations of the Tohono
O’odham Nation and its TERO office. Contractors are advised to make themselves
aware of any taxes, fees or any conditions that may be imposed by the Tohono
O’odham Nation on work performed on the Reservation.

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 120
calendar days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation hereby notifies all bidders that pursuant to
this advertisement for bids, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
opportunity to submit bids in response to this solicitation and will not be discriminated
against on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin in consideration for an
award.
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The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 5.09.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased in paper
format from Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F,
Phoenix, AZ 85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. The cost is $18, payable at time of order by
cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid proposal package or a
subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5 will be charged for each set
of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied by the purchase of a related
set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the Arizona Department of
Transportation. We cannot guarantee mail delivery. No refund will be made for plans
and specifications returned.

Contract documents and other project documents are available as electronic files, at no
charge, from the Contracts and Specifications website, pursuant to Subsection 102.02 of
the specifications. The Contracts and Specifications Current Advertisements website is
located at:
http://www.azdot.gov/business/ContractsandSpecifications/CurrentAdvertisements.

Documents should be available within one week following the advertisement for bids.
This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

To submit a valid bid, the bidder must (1) have prequalification from the Department as
necessary for the project, and (2) be included on the project Plansholder List as a Prime.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from the Contracts and
Specifications website.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.
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Proposal pamphlets in paper format shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by
the Department to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Sam Patton (602) 712-8261
Construction Supervisor: Chris Page (520) 209-4544

STEVE BEASLEY,
Group Manager
Contracts & Specifications

0000 PM ITO SH56101C
ITO 0(205)T

February 17, 2016

SJP
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Printed: 4/5/2016 Page 1 of 2

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:

200 Working Days

The proposed work is located in Yavapai County in various locations in the Town of Prescott Valley. The work consists of constructing asphaltic concrete pathway, sidewalk,
retaining walls, placing drainage pipes, and other miscellaneous work.

Bid Opening Date : 2/26/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Jedidiah Young

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
0000 YV PRV SL68001C PRV-0-(205)T TOWN OF PRESCOTT VALLEY LAKESHORE DR. TO 89A Prescott District Local
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
$1,391,525.50 DEPARTMENT

1 $1,613,000.00 J. BANICKI CONSTRUCTION, INC. 6423 S. ASH AVENUE TEMPE, AZ 85283

2 $1,632,146.20 ASPHALT PAVING & SUPPLY, INC. 2425 NORTH GLASSFORD HILL RD PRESCOTT VALLEY, AZ 86314

3 $1,854,734.65 COMBS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. 2801 S. 49TH AVENUE PHOENIX, AZ 85043

4 $1,890,000.05 N.G.U CONTRACTING, INC. 2320 E. BASELINE RD, SUITE #148-459 PHOENIX, AZ 85042-6951

5 $1,890,199.00 FANN CONTRACTING, INC 1403 INDUSTRIAL WAY PRESCOTT, AZ 86301
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Printed: 4/5/2016 Page 2 of 2

| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name | Address of Contractor

6 $2,151,864.30 STANDARD CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. 810 E WESTERN AVE AVONDALE, AZ 85323

Apparent Low Bidder is 15.9% Over Department Estimate (Difference = $221,474.50)
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, JANUARY 29, 2016, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 0000 YV PRV SL68001C

PROJ NO TEA-PRV-0(205)T

TERMINI TOWN OF PRESCOTT VALLEY

LOCATION LAKESHORE DR. TO 89A

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
N/A N/A NORTHWEST LOCAL

The amount programmed for this contract is $1,746,000. The location and description
of the proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as
follows:

The proposed work is located in Yavapai County in various locations in the Town of
Prescott Valley. The work consists of constructing asphaltic concrete pathway,
sidewalk, retaining walls, placing drainage pipes, and other miscellaneous work.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Roadway Excavation Cu. Yd. 2,400
Borrow (In Place) Cu. Yd. 1,900
Aggregate Base Class 2 Cu. Yd. 2,400
Asphaltic Concrete (Miscellaneous Structural) Ton 1,350
Pipe (Different Types and Sizes) L. Ft. 2,000
Metal Handrail (42" and 56”) L. Ft. 6,600
Concrete Sidewalk (C-05.20) Sq. Ft. 32,000
Retaining Wall (Segmental Block Wall) Sq. Ft. 7,100
Contractor Quality Control L. Sum 1
Construction Survey and Layout L. Sum 1

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 200
working days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 88 2000d-4) and the Regulations,
hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into
pursuant to this advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be
discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in consideration
for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 9.11.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased from
Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ
85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. Plans and bidding documents should be available for sale
to bidders within one week following the advertisement for bids. The cost is $124.00,
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payable at time of order by cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid
proposal package or a subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5.00
will be charged for each set of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied
by the purchase of a related set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the
Arizona Department of Transportation. No refund will be made for plans and
specifications returned. We cannot guarantee mail delivery.

This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

Cross sections and/or earthwork quantity sheets, if available, may be ordered from the
Control Desk of Roadway Design Section at (602) 712-8667. Orders must be placed at
least five days prior to bid opening to insure availability. Documents may be picked up
and paid for at Contracts & Specifications Section.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and
Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department
to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217
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Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Jedidiah Young (602) 712-8117
Construction Supervisor: Janet Doerstling (928) 277-2906

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer - Manager
Contracts & Specifications

This project was advertised on Friday December 11, 2015
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Printed: 4/4/2016

Completion Date:
200 Working Days

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Page 1 of 1

The proposed work is located in La Paz County on I-10 from MP 30 to MP 42 approximately 10 miles east of Quartzsite. The work consists of milling the existing Asphaltic

Concrete (AC) and replacing it with AC and AR-ACFC overlay. Additional work includes placing an AC overlay on shoulders and crossroads, removing and replacing guardrail and

guardrail end terminals, removing bridge rails and replacing with bridge barrier, reconstructing spillways, replacing pavement markings, and other miscellaneous work.

Bid Opening Date : 3/18/2016, Prequalification Required,

Engineer Specialist : William Nanni

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
010 LA 042 H871201C 010-A-(225)T EHRENBERG - PHOENIX HIGHWAY (I-10) US60-MP42 Unassigned District 18316
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
1 $9,622,895.19 FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC. 115 S. 48TH STREET TEMPE, AZ 85281
2 $10,280,000.00 FISHER SAND & GRAVEL CO. DBA SOUTHWEST 1302 W. DRIVERS WAY TEMPE, AZ 85284
ASPHALT PAVING
3 $12,714,500.00 FANN CONTRACTING, INC PO BOX 4356 PRESCOTT, AZ 86302

$14,653,381.85

DEPARTMENT

Apparent Low Bidder is 34.3% Under Department Estimate (Difference = ($5,030,486.66))
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH 18, 2016, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 010 LA 029 H871201C

PROJ NO NH-010-A(225)T

TERMINI EHRENBERG — PHOENIX HIGHWAY (I-10)

LOCATION US 60 — MP 42

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
1-10 29.851t041.94 SOUTHWEST 18316

The amount programmed for this contract is $22,000,000. The location and description
of the proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as
follows:

The proposed work is located in La Paz County on I-10 from MP 30 to MP 42
approximately 10 miles east of Quartzsite. The work consists of milling the existing
Asphaltic Concrete (AC) and replacing it with AC and AR-ACFC overlay. Additional work
includes placing an AC overlay on shoulders and crossroads, removing and replacing
guardrail and guardrail end terminals, removing bridge rails and replacing with bridge
barrier, reconstructing spillways, replacing pavement markings, and other miscellaneous
work.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Remove Trees Each 235

Remove Bituminous Pavement (Milling) Sq.Yd. 520,000
Asphaltic Concrete Friction Course (Asphalt-Rubber) Ton 10,500
Asphaltic Concrete (SHRP) (End Product) (3/4" Mix) Ton 142,000
Structural Concrete (Class S) (F'c = 4000 PSI) Cu.Yd 150
Reinforcing Steel Lb. 21,000

Pavement Marking (Extruded Thermoplastic)(0.090") L.Ft. 450,000
Pavement Marking (Paint) L.Ft. 1,100,000
Pavement Marker Raised (Various Types) Each 10.250
Seeding Acre 53
Guard Rail, W-Beam, Single Face L.Ft. 2,600
Guard Rail Terminal (Tangent Type) Each 49
Reconstruct Guardrail with New Posts, Blocks, Hardware L.Ft. 21,000
Contractor Based On-The-Job Training Hour 4,000

Contractor Quality Control L.Sum 1
Construction Surveying and Layout L.Sum 1

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 200
working days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 88 2000d-4) and the Regulations,
hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into
pursuant to this advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full
and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be
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discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in consideration
for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 7.00%.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased in paper
format from Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F,
Phoenix, AZ 85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. The cost is $53.00, payable at time of order
by cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid proposal package or a
subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $5.00 will be charged for each
set of Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied by the purchase of a
related set of project plans. Checks should be made payable to the Arizona Department
of Transportation. We cannot guarantee mail delivery. No refund will be made for plans
and specifications returned.

Contract documents and other project documents are available as electronic files, at no
charge, from the Contracts and Specifications website, pursuant to Subsection 102.02 of
the specifications. The Contracts and Specifications Current Advertisements website is
located at:
http://www.azdot.gov/business/ContractsandSpecifications/CurrentAdvertisements.

Documents should be available within one week following the advertisement for bids.
This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days
prior to the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and
Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage
rates shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in
accordance with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for
this project. The wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies
may be obtained at all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to
the State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany
the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and
only from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.
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Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department
to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.
No bids will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: William Nanni (602) 712-6899
Construction Supervisor: Jaime Hernandez (928) 317-2158

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer - Manager
Contracts & Specifications

W.N.: 010 LA 029 H871201C
February 10, 2016
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Printed: 4/4/2016 Page 1 of 1
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

Completion Date:
150 Working Days

The proposed work is located in Mohave County, within the City of Kingman, on SR 66 / Andy Devine Avenue at the Kingman Powerhouse Visitor's Center. The work consists of
renovation of the existing interior including selective demolition, metal stud framed partitions & soffits, gypsum board, fire rated assemblies, doors & windows, visual displays,
directional signage, mechanical, electrical, and exterior solar powered kiosk.

Bid Opening Date : 3/18/2016, Prequalification Required, Engineer Specialist : Brandon Campbell

Project No. Highway Termini Location Iltem
066 MO 056 H809401C AZ-09(002)T CITY OF KINGMAN KINGMAN POWERHOUSE Kingman District 50113
| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
$195,000.00 DEPARTMENT
1 $339,800.00 KINNEY CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, INC. 121 E BIRCH AVE, STE 500 FLAGSTAFF, AZ 86001
2 $364,093.00 MARSH DEVELOPMENT, INC. 4657 S. CONTRACTORS WAY TUCSON, AZ 85714
3 $375,000.00 T.R. ORR INC. 3965 NORTH BANK STREET KINGMAN, AZ 86409

Apparent Low Bidder is 74.3% Over Department Estimate (Difference = $144,800.00)
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH 18, 2016, AT 11:00 AM. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 066 MO 056 H8094 01C

PROJ NO SB-AZ-09(002)T

TERMINI CITY OF KINGMAN

LOCATION KINGMAN POWERHOUSE

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
SR 66 56.4 NORTHWEST 50113

The amount programmed for this contract is $270,000. The location and description of the
proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as follows:

The proposed work is located in Mohave County, within the City of Kingman, on SR 66 / Andy
Devine Avenue at the Kingman Powerhouse Visitor's Center. The work consists of renovation of
the existing interior including selective demolition, metal stud framed partitions & soffits, gypsum
board, fire rated assemblies, doors & windows, visual displays, directional signage, mechanical,
electrical, and exterior solar powered kiosk.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Remodel Main Hallway L.Sum 1
Construct Stair Risers L.Sum 1
Remodel Visitors Center L.Sum 1
Construct Large Ductwork L.Sum 1
Remodel Second Floor L.Sum 1
Install Exterior Tables, Seating, and Trash Containers L.Sum 1
Construct Solar Powered Information Kiosk L.Sum 1
Electrical and Lighting L.Sum 1
Mechanical (Ducts, Grilles, Registers, Diffusers) L.Sum 1

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 150 working
days.

A prebid conference will be held at the Kingman Powerhouse, located at 120 West Andy Devine
Avenue, Kingman, at 10:00 am on Wednesday, March 2, 2016. In an effort to make the meeting
more effective, it is requested that questions pertaining to this project and/or requiring
clarification of specific items of work, be submitted in writing to Brandon Campbell at
bcampbell2@azdot.gov, at least two working days prior to the meeting.

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. 88 2000d-4) and the Regulations, hereby
notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into pursuant to this
advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full and fair opportunity to
submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of
race, color, or national origin in consideration for an award.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased from Contracts and
Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ 85007-3217, (602) 712-
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7221. Plans and bidding documents should be available for sale to bidders within approximately
three weeks following the advertisement for bids. The cost is $31, payable at time of order by
cash, check or money order. Please indicate whether a bid proposal package or a
subcontractor/supplier set is desired. An additional fee of $10 will be charged for each set of
Special Provisions requested which is not accompanied by the purchase of a related set of
project plans. Checks should be made payable to the Arizona Department of Transportation. No
refund will be made for plans and specifications returned. We cannot guarantee mail delivery.

This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

No contracting firm will be issued a proposal pamphlet until it has become prequalified. The
Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days prior to the bid
opening date. The Application may be obtained from Contracts and Specifications Section.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in accordance with
Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage rates
shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in accordance with
the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for this project. The wage
scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies may be obtained at all
reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to the
State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in the form of
a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany the proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and only from
corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the Department to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read. No bids
will be received after the time specified.

Engineering Specialist: Brandon Campbell (602) 712-8257
Construction Supervisor: Allison Baker (928) 715-6989

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer - Manager
Contracts & Specifications

066 MO 056 H8094 01C

SB-AZ-09(002)T
B.C. h8094 01c: Advertised on December 29, 2015

Page 248 of 251



Printed: 4/4/2016

Completion Date:
100 Working Days

Page 1 of 1

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

BID RESULTS

The proposed project is located in Gila and Coconino Counties on SR 87, just north of the City of Payson, within the boundaries of Tonto and Coconino National Forests. The
project begins at milepost 254.6 and ends at milepost 283. The work consists of removing trees within the recovery zone and other miscellaneous work.

Bid Opening Date : 3/18/2016, Prequalification Required,

Engineer Specialist : Zarghami Ata

Project No.

Highway Termini

Location

Item

087 Gl 254 H882601C 087-B-(221)T

PAYSON - WINSLOW HIGHWAY (SR 87)

MP 254.6 - MP 283.0 Prescott District 18116

| Rank | Bid Amount Contractor Name Address of Contractor
$527,250.00 DEPARTMENT
1 $634,697.00 :H'IC':ERMOUNTAIN WEST CIVIL CONSTRUCTORS, 1564 N. ALMA SCHOOL RD, SUITE #200 MESA, AZ 85201
2 $955,886.00 TIFFANY CONSTRUCTION COMPANY 2800 N. 24TH STREET PHOENIX, AZ 85008
3 $1,071,613.00 VASTCO, INC. 425 INDUSTRIAL DRIVE CHINO VALLEY, AZ 86323
4 $1,120,378.00 HAYDON BUILDING CORP 4640 E. COTTON GIN LOOP PHOENIX, AZ 85040

Apparent Low Bidder is 20.4% Over Department Estimate (Difference = $107,447.00)
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, MARCH 18, 2016, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 087 Gl 254 H882601C
PROJ NO HSIP-087-B(221)T
TERMINI PAYSON — WINSLOW HIGHWAY (SR 87)
LOCATION MP 254.6 — MP 283.0
ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
SR 87 254.6 to 283 Northcentral 18116

The amount programmed for this contract is $800,000. The location and description of the
proposed work and the representative items and approximate quantities are as follows:

The proposed project is located in Gila and Coconino Counties on SR 87, just north of the
City of Payson, within the boundaries of Tonto and Coconino National Forests. The project
begins at milepost 254.6 and ends at milepost 283. The work consists of removing trees
within the recovery zone and other miscellaneous work.

REPRESENTATIVE ITEMS UNIT QUANTITY
Removal of Trees Acre 108

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this project will be 100 working
days.

The Arizona Department of Transportation hereby notifies all bidders that pursuant to this
advertisement for bids, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be afforded full opportunity
to submit bids in response to this solicitation and will not be discriminated against on the
grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin in consideration for an award.

The minimum contract-specified goal for participation by Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the work, as a percentage of the total amount bid, shall be 2.99.

Project plans, special provisions, and proposal pamphlets may be purchased in paper format
from Contracts and Specifications Section, 1651 W. Jackson, Room 121F, Phoenix, AZ
85007-3217, (602) 712-7221. The cost is $7.00, payable at time of order by cash, check or
money order. Please indicate whether a bid proposal package or a subcontractor/supplier
set is desired. An additional fee of $5.00 will be charged for each set of Special Provisions
requested which is not accompanied by the purchase of a related set of project plans.
Checks should be made payable to the Arizona Department of Transportation. We cannot
guarantee mail delivery. No refund will be made for plans and specifications returned.

Contract documents and other project documents are available as electronic files, at no
charge, from the Contracts and Specifications website, pursuant to Subsection 102.02 of the
specifications. The Contracts and Specifications Current Advertisements website is located
at: http://www.azdot.gov/business/ContractsandSpecifications/CurrentAdvertisements.

Page 1 of 2
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Documents should be available within one week following the advertisement for bids.
This project is eligible for electronic bidding.

To submit a valid bid, the bidder must (1) have prequalification from the Department as
necessary for the project, and (2) be included on the project Plansholder List as a Prime.
The Application for Contractor Prequalification shall be filed at least 15 calendar days prior to
the bid opening date. The Application may be obtained from the Contracts and
Specifications website.

No award will be made to any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in accordance
with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03.

All labor employed on this project shall be paid in accordance with the minimum wage rates
shown in the General Wage Decision. These rates have been determined in accordance
with the requirements of the law and issued by the Secretary of Labor for this project. The
wage scale is on file in Contracts and Specifications Section and copies may be obtained at
all reasonable times.

A proposal guaranty in the form of either a certified or a cashier's check made payable to the
State Treasurer of Arizona for not less than ten percent of the amount of the bid or in the
form of a surety (bid) bond for ten percent of the amount of the bid shall accompany the
proposal.

Surety (bid) bonds will be accepted only on the form provided by the Department and only
from corporate sureties authorized to do business in Arizona.

Proposal pamphlets in paper format shall be submitted only in the envelope provided by the
Department to:

Arizona Department of Transportation
Intermodal Transportation Division
Contracts and Specifications Section
1651 West Jackson Street, Room 121F
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3217

Sealed bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read. No
bids will be received after the time specified.

C&S Technical Leader: Ata Zarghami (602) 712-6761
Construction Supervisor: Tom Goodman (928) 468-5063

STEVE BEASLEY,
Engineer-Manager
Contracts & Specifications Section

February 12, 2016
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