
Welcome to a meeting of the Arizona State Transportation Board.  The Transportation Board consists of seven private 
citizen members appointed by the Governor, representing specific transportation districts.  Board members are ap-
pointed for terms of six years each, with terms expiring on the third Monday in January of the appropriate year. 
BOARD AUTHORITY 
Although the administration of the Department of Transportation is the responsibility of the director, the Transpor-
tation Board has been granted certain policy powers in addition to serving in an advisory capacity to the director.  In 
the area of highways the Transportation Board is responsible for establishing a system of state routes.  It determines 
which routes are accepted into the state system and which state routes are to be improved.  The Board has final au-
thority on establishing the opening, relocating, altering, vacating or abandoning any portion of a state route or a 
state highway.  The Transportation Board awards construction contracts and monitors the status of construction pro-
jects.  With respect to aeronautics the Transportation Board distributes monies appropriated to the Aeronautics Divi-
sion from the State Aviation Fund for planning, design, development, land acquisition, construction and improve-
ment of publicly-owned airport facilities. The Board also approves airport construction. The Transportation Board 
has the exclusive authority to issue revenue bonds for financing needed transportation improvements throughout 
the state.  As part of the planning process the Board determines priority planning with respect to transportation fa-
cilities and annually adopts the five year construction program. 
PUBLIC INPUT 
Members of the public may appear before the Transportation Board to be heard on any transportation-related issue. 
Persons wishing to protest any action taken or contemplated by the Board may appear before this open forum.  The 
Board welcomes citizen involvement, although because of Arizona's open meeting laws, no actions may be taken on 
items which do not appear on the formal agenda.  This does not, however, preclude discussion of other issues. 
MEETINGS 
The Transportation Board typically meets on the third Friday of each month.  Meetings are held in locations throughout 
the state.  Due to the risks to public health caused by the possible spread of the COVID-19 virus at public gatherings, 
the Transportation Board asks that people attending Board meetings in person take safety precautions they feel ap-
propriate to protect themselves and others. In addition, for the time being the Transportation Board will conduct 
concurrent telephonic/WebEx virtual meetings. In addition to the regular business meetings held each month, the 
Board may conduct at least one public hearings each year to receive input regarding the proposed five-year construc-
tion 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) 712-4259. 

 

Douglas A. Ducey, Governor 

Steven E. Stratton Chairman 
Jesse Thompson, Vice Chairman 

 Gary Knight, Member 
Richard Searle, Member 

Jenn Daniels, Member 
Jackie Meck, Member 

Ted Maxwell, Member 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC SPECIAL BOARD MEETING OF THE STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Pursuant to A.R.S. Sec. 38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the State Transportation Board and to the 
general public that the State Transportation Board will hold a board meeting open to the public on Friday, November 
19, 2021, at 9:00 a.m.  Due to ongoing health concerns regarding Covid, participants will still have the option to  

participate by joining telephonically/WebEx.  The Board may vote to go into Executive Session to discuss certain 
matters, which will not be open to the public.  Members of the Transportation Board will attend either in  
person or by telephone 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, November 19, 2021, 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), ADOT does not dis-
criminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex or disability.  Persons that require a reasonable accommo-
dation based on language or disability should contact the Civil Rights Office at (602) 712-8946 or email  
CivilRightsOffice@azdot.gov.  Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure the state has an opportunity to 
address the accommodation.  
De acuerdo con el título VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA 
por sus siglas en Inglés), el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADOT por sus siglas en Inglés) no discrimina por 
raza, color, nacionalidad, edad, género o discapacidad.  Personas que requieren asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya 
sea por idioma o por discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto con 602.712.8946. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo más 
pronto posible para asegurar que el equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad de hacer los arreglos necesa-
rios. 

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

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

The Chairman will poll the members of the Board at the commencement of the meeting with regard to which items 
require discussion.  Any agenda item identified by any Board member as one requiring discussion will be accelerated 
ahead of those items not identified as requiring discussion.  All such accelerated agenda items will be individually con-
sidered and acted upon ahead of all other agenda items.  With respect to all agenda items not accelerated. i.e., those 
items upon which action has been deferred until later in the meeting, the Chairman will entertain a single motion and a 
single second to that motion and will call for a single vote of the members without any discussion of any agenda items 
so grouped together and so singly acted upon.  Accordingly, in the event any person desires to have the Board discuss 
any particular agenda item, such person should contact one of the Board members before the meeting or ADOT Staff, 
at 206 South 17th Avenue, Room 135, Phoenix, Arizona 85007, or by phone (602) 712-4259.  Please be prepared to 
identify the specific agenda item or items of interest. 

Dated this 12th day November, 2021  
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Arizona Highways, Airports, and Railroads 

Page 3 of 136



     STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD  
IN PERSON WITH OPTIONAL TELEPHONIC/WEBEX ATTENDANCE 

BOARD MEETING 
Town of Wickenburg 

155 Tegner Street, Suite A  
Wickenburg, Arizona  85390 

9:00 a.m., Friday, November 19, 2021 

Telephonic Pursuant to A.R.S. Sec. 38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the State Transportation Board 
and to the general public that the State Transportation Board will hold a board meeting open to the public on Friday, 
November 19, 2021, at 9:00 a.m.   Due to ongoing health concerns regarding Covid-19, participants will still have the 
option to participate by joining telephonically/WebEx.  The Board may vote to go into Executive Session, which will not 
be open to the public.  Members of the Transportation Board may attend in person at 155 Tegner Street, Suite A, 
Wickenburg, Arizona  85390, or by telephonic/WebEx.  The Board may modify the agenda order, if necessary. 

Public Participation Members of the public who want to observe or participate in the Transportation Board meeting 
can either attend in person or access the meeting by using the WebEx meeting link at  
www.aztransportationboard.gov.  Join the meeting as a participant and follow the instruction to use your telephone to 
enable audio. 

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, November 19, 2021.  The Board may, at its discretion, recess and recon-
vene the Executive Session as needed, relating to any items on the agenda. 

PLEDGE  
The Pledge of Allegiance led by Floyd Roehrich, Jr. 

ROLL CALL 
Roll call by Board Secretary 

OPENING REMARKS 
Opening remarks by Chairman Stratton 

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

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSc4D2CIaW1iAlkGtVgGx_BqtrFgSE_ASd26of6JnVkd3HiKcg/viewform 

 BOARD AGENDA 
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CALL TO THE AUDIENCE (information only) 

VIRTUAL: 
An opportunity for citizens to discuss items of interest with the Board .  To address the Board please fill out a Request 
for Public Input Form and email the form to boardinfo@azdot.gov.  The form is located on the Transportation Board’s 
website  http://aztransportationboard.gov/index.asp.  Request for Public Input Forms will be taken until 8:00 AM the 
morning of the  Board Meeting.  Since this is a telephonic/webex conference meeting  everyone will be muted when they 
call into the meeting. When your name is called to provide your comments, you will indicate your presence by virtually 
raising your hand using your phone keypad or through the Webex application. 

To raise your hand over the phone:  
To raise your hand on your phone, press *3 on your phone keypad. You will be unmuted by the meeting moderator and 
asked to make your comments. When you have finished speaking or when your time is up, please lower your hand by 
pressing *3 on your phone keypad.  

To raise your hand using the WebEx computer application:  
If you have joined us using the WebEx computer application, open your participant panel located on the menu on the 
bottom of your screen. When the participant panel opens, click on the hand icon on the bottom right hand side of the par-
ticipant panel. You will be unmuted by the meeting moderator and asked to make your comment. When you have fin-
ished making your comment, the moderator will mute your line and we ask that you please lower your hand by clicking 
on the hand icon again.  

To raise your hand using the WebEx internet browser application:  
If you have joined us using the WebEx application in your internet browser, you may raise your hand by clicking on the 
“more options” menu located on the bottom of your screen (it appears as three dots in a circle and is just left of the red 
“X” button on the menu) and select “Raise Hand”. You will be unmuted by the meeting moderator and asked to make 
your comment. When you have finished speaking, the moderator will mute your line and we ask that you please lower 
your hand by clicking “lower hand” in the “more options” menu described above.  

To raise your hand using the WebEx iPhone or Android application:  
If you have joined us using the WebEx iPhone or Android application, select the participant list in the upper right-hand 
side of the screen. Select “Raise Hand” on the bottom right side of the participant list screen. You will be unmuted by 
the meeting moderator and asked to make your comment. When you have finished speaking, the moderator will mute 
your line and we ask that you please lower your hand by clicking on the hand icon again.  

IN PERSON: 
An opportunity for members of the public to discuss items of interest with the Board. Please fill out a 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. 
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BOARD MEETING 

ITEM 1: Director’s Report 
The Director will provide a report on current issues and events affecting ADOT. 
(For information and discussion only — John Halikowski, Director) 
A) State and Federal Legislative Report
B) 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 2: District Engineer’s Report 
Staff will provide an update and overview of issues of regional significance, including an updates 
on current and upcoming construction projects, district operations, maintenance activities and 
any regional transportation studies. 
(For information and discussion only—Paul Patane, Interim Northwest District Engineer) 

*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) 

Items on the Consent Agenda generally consist of the following:  

 Minutes of previous Board Meeting
 Minutes of Special Board Meeting
 Minutes of Study Sessions
 Right-of-Way Resolutions
 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

 Programming changes for items that are a part of the approved scope of the project if they do
not exceed 15% or $200,000, whichever is lesser.

ITEM 4: 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

Page 8
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ITEM 5: Multimodal Planning Division Report 
Staff will present an update on the current planning activities, including tribal transportation is-
sues, pursuant to A.R.S. 28-506. 
(For information and discussion only — Greg Byres, Division Director, Multimodal Planning  
Division ) 

*ITEM 6:  Priority Planning Advisory Committee (PPAC)
Staff will present recommended PPAC actions to the Board including consideration of changes to 
the FY2022 - 2026 Statewide Transportation Facilities Construction Program. 
(For discussion and possible action — Greg Byres, Division Director, Multimodal Planning  
Division ) 

ITEM 7: State Engineer’s Report 
Staff will present a report showing the status of highway projects under construction, including 
total number and dollar value.  Provide an overview of Construction, Transportation and Opera-
tions  Program  impact, due to the public health concerns. 
(For information and discussion only — Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director of Transportation/State 
Engineer) 

*ITEM 8: Construction Contracts
Staff will present recommended construction project awards that are not on the Consent  
Agenda.  
(For discussion and possible action — Dallas Hammit, Deputy Director of Transportation/State 
Engineer) 

*ITEM 9: State Transportation Board Policies
Board Members and Staff will discuss the existing Transportation Board Policies and possible ed-
its for compliance with current laws, rules, regulations, and guidance provided by our federal 
partners.  https://aztransportationboard.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/Board-Policies-Map.pdf   

(For discussion and possible action — Floyd Roehrich, Jr. ADOT Executive Officer) 

ITEM 10: 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

BOARD AGENDA 
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Items on the Consent Agenda generally consist of the following:  

 Minutes of previous Board Meeting , Special Board Meeting and/or Study Session
 Right-of-Way Resolutions
 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

 Programming changes for items that are a part of the approved scope of the project if they do not
exceed 15% or $200,000, whichever is lesser.

MINUTES APPROVAL 

*ITEM 3a: Approval of the October 15, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes  Page 11 

RIGHT OF WAY RESOLUTIONS (action as noted) Page 70 

*ITEM 3b: RES. NO. 2021–11–A–035 
PROJECT: 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T 
HIGHWAY: SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF 
SECTION: Plaza Way Intersection  (The Uncommon Flagstaff) 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 89A 
DISTRICT: Northcentral 
COUNTY:  Coconino 
PARCEL:  3 – 1737 
RECOMMENDATION: Establish new donated fee right of way as a state route and 
state highway, encompassing recently completed improvements including curbing, 
sidewalk and drive openings, constructed by a developer under ADOT Permit, neces-
sary to enhance convenience and safety for the traveling public. 

*ITEM 3c: RES. NO. 2021–11–A–036 
PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
SECTIONS: 7th St. – 16th St.; and 16th St. – Van Buren St. 
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10 
DISTRICT: Central 
COUNTY:  Maricopa 
DISPOSAL: D  – C – 077 
RECOMMENDATION: Abandon to the City of Phoenix, in accordance with that cer-
tain 120-Day Advance Notice of Abandonment, dated June 29, 2021, right of way 
acquired for the above referenced improvement projects that is no longer needed 
for the State Transportation System. 

CONSENT AGENDA 
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RIGHT OF WAY RESOLUTIONS (action as noted) 

*ITEM 3d: RES. NO. 2021–11–A–037 
PROJECT: 087 PN 137 F0302 / 087–A(212)T 
HIGHWAY: PICACHO – COOLIDGE – CHANDLER – MESA 
SECTION: Santa Cruz Wash Bridge, Str. #1142 and #1143 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 87 
DISTRICT: Southcentral 
COUNTY:  Pinal 
PARCEL:  11 – 1120 
RECOMMENDATION: Establish new temporary construction easement right of way 
to be utilized for the above referenced bridge scour, retrofit, and deck rehabilitation 
project necessary to enhance the convenience and safety for the traveling public. 

*ITEM 3e: RES. NO. 2021–11–A–038 
PROJECT: 080 CH 333 F0236 / 080–A(218)T 
HIGHWAY: BENSON – DOUGLAS 
SECTION: Pintek Ranch Road 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 80 
DISTRICT:  Southeast 
COUNTY:  Cochise 
RECOMMENDATION: Establish new right of way as a state highway to facilitate the 
construction phase of the above referenced shoulder widening, slope rehabilitation, 
and rockfall hazard mitigation project, necessary to enhance convenience and safety 
for the traveling public. 

CONSENT AGENDA 
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CONSENT AGENDA 

Contracts: (Action as Noted) Page 129 

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.: 4 

BIDS OPENED: SEPTEMBER 22, 2021 

HIGHWAY: ORACLE JCT-FLORENCE HWY  (SR 79) 

SECTION: GILA RIVER BRIDGE STR. NO. 501 

COUNTY: PINAL 

ROUTE NO.: SR 79 

PROJECT : TRACS: 079-A(210)T:  079 PN 135 F010201C 

FUNDING: 98.97% FEDS   0.70% STATE  0.33% LOCAL 

LOW BIDDER: FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC. 

LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 22,147,899.61 

STATE ESTIMATE: $ 21,276,939.16 

$ OVER ESTIMATE: $ 870,960.45 

% OVER ESTIMATE:  4.1% 

PROJECT DBE GOAL: 10.53% 

BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 10.58% 

NO. BIDDERS: 1 

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD 
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STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEETING 
TELEPHONIC/VIDEO MEETING 

9:00am, October 15, 2021 
City Of Casa Grande 

510 East Florence Boulevard 
Casa Grande, Arizona  85122 

NO MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC WILL BE ALLOWED TO ATTEND IN-PERSON 

Call to Order 
Board Chairman Stratton called the State Transportation Board meeting to order at 9:02 a.m. 

Pledge 
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Board Chairman Stratton. 

Roll Call by Board Secretary Sherry Garcia 
A quorum of the State Transportation Board was present. In attendance (In Person):  Chairman 
Stratton, Vice Chairman Thompson, Board Member Knight, Board Member Maxwell, Board Member 
Searle.  In attendance (Via WebEx):  Board Member Daniels.   Board Member Meck was not present.  
There were approximately 55 members of the public in the audience. 

Opening Remarks 
Chairman Stratton reminded members of the public, to keep their computer or phone muted during the 
meeting, unless called to speak during the Call to Audience. 

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act 
Floyd Roehrich, Jr., read the Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended.  Floyd, also reminded 
individuals to fill out survey cards, with link shown on the agenda.   

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

BOARD MEETING

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

IN PERSON AND BY WEBEX VIDEOCONFERENCE

City of Casa Grande Council Chambers
510 East Florence Boulevard
Casa Grande, Arizona  85122

October 15, 2021
9:02 a.m.

REPORTED BY:
TERESA A. WATSON, RMR PERFECTA REPORTING
Certified Reporter (602) 421-3602
Certificate No. 50876

PREPARED FOR:
ADOT - STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

(Certified Copy)
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  1 REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF EXCERPT OF ELECTRONIC 

  2 PROCEEDINGS, ADOT - STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEETING was 

  3 reported from electronic media by TERESA A. WATSON, Registered 

  4 Merit Reporter and a Certified Reporter in and for the State of 

  5 Arizona.

  6

  7 PARTICIPANTS:  

  8 Board Members:

  9 Steven E. Stratton, Chairman
Jesse Thompson, Vice Chairman

 10 Gary Knight, Board Member
Richard Searle, Board Member

 11 Jenn Daniels, Board Member
Ted Maxwell, Board Member

 12 Jenn Daniels, Board Member (via Webex)
Jackie Meck, Board Member (absent)

 13

 14

 15

 16

 17

 18

 19

 20

 21

 22

 23

 24

 25

2
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  1 CALL TO THE AUDIENCE

  2 Craig McFarland, Mayor, City of Casa Grande..................  4

  3 Irene Higgs, Executive Director, Sun Corridor Metropolitan 
  Planning Organization......................................  5

  4
Jonah Nelson, Spokesperson for Arizona Freedom of Choice 

  5   civic group................................................  7

  6 Darryl Ahasteen, Commission President, Nahata Dzill 
  Commission-Local Government................................ 10

  7
Mike Humphrey, Tucson community member (No Show)............. XX

  8
Kee Allen Begay, Junior, Navajo Council Delegate, Many Farms 

  9   Chapter.................................................... 12

 10 Jim McCarthy, City Council Member, Flagstaff Metropolitan 
  Planning Organization...................................... 13

 11
AGENDA ITEMS

 12
Item 1 - Director's Report, John Halikowski, ADOT 

 13 Director (not present).............................. XX
    Legislative Report, Katy Proctor.................... 15

 14
Item 2 - District Engineer's Report (no report).............. XX

 15
Item 3 - Consent Agenda...................................... 19

 16
Item 4 - Financial Report, Kristine Ward, Chief Financial 

 17 Officer............................................. 21

 18 Item 4a- Adoption of Authorize Resolution, Highway Refunding 
Bonds, 2021 - Kristine Ward......................... 23

 19
Item 5 - Multimodal Planning Division Report, Greg Byres, 

 20 Division Director, Multimodal Planning Division..... 26

 21 Item 6 - Priority Planning Advisory Committee (PPAC),
Greg Byres.......................................... 30

 22
Item 7 - State Engineer's Report, Dallas Hammit, Deputy 

 23 Director of Transportation/State Engineer........... 42

 24 Item 8 - Construction Projects, Dallas Hammit................ 49

 25 Item 9 - Suggestions, Floyd Roehrich, Junior................. 54

3
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  1 (Beginning of excerpt.)

  2

  3 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Move on to the call on the 

  4 audience.  This is a telephonic Webex conference meeting.  

  5 Everyone will be muted when they phone in to the meeting.  When 

  6 your name is called to provide your comments, you will indicate 

  7 your presence virtually raising your hand using your phone 

  8 keypad or through the Webex application.  The Webex host will 

  9 guide you through the unmuting and muting process following the 

 10 instructions included in the meeting agenda.  A three-minute 

 11 time limit will be imposed.  

 12 The first name, the speaker, Mayor McFarland, is 

 13 here in person.

 14 MAYOR MCFARLAND:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman and 

 15 fellow board members.  It was a pleasure being with you all 

 16 yesterday, most of you yesterday, having an opportunity to show 

 17 you what's going on here in Casa Grande.  I just really wanted 

 18 to welcome you.  

 19 I think I said most of my comments last night, 

 20 but this is a growing region.  It's not just Casa Grande 

 21 (indiscernible) corridor is a hot spot for activity and industry 

 22 coming here.  Obviously that puts greater pressure on our 

 23 infrastructure, especially the I-10, which is becoming kind of a 

 24 bottleneck between here and Phoenix, as you all know.  So I 

 25 won't belabor that point, but I'd be happy to (indiscernible).  

4
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  1 I just wanted to welcome you here and say thank 

  2 you very much for coming to Casa Grande and (indiscernible) this 

  3 opportunity to show you our community.  On behalf of, you know, 

  4 my fellow council members and the City, welcome to Casa Grande.

  5 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you, Mayor.  

  6 Next speaker will be Irene Higgs, Executive 

  7 Director, MPO.

  8 MS. HIGGS:  Good morning, Mr. Chairman, Board 

  9 Members, ADOT staff.  My name is Irene Higgs, and I'm the 

 10 executive director for the Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning 

 11 Organization.  The Sun Corridor MPO provides transportation and 

 12 planning services for the cities of Casa Grande, Coolidge, Eloy 

 13 and (indiscernible) Pinal County.  

 14 On behalf of Central Arizona Governments, 

 15 (indiscernible) and the Sun Corridor MPO, I just wanted to take 

 16 this opportunity to thank you for the overwhelming support for 

 17 the 22nd Arizona Rural Transportation Summit that took place 

 18 yesterday at the beautiful Harrah's Ak-Chin Hotel and Casino in 

 19 the city of Maricopa.  

 20 While downsizing this year's event, it was 

 21 (indiscernible) to keep the attendees safe while providing the 

 22 best experience possible due to the COVID-19 pandemic.  For 

 23 2021, the Rural Transportation Summit focused on bringing 

 24 together our state and locally-elected officials to discuss the 

 25 transportation issues for greater Arizona.  We had the 

5
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  1 opportunity to showcase the Rural Transportation Advocacy 

  2 Council's initiative for $50 million that we're going to be 

  3 asking the State Legislature to add in this next session, and 

  4 each COG and MPO had an opportunity present the regional 

  5 priority projects that is going to be part of this initiative.  

  6 A special thank you to Chairman Stratton and 

  7 Board Member Knight for serving on the State Transportation 

  8 Board panel.  Also, we had previous Board Members Sam Elters and 

  9 Kelly Anderson that participated in that panel.  It was great to 

 10 hear what some of your challenges and accomplishments of board 

 11 members, again, while serving and being on the (indiscernible) 

 12 past board members.  

 13 Karla Petty from Federal Highways Administration 

 14 provided a snapshot of the Arizona funding picture, including 

 15 formula, discretionary and other funds.  

 16 Dallas, thank you for providing an outstanding 

 17 presentation on the newly-allocated funding from this past 

 18 legislative session and where that funding went in Greater 

 19 Arizona.  

 20 We appreciate our partnership with our state and 

 21 federal and it was a great -- it was a great event.  Central 

 22 Arizona Governments, the Sun Corridor MPO will be hosting next 

 23 year's summit again in Harrah's Ak-Chin Hotel and Casino, again, 

 24 September 14 through the 15th in 2022, and I've been working 

 25 with Floyd.  It's -- typically we hold that in October, but next 

6
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  1 year we're going to be holding it in September.  So I've been 

  2 working wirh Floyd on getting (indiscernible) State 

  3 Transportation Board meeting.  So working with Floyd on where 

  4 that board meeting will be held.  

  5 So again, thank you for your time and your 

  6 service to the state of Arizona, and have a great weekend.

  7 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you, Iren. 

  8 The next speaker is Jonah Nelson.  Would you 

  9 raise your hand, please?  

 10 WEBEX HOST:  Jonah, you are unmuted at this time.

 11 MR. NELSON:  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 12 Okay.  My name is Jonah Nelson.  I've lived in 

 13 Arizona since 2003.  I've got a wife, four kids and a full-time 

 14 job, and just so you know, I'm not an activist, but despite 

 15 that, I felt that something had to be said about the constant 

 16 COVID messages on the Arizona dynamic message boards.  In my 

 17 commute to work, I see them every single day.  I look for travel 

 18 times and sometimes funny things.  Instead I see, "Get 

 19 vaccinated."  

 20 These messages and ones like them have been up 

 21 for months and months, and I just want to present three brief 

 22 arguments and also request that these messages and ones like 

 23 them should be removed.  

 24 Number one, the statement which is 

 25 (indiscernible) saying, "It's your shot to end COVID.  Get 
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  1 vaccinated," this is flat out not accurate.  The CDC says that 

  2 those vaccinated can still catch and spread COVID, so the claim  

  3 that we can end the pandemic through vaccination is just false, 

  4 and it shouldn't be up there.  

  5 I did actually personally reach out to some 

  6 prominent health leaders, such as the nationally-recognized 

  7 Dr. Robert Malone, who's one of the pioneers of the mRNA 

  8 technology, and his direct answer to that statement, "It's your 

  9 shot to end COVID.  Get vaccinated," was this is a noble lie.  

 10 Another nationally-recognized professor of 

 11 medicine, Dr. Jay Bhattacharya of Stanford also responded 

 12 directly to your statement saying, No, the vaccine cannot end 

 13 the pandemic, because after a few months it is not effective at 

 14 blocking infection.  

 15 Number two, the medical advice or public health 

 16 recommendation is -- it's a one-size-fits-all approach, and it 

 17 marginalizes all those who've contracted and recovered from 

 18 COVID, giving them natural immunity.  Those individuals are 

 19 significantly contributing towards herd immune, and no one, of 

 20 course, would advocate for contracting COVID on purpose, 

 21 however, if one has been very ill from COVID and then recovered 

 22 and has immunity, to suggest that they still have not done their 

 23 part by getting vaccinated is horrifying and it's wrong.  

 24 Number three, the message is intended to be 

 25 unvaccinated.  Whether people at ADOT believe this or not, but I 
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  1 think they would agree that with all the messages and news 

  2 reports, presidential press briefings ad nauseam, and then 

  3 adding to that vaccines, lotteries, like in other states or 

  4 incentives, and now vaccine mandates.  People get it.  The 

  5 message that they hear at this point is very clear:  Get 

  6 vaccinated or else.  

  7 And no matter what the intention of the messages 

  8 displayed, the end result is just adding insult to injury.  I 

  9 mean, no one is being convinced by these signs to get 

 10 vaccinated.  In fact, they really hate ADOT for it.  They used 

 11 to like ADOT and their funny messages, but now they just think 

 12 ADOT sucks, because it's just one more portion of the government 

 13 dictating from on high.  

 14 I've collected on my own nearly 2,000 signatures 

 15 in about three weeks, and I'm going to keep going, of Arizonans 

 16 that -- Arizona residents that have affirmed the statement 

 17 asking for the immediate removal of these messages.  I'm 

 18 submitting to this board after this meeting my petition, the 

 19 original data file, the signatures and scans and the statements 

 20 by the experts that I mentioned.  This petition is endorsed by a 

 21 number of individuals, including gubernatorial candidate Kari 

 22 Lake, who personally sent this to all of her followers on social 

 23 media to encourage them to sign this petition.  

 24 I intend to submit this information to the 

 25 administration of ADOT.  I also intend to submit this 

9

Page 20 of 136



  1 information to the State Legislature and the Governor.  I and 

  2 the Arizonans I represent here today are requesting the 

  3 immediate removal of these messages without delay, and I thank 

  4 you for your time.

  5 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you, Mr. Nelson.

  6 The next speaker is Darryl Ahasteen.  Darryl, 

  7 would you raise your hand, please?  

  8 WEBEX HOST:  Darryl, you are unmuted.

  9 MR. AHASTEEN:  Thank you, Board Members, Arizona 

 10 State Transportation Board.  

 11 Reference to moving the port of entry from 

 12 Sanders to Pinta, some of the safety issues.  On the approach to 

 13 the port of entry, there are signs up and legible that indicate 

 14 that no lane changing from lane one to lane two.  There is no 

 15 lane provided for commercial vehicles to slow down and start 

 16 pulling in to the PO POE.  The traffic can back up to five to 

 17 six trucks parking along the emergency lane.  

 18 On the on ramp, from the port of entry, there is 

 19 a short amount of distance for a truck to get a good speed to 

 20 get back onto the number one lane of I-40.  From the on ramp, 

 21 from the port of entry to the next exit, which is 339, there is 

 22 a short amount of distance, and a POV that wants to exit at 339 

 23 has to deal with trucks coming back onto I-40, and time is 

 24 really -- in that time, it is really dangerous.  

 25 Trucks that are coming back onto I-40 and the 
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  1 port of entry have to deal with prepass trucks that are still on 

  2 the interstate, local vehicle traffic that wants to exit at 339 

  3 and the school -- they have to deal with the school buses also.  

  4 Drivers are going to sleep.  Too many hours on 

  5 the road, both commercial and personal.  Drivers that leave 

  6 Oklahoma City, in this area will be driving 10.5 hours and 

  7 driving 700 miles.  Drivers leaving Los Angeles, it will take 

  8 them 9 hours, over 600 miles, and this kind of puts them at an 

  9 edge of their required time, both westbound and eastbound.  New 

 10 Mexico has experienced the two major accidents and the 

 11 commercial vehicle catching fire in the area of Jamestown, with 

 12 the highway maintenance and construction, and they were one 

 13 month apart.  

 14 Port of entry.  Port (indiscernible).  We 

 15 (indiscernible).  Basically, we need more acreage for the port 

 16 of entry.  There is no room at the current area.  There is no 

 17 room at the rest area (indiscernible).  (Indiscernible) Creek 

 18 was considered at one time.  Dead Wash was considered at one 

 19 time, and one mile west of Pinta (indiscernible) westbound on 

 20 (indiscernible) is an ideal location for our future development 

 21 of the port of entry for the state of Arizona.  Personnel can 

 22 have a place to stay during their tour of duty (indiscernible) 

 23 traveling back to their home and returning the following day.  

 24 With the approval of the Pinto exit, hopefully 

 25 with the truck stop and repair, (indiscernible) store on the far 
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  1 side of Pinta, it will be a consumer (indiscernible) driver 

  2 (indiscernible).  

  3 Thank you for -- 

  4 MR. ROEHRICH:  Mr. Ahasteen.  Excuse me, 

  5 Mr. Ahasteen, your three minutes are up.  Could you please 

  6 finish your comments?  

  7 MR. AHASTEEN:  Thank you.

  8 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you very much.  

  9 The next speaker will be Mike Humphrey.  Could 

 10 you please raise your hand.

 11 WEBEX HOST:  Mike Humphrey has informed us that 

 12 he is going to join next month.  So he is not on the call.

 13 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Very good.  Thank you.  

 14 The next speaker will be Kee Allen Begay, Junior.  

 15 Would you raise your hand, please.

 16 WEBEX HOST:  Mr. Begay, you are unmuted.

 17 MR. BEGAY:  Can you hear me?  

 18 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Yes.  We can hear you.

 19 MR. BEGAY:  Good morning.  My name is Kee Allen 

 20 Begay, Junior.  I apologize for the back noise.  I'm from the 

 21 Navajo Nation.  I continue to request for road improvement 

 22 through the community of Many Farms, Arizona, and I just want to 

 23 say that this road really needs to be improved for travelers 

 24 that go through the Navajo Nation.  

 25 And then the second one is the broadband 
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  1 initiative that Governor Ducey had initiated, and I know that we 

  2 need to make sure that 191 is considered for the smart highway.  

  3 So those are the two main areas that I wanted to 

  4 address to the Board, and I just want to say thank you very 

  5 much, and that will conclude my statement.  So thank you very 

  6 much.  You all have a wonderful day.

  7 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you for your comments.

  8 The last speaker we have is Jim McCarthy.  Would 

  9 you raise your hand, please.  

 10 WEBEX HOST:  Mr. McCarthy, you're unmuted.

 11 MR. MCCARTHY:  All right.  Thank you.  

 12 My name is Jim McCarthy, and I am a Flagstaff 

 13 City Council member and chair of the Executive Board for the 

 14 Flagstaff MPO, which we called MetroPlan.  MetroPlan in 

 15 Flagstaff is working with other rural communities through the 

 16 Rural Transportation Advocacy Council to get additional funding 

 17 from the State Legislature for rural transportation projects.  

 18 If we get this new funding, we will use the 

 19 funding to supplement city to upgrade the Lone Tree corridor.  

 20 Of the total $50 million request from RTAC, 2.6 would be for the 

 21 Lone Tree corridor.  The state funding would supplement existing 

 22 funding.  For instance, Flagstaff (indiscernible) funding to 

 23 provide a Lone Tree bridge across the railroad tracks, just east 

 24 of downtown.  If awarded, the cooperative project would improve 

 25 the Lone Tree Road from Route 66 to the area of I-10.  
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  1 It will also relieve some traffic on the road, 

  2 which as you know is a ADOT highway.  Just this week, MetroPlan 

  3 members Regina Salas and Jeronimo Vasquez met with various 

  4 legislators to get support for the RTAC proposal.  MetroPlan 

  5 Director Meilbeck, as well as Board Members Thompson, Knight and 

  6 Stratton also attended the RTAC meetings this week.  This is an 

  7 example of how diverse communities can come together and work on 

  8 common goals.  

  9 Thank you, and board members, thank you for your 

 10 service.  And I'll quickly note that the chairman, if you could 

 11 maybe move closer to your microphone, that would be good, 

 12 because I can barely hear you, where I can hear the speakers 

 13 loud and clear.  Thank you very much.

 14 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  Will do.

 15 We'll now move on to Item No. 1, the Director's 

 16 report.  This is for information and discussion only.  

 17 Floyd.

 18 MR. ROEHRICH:  Mr. Chairman, the Director sends 

 19 his apologies.  He had something (indiscernible) he could not be 

 20 here, but he did ask if you had any items you wanted him to 

 21 discuss at future meetings, please either email him or let me 

 22 know.  We'll make sure that he addresses them.  

 23 But Katy Proctor is on, and she does have a short 

 24 legislative update that she would present.  So at this time I'd 

 25 ask Katy to go ahead and provide her presentation, her update.
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  1 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Katy.

  2 MS. PROCTOR:  Good morning, Board Members.  

  3 On the state side, ADOT has completed our 

  4 implementation of all our related legislation from this past 

  5 session.  Our date presuming that was September 29th, and we did 

  6 complete everything on time, and we're currently in the process 

  7 of evaluating legislation for the upcoming session that starts 

  8 in January.  

  9 On the federal side, things are a little more 

 10 complicated.  I think when we last spoke, we were talking about 

 11 the fact that the infrastructure bill, the IIJA, was essentially 

 12 ready for a final vote in the House, but it was also tied to the 

 13 budget, and at that time House members were doing a markup on 

 14 the budget.  Everything was supposed to move forward by 

 15 September 27th.  That was the agreement.  Both would move 

 16 together.  We got to about the third week of September, and 

 17 everybody realized that the budget wasn't going to happen by the 

 18 end of the fiscal year.  So instead they passed a continuing 

 19 resolution (indiscernible) through to December 3rd.  

 20 MR. ROEHRICH:  Katy.

 21 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Katy.  

 22 MS. PROCTOR:  In the meantime, that --

 23 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  You're breaking up pretty 

 24 badly.  It's hard to understand what you're saying.

 25 MS. PROCTOR:  Oh, let me try slowing down.  Is it 
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  1 any better?  

  2 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Not really.

  3 MS. PROCTOR:  Let me try hopping off of the phone 

  4 and see if that's any better.  Hold on just a second.

  5 MR. ROEHRICH:  Now you're muted Katy.  We can't 

  6 hear you all.  (Indiscernible.)  (Indiscernible.)  Now you're 

  7 not.

  8 MS. PROCTOR:  Can you hear me now?  

  9 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Yes.

 10 MR. ROEHRICH:  Yes.

 11 MS. PROCTOR:  Is that better?  

 12 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  It's much better.  Thank you.

 13 MS. PROCTOR:  Excellent.  

 14 So when we spoke last, on the federal side, we 

 15 had a lot of work happening with the budget, and we had a lot of 

 16 work happening with the infrastructure bill.  Essentially, 

 17 nothing happened by the end of September.  The infrastructure 

 18 bill cannot move forward without all of the votes necessary.  

 19 Those votes are tied to the budget.  The budget got kicked out 

 20 to December 3rd, and the debt ceiling limit was also kicked out 

 21 to December 3rd this week by Congress.  

 22 Because they had thought that the infrastructure 

 23 would move forward without any issues, it was not included in 

 24 the continuing budget resolution.  So they did a very hasty move 

 25 at the very last second, on September 30th, and did a 30-day 
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  1 extension of the FAST Act, essentially giving us contract 

  2 authority through the end of the month.  

  3 It is not likely at this point that we will have 

  4 a vote on the infrastructure bill by the end of this month.  

  5 That would be very difficult for folks to do without some 

  6 concessions related to the budget, and there doesn't seem to be 

  7 a lot of movement in that area.  I think at this point the best 

  8 we can hope for is some kind of full package in early December, 

  9 and that's where we're at right now on the federal side.  

 10 We continue to respond to requests for 

 11 information from our Congressional delegation.  Definitely, you 

 12 know, hope that everybody can come up with a good plan soon, 

 13 because we don't want to be in another situation where we don't 

 14 have our authority for surface transportation.  

 15 And I'd be happy to answer any questions you 

 16 might have.

 17 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Does any board member have a 

 18 question for Katy?  

 19 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair.  

 20 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Mr. Maxwell.

 21 MR. MAXWELL:  Katy, thanks for the quick update.  

 22 Are you hearing, is it a matter of just getting 

 23 it through as it is now, or are there still going to have to be 

 24 sort of give and take in the -- not related to the other 

 25 (indiscernible) back on the (indiscernible) but in the 

17

Page 28 of 136



  1 infrastructure bill itself, or is that package -- is the House 

  2 looking to (indiscernible), I guess is the question I'm asking?  

  3 MS. PROCTOR:  We have -- so that's a great 

  4 question, Board Member.  Originally, we had heard that they 

  5 would need to make some tweaks to the IIJA because they blew 

  6 past that September 30th date, and there's some funding formulas 

  7 in there that won't work without some tweaks at this point.  

  8 However, what we've heard now is when they come 

  9 up with a plan, the fixes would be in the budget side.  So they 

 10 would not have to open up the IIJA again.  They would just need 

 11 that final vote from the House to do that and then be done with 

 12 IIJA.  It's really a matter of getting votes assigned to that 

 13 budget and getting folks on board on that side for it to move 

 14 forward.  It doesn't need any additional amendments at this 

 15 time.

 16 MR. MAXWELL:  Thank you.

 17 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any other questions?  

 18 Hearing none, we'll move on.  

 19 Thank you, Katy.  I appreciate it.

 20 MS. PROCTOR:  Thank you.

 21 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Floyd, are there any last 

 22 minute items to report from staff?  

 23 MR. ROEHRICH:  Mr. Chair, (indiscernible) at this 

 24 time.

 25 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  
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  1 Typically we would have the district engineer's 

  2 report next, but there is not one this month, so we'll move on 

  3 to Item 3, the consent agenda.  Does any member want an item 

  4 removed from the consent agenda?  

  5 MR. KNIGHT:  Mr. Chair, I just have a question 

  6 about Item 3.  

  7 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Would you like that removed 

  8 or just -- 

  9 MR. KNIGHT:  No, for clarification.  And I 

 10 noticed -- I noticed that it's in one of my -- it's in my 

 11 district, but I (indiscernible).  I just wondered do we have 

 12 some idea of why there was only bidder?

 13 MR. HAMMIT:  Would you like me to address, 

 14 Mr. Chair?  

 15 MR. ROEHRICH:  (Indiscernible) infrastructure.  

 16 MR. HAMMIT:  Yes.  Mr. Chair, Mr. Knight, this 

 17 was a (indiscernible) project.  So by definition, we only 

 18 negotiated with the proposal.  There were multiple proposers 

 19 early on in this process.  We select a general contractor.  They 

 20 -- we work with them through design, and then we negotiate a 

 21 price.  So it's a little different process of not normally a -- 

 22 not normally a (indiscernible) bid, it's a negotiated, and this 

 23 response here, (indiscernible) highway funds, these are funds 

 24 that the Governor's office gave the department to assist in 

 25 broadband.  Since it is on the state highway, that's why it's 
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  1 coming in front of this board, but it isn't one that we program 

  2 through the Board.  It's additional funds for Broadway -- 

  3 broadband only.  

  4 MR. KNIGHT:  Thank you very much, Dallas.  

  5 MR. SEARLE:  I make a motion we approve the 

  6 consent agenda.  

  7 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  Do I have a 

  8 second?

  9 MR. KNIGHT:  Second.

 10 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Motion and a second.  We 

 11 don't have to do roll call.  We're all here, correct?  

 12 MR. ROEHRICH:  Except for Ms. Daniels.  We want 

 13 to make sure she gets -- her vote gets recorded.  

 14 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Well, (indiscernible) conduct 

 15 a roll call?  

 16 MR. ROEHRICH:  Well, what I would say is you can 

 17 do most here -- do the voice voting here, and then I will ask 

 18 her separately so her vote is recorded.

 19 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Very well.  

 20 All those in favor say aye.  

 21 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.  

 22 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Floyd, would you 

 23 (indiscernible) Ms. Daniels for me?  

 24 MR. ROEHRICH:  Ms. Daniels, are you registering a 

 25 vote?  
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  1 MS. DANIELS:  Aye.

  2 MR. ROEHRICH:  Thank you.  

  3 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you, Ms. Daniels.  

  4 The motion carries.

  5 Move on to Item 4, for information and discussion 

  6 only.  Financial report.  Smiling today, Kristine?  

  7 MS. WARD:  I am, sir.  Thank you very much.  I am 

  8 smiling today.  The reason I'm smiling today is because I have 

  9 very little to report as it pertains to variations in revenue.  

 10 So if we could -- Rhett, if you could go to the 

 11 first slide regarding reporting out on the Highway User Revenue 

 12 Fund.  As I said, there's very little to report on either HURF 

 13 or RARF this month.  We did have -- we are slightly off -- 

 14 excuse me?  Can you hear me all right?  

 15 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Yes.  We can hear you.  

 16 MS. WARD:  Very good.  Thank you.  

 17 So we are marginally off target, running 1.4 

 18 percent below forecast through September.  The slight 

 19 variation -- Rhett, if you'll go into the next slide.  And you 

 20 can see September exclusively.  You'll see that use fuel, A/K/A 

 21 diesel, had a slight variation in that -- that threw us off 

 22 forecast, and that is due to a refund where we had a greater -- 

 23 larger exports that we had to provide refund for than 

 24 anticipated.  I don't anticipate any problem there.  I believe.  

 25 as we go further through the year, we'll hopefully come back 
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  1 into target.

  2 Moving on to RARF, if you would, Rhett.  Move to 

  3 the next slide.

  4 As you can see, we are -- you can't get much more 

  5 on target with this -- we're .2 percent running above target.  

  6 So if you go into the next slide, you can see the individual 

  7 categories for the month of August, and I just don't have much 

  8 to report here.

  9 Going on to the next slide, in terms of the 

 10 federal program, as Katy mentioned, we're working on an 

 11 extension of the FAST Act, and because the infrastructure did 

 12 not bill and because -- did not pass and because we're working 

 13 off of that extension, they provided us -- they are providing us 

 14 30 days' worth of funding.  That represents approximately 

 15 $55 million to the department, and those funds, ironically, even 

 16 though they have provided them for 30 days, they don't become 

 17 available actually until today.  Today is when FHWA will -- we 

 18 will be able to see those funds on the reporting we get from 

 19 FHWA.  

 20 This is -- when you only get a small portion of 

 21 funding, it complicates things, but it particularly complicates 

 22 things in the first month of the federal fiscal year, because we 

 23 have just closed the federal fiscal year.  Now we're starting a 

 24 new one.  

 25 The very first transaction that we conduct in 
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  1 which we obligate expense, federal funding, is we obligate our 

  2 debt service payment, our GAN debt service payment.  That's 

  3 about a $30 million payment.  So that $55 million that we get -- 

  4 we have -- are going to receive, have access to today, that gets 

  5 drawn down by about 30, leaving us about 25.  

  6 We don't anticipate a problem.  We have been 

  7 working closely with Dallas' shop, the transportation side of 

  8 the House, to see what projects they -- that they are desiring 

  9 to obligate in this -- in this month, but it does -- it does put 

 10 us on alert when we have extensions.  It does complicate things 

 11 a bit, and so we look forward to an actual long-term 

 12 reauthorization being passed.  

 13 With that, that concludes my financial report.  I 

 14 do also have a bond -- a request of the Board to -- regarding 

 15 bonding.  Should I proceed with that, Chairman?  

 16 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Before we go to that, let's 

 17 see if any board member has any question for you on the first 

 18 portion.  

 19 MS. WARD:  Yes, sir.  

 20 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Apparently no one does, so 

 21 proceed.  Thank you.  

 22 MS. WARD:  The Board has got -- we have an 

 23 opportunity to refinance some standing Highway User Revenue bond 

 24 from our Series 2013A, and this represents -- it's about 

 25 $53 million that we would be refunding, same as A/K/A 
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  1 refinancing.  And if we -- if you give us this authorization, we 

  2 anticipate savings to the tune of $1.8 million in debt service.  

  3 In the scheme of refundings that I have brought 

  4 before this board, this is a relatively small refunding, and the 

  5 savings are relatively small, but commensurately, the amounts 

  6 that we are refunding is also small.  

  7 Given that we are looking at kind of a small 

  8 dollar amount in the terms of the refunding, we anticipate 

  9 taking this as a direct sale, not going to the market as we 

 10 typically do.  We would look to a direct sale to one or more 

 11 banks to purchase these -- to purchase these bonds.  

 12 You might recall we had a very successful 

 13 transaction doing just this methodology with the Board's last 

 14 RARF refunding, Regional Area Road Fund bond refunding.  

 15 So we would anticipate the time table for the 

 16 issue.  We would anticipate closing prior to the end of 

 17 November, and that would allow us to take advantage of the 

 18 interest rates that we -- that are currently -- the interest 

 19 rate environment that currently exists.  

 20 So with that, I would request the Board's 

 21 authority to proceed with this refunding.  Thank you.  I'd be 

 22 happy to take any questions.  

 23 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you, Kristine.  

 24 Does any board member have a question?  

 25 MR. SEARLE:  I had a question.  Kristine this is 

24

Page 35 of 136



  1 Richard.

  2 MS. WARD:  Yes, sir.

  3 MR. SEARLE:  The (indiscernible) savings, does 

  4 that include the cost of the issue of the bond?

  5 MS. WARD:  Yes, sir.  That does include cost of 

  6 issuance.  It's -- excuse me.  It's net of cost of issue.

  7 MR. SEARLE:  All right.  Thank you very much.

  8 MS. WARD:  Yes, sir.

  9 MR. MAXWELL:  (Indiscernible) Chair.

 10 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Maxwell.  

 11 MR. MAXWELL:  Kristine, this is Ted Maxwell.  

 12 Just what kind of interest rate reduction are we looking at on 

 13 this one?  Where are we going from/to?

 14 MS. WARD:  So, Mr. Stratton, Mr. Maxwell, we are 

 15 currently -- the bonds that are outstanding to be refunded are a 

 16 5 percent coupon.  We would anticipate since we would -- we are 

 17 doing this in advance of the call date, I think we are looking 

 18 at under half a percent.

 19 MR. MAXWELL:  Thank you.

 20 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any other questions?  

 21 Hearing none, do I have a motion to approve the 

 22 adoption of authorizing resolution highway revenue refunding 

 23 bonds 2021?  

 24 MR. KNIGHT:  So moved. 

 25 MR. MAXWELL:  Second.
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  1 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Motion and I have a second.  

  2 All in favor say aye.  

  3 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.  

  4 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Ms. Daniels?

  5 MS. DANIELS:  Aye.

  6 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  Motion carries.

  7 MR. ROEHRICH:  Mr. Chair, just to make sure.  Who 

  8 made the motion?  You went so fast there. 

  9 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Knight made that 

 10 motion.  Board Member Maxwell made the second.  

 11 MR. ROEHRICH:  Thank you.  

 12 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Just testing your ability in 

 13 shorthand.

 14 MR. ROEHRICH:  We might have -- we might have 

 15 caught it all on the microphone, but my ears are slower.  I'm 

 16 old.  I'm older than these microphones.  

 17 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  We'll now move on to Agenda  

 18 Item No. 5, with Greg Byres, for information and discussion 

 19 only.  

 20 Greg.

 21 MR. BYRES:  Thank you.  Good morning, 

 22 Mr. Chairman, Board Members.  We're going to start off with a 

 23 couple items.  

 24 We can go to the next slide, Rhett.  

 25 We (indiscernible) things I'm going to do here 
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  1 with the tribal update as well as where we're at with the 2023 

  2 P2P process.  

  3 Next slide.  

  4 So as far as tribal update goes, we have a new 

  5 interactive map that was produced by our GIS group.  One of the 

  6 big things that it did is basically laid out all of the 

  7 perimeters for all the tribal areas across the state.  In so 

  8 doing, it makes it much easier to take and identify where we 

  9 have projects (indiscernible) in a tribal area, on tribal lands, 

 10 and so that same map is available in our eSTIP, which is 

 11 basically our electronic Statewide Transportation Improvement 

 12 Program.  So anybody that accesses it now through our website 

 13 now has -- you can turn on different layers.  One of the layers 

 14 that you have is all the tribal boundaries across the state, 

 15 so -- and that same layering, it's available on all our GIS 

 16 interactive maps.

 17 The next item I have is the FY '21 ADOT tribal 

 18 consultation, the annual report.  That annual report was 

 19 submitted through the Governor's office on the 30th of 

 20 September, and again, that's a requirement through state 

 21 statute.  With that settlement submission, the Tribal 

 22 Consultation Report outlines the tribal consultation conducted 

 23 throughout the entire fiscal year, and it is also available on 

 24 our website.

 25 Next slide.
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  1 Next thing we have is coming up starting next 

  2 week, we have our district workshops for our P2P process.  What 

  3 you see on this slide here has all the different workshops we 

  4 have.  You should have received a formal invitation for each of 

  5 your different districts, and we look forward to your 

  6 participation in those -- each one of those district workshops.  

  7 We have a multitude of projects that are going to be discussed.  

  8 The district will be giving their input as well as taking any 

  9 input from the board members as well as other people on that 

 10 (indiscernible).  It is a virtual meeting.  So (indiscernible) 

 11 with that.

 12 And for that, that's all I had, if you have any 

 13 questions.

 14 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any board member have any 

 15 question for Greg?  

 16 Vice Chair.  

 17 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  Greg, it's my 

 18 understanding that these meetings are mainly for exchange of 

 19 information as to how we can move these projects up without 

 20 actually (indiscernible) restrictions (indiscernible) on these 

 21 projects.

 22 MR. BYRES:  Mr. Chairman, Board Member Thompson, 

 23 what these meetings do is they reflect all of the -- basically, 

 24 the top 25 projects in each of the different districts, and we 

 25 gather information on each of those, as well as the district 
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  1 input.  The district has already scored these, but what we do is 

  2 to make sure that those scores aren't going to change, or gives 

  3 them the opportunity to change, because they get to hear from 

  4 all of our technical groups as well, so -- and ask questions on 

  5 those technical groups.  

  6 So what it does, it takes and confirms all of the 

  7 scoring that we have from the district, as well as our technical 

  8 groups, and it takes in the input from anybody else that attends 

  9 these meetings.  

 10 So once that is completed, all that data comes 

 11 together, we can finalize the scoring in projects for each of 

 12 the (indiscernible) districts, and then that scoring is ranked 

 13 through a statewide process so that we have a statewide single 

 14 recommendation for scoring of all projects of (indiscernible) 

 15 and (indiscernible).

 16 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  Just (indiscernible) of 

 17 inviting the public as well and the stakeholders and 

 18 (indiscernible) the way the processes goes from A to Z and these 

 19 projects (indiscernible).

 20 MR. BYRES:  Mr. Chairman, Board Member Thompson, 

 21 this isn't necessarily a public meeting.  We do have a multitude 

 22 of people that were invited to this.  So it's not true public 

 23 input at this point in time, but it is part of our process, and 

 24 we try and bring in all the stakeholders that we possibly can 

 25 for each of those projects.
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  1 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  Is that (indiscernible) 

  2 participating in these workshops (indiscernible)?

  3 MR. BYRES:  That's correct.  Thank you.

  4 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any further questions for 

  5 Greg?  

  6 Hearing none, we'll move on to Item No. 6, PPAC 

  7 items, discussion and possible action.  

  8 Greg.

  9 MR. BYRES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  

 10 We're going to do things a little bit different 

 11 today for the PPAC items.  We kind of do this as part of our 

 12 process.  We wanted to make sure that we get the right projects 

 13 in the right order.  So the first item we have is project 

 14 modifications, and we're going to take in Items 6A, 6E, 6F, 6G 

 15 and 6I, and PPAC brings these projects forward with a 

 16 recommendation for approval.  

 17 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  I have a couple questions, 

 18 Greg.  On Item 6A, the money has been reduced by about $900,000.  

 19 Reasoning for that?  

 20 MR. BYRES:  So, Mr. Chairman, this is the Lion 

 21 Springs project, and the reason it's being reduced is because at 

 22 this point in time, in FY '22, we will not have NEPA completed.  

 23 We need to have NEPA completed before we can purchase right-of-

 24 way or start the right-of-way negotiations.  That 900,000 is for 

 25 right-of-way, so we're releasing that to (indiscernible) since 
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  1 it will not be used in FY '22.

  2 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  What is the anticipated 

  3 schedule of that project being designed?  

  4 MR. BYRES:  I believe that's scheduled for 

  5 completion in FY '23.

  6 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  On 6F, that's being deferred 

  7 out a year (indiscernible)?  

  8 MR. BYRES:  So 6F is being deferred out 

  9 (indiscernible) the Queen Creek Bridge.  So the US-60 at Queen 

 10 Creek Bridge is being pushed out for -- to make room, basically.  

 11 There's three projects that we're (indiscernible) pushing out 

 12 from FY '23 to FY '24.  We're pushing those into '24 to make 

 13 room for the item which is coming up in the next grant request, 

 14 to make room for fiscal constraint in the program.  So those 

 15 projects -- those projects only the construction 

 16 (indiscernible).  It's getting moved from FY '23 to FY '24 to 

 17 open up some room in '23 for -- it's going to be the I-17 

 18 project (indiscernible).

 19 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Is there any possibility of 

 20 those projects being moved back?  

 21 MR. BYRES:  So our intent is with the new program 

 22 for '23 to '27 that will come before the Board as a tentative in 

 23 January, our intent is to take and bring those back into 

 24 (indiscernible), and that's one reason we're only doing 

 25 construction.  We're keeping all of the (indiscernible) phases 
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  1 in '23 so that if the development can continue on, we will bring 

  2 those back into '23 with the new program with additional funding 

  3 that we (indiscernible) the program at that point in time.

  4 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  I would like to make the 

  5 point for the record that with the replacement of the Pinto 

  6 Creek Bridge, it's helping the oversize loads now can go on 

  7 Highway 60 again for the mining industry.  However, with the 

  8 Queen Creek Bridge (indiscernible) hurt the industry again 

  9 (indiscernible).  Obviously I won't be here next year, so I want 

 10 to express my concern now, and hopefully that will be moved back 

 11 into it.

 12 MR. SEARLE:  Mr. Chair.  

 13 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Mr. Searle, (indiscernible).

 14 MR. SEARLE:  I think my question was answered.  

 15 My concern was moving these to fiscal year '24, what was that 

 16 going affect the projects that are already in '24, but I think 

 17 your answer, talking about the plan (indiscernible) basically 

 18 answered it, so I'm good. 

 19 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Okay.  Board Member Knight.

 20 MR. KNIGHT:  Yes.  Just a suggestion.  Not this 

 21 one, but in the future, in order to move the I-17, those funds, 

 22 we deferred action -- we're deferring action on 6A, 6F and 6J, 

 23 which is -- and those projects are in Pima County, Pinal County, 

 24 and Mohave County.  However, I-17 is Maricopa, Yavapai, and I 

 25 would suggest that if we're going to -- in the future, if at all 
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  1 possible, if we're going to move money from projects that we 

  2 move it within the counties such as we look at projects in 

  3 Maricopa and Yavapai that we can defer and move that money to 

  4 move I-17 forward and (indiscernible) projects in the counties 

  5 where it was going to.  

  6 So it looks to me like we've got three counties 

  7 that have no -- I-17 doesn't benefit them at all, but they are 

  8 sacrificing their projects for a year, and -- in order to 

  9 advance the I-17.  It seems more fair if maybe -- if we could do 

 10 it in those same counties where the project would want to 

 11 benefit.  Anyway, just an observation on my part, going through 

 12 that we (indiscernible) Maricopa, Yavapai, a lot more fair.  

 13 MR. ROEHRICH:  And, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Knight, 

 14 that's a very good observation and one that we staff can take 

 15 back and look, but sometimes (indiscernible) in the program 

 16 (indiscernible), you know, what's the likelihood of a project 

 17 that may or may not be able to go, time and what is the best 

 18 option in order -- as Greg had -- Mr. Byres had said.  We move 

 19 it out now because we have to maintain fiscal constraint, but in 

 20 the new programming cycle, but then (indiscernible) it's going 

 21 to come back into (indiscernible.)  But it is -- if we can 

 22 balance and get those counties, it truly would be the way to go, 

 23 but sometimes that's just not possible.  

 24 MR. KNIGHT:  I understand that.  (Indiscernible) 

 25 future (indiscernible) it could be possible, but then also I -- 
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  1 I just wanted to make sure, you know, see what we hear next 

  2 year.  I'll still be here, so I'll be (indiscernible) coming 

  3 back -- 

  4 MR. ROEHRICH:  And I think for us,  Mr. Knight, 

  5 it's one that staff (indiscernible) why, as Greg had said.  

  6 We're not stopping these projects because (indiscernible).  

  7 We're keeping it on schedule with all pre-construction 

  8 activities (indiscernible) going to come back.  These are 

  9 important projects that we want as well.  We just had to make 

 10 the decision now, because I-17 that we're going to go discuss 

 11 right here in a little bit has funding issues that we need to 

 12 figure out to that.  

 13 MR. KNIGHT:  Thank you.  Thank you, Greg.

 14 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Maxwell.  

 15 MR. MAXWELL:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 16 Greg, Floyd, I appreciate the -- I do appreciate 

 17 all the (indiscernible) how it's going to move, what the intent 

 18 (indiscernible).  I guess my question is really a follow-up to 

 19 the other -- to some of the other comments.  That is it would be 

 20 great for us to hear the reason, because what I haven't heard is 

 21 why 17 (indiscernible)?  I understand there's a shortfall 

 22 funding and there's things going on and maybe a continuation.  

 23 So -- but if they were all packaged kind of together for our 

 24 decision-making process, because you asked us to make a move on 

 25 one (indiscernible) why it's at 17 (indiscernible) over those 
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  1 two projects.  So...

  2 MR. ROEHRICH:  Mr. Chairman, Mr. Knight, I had 

  3 sent out an email last week with a detailed description of 

  4 specifically the projects that are moving, the reason why it was 

  5 moving those projects and what was the issue with Interstate 17 

  6 with that project, and I also gave a detailed summary of the 

  7 cost increases within the Interstate 17 project of why we feel 

  8 so justified (indiscernible) and we can talk more when we get to 

  9 that point if you want, but I did send out -- and that might 

 10 be -- it might be too long to read, and I do apologize for 

 11 sending out a lengthy email, but I felt it needed a detailed 

 12 explanation for that very reason.  

 13 MR. MAXWELL:  Absolutely, and I appreciate that.  

 14 So I will stand officially scolded on that (indiscernible).

 15 MR. ROEHRICH:  That was not my intent.  

 16 MR. MAXWELL:  Yeah. 

 17 MR. ROEHRICH:  It was my intent to make sure  

 18 that (indiscernible).

 19 MR. MAXWELL:  I'm the new guy on the board.  

 20 (Indiscernible) but do I think -- and it's because how we do it 

 21 structurally, that would be nice, I think, for the Board, and 

 22 more importantly, public.  The public didn't that email.  So if 

 23 the public was able to hear at the same time why we are taking 

 24 these three projects, unfunding them, you know, as Gary pointed 

 25 out, are in other counties, in order to fund one.  If you -- if 
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  1 you get it all in one piece of conversation, (indiscernible) 

  2 make it real easy to (indiscernible) see if anybody's got 

  3 questions about it as well.  It just -- you know, sometimes I 

  4 think as a board we've got to remember that's the public that is 

  5 going to hopefully be listening and find out why we're making 

  6 our decisions, and so it's sometimes (indiscernible) I like to 

  7 get these things out there as well.  So appreciate it.

  8 MR. ROEHRICH:  So real quick, Mr. Chairman, 

  9 Mr. Maxwell.  You used the term "unfunded."  I want to make sure 

 10 that we're clear.  We're not unfunding these projects.  They're 

 11 fully funded to what we feel is the estimate to do the projects.  

 12 The project will just move in the year that we (indiscernible).

 13 MR. MAXWELL:  (Indiscernible.)  

 14 MR. ROEHRICH:  And (indiscernible) moving their 

 15 funding to another year so it makes available funding and fiscal 

 16 constraint each year is now constrained to the funds available 

 17 in that (indiscernible).

 18 MR. MAXWELL:  I understand.  I don't disagree 

 19 with you, (indiscernible) to the public when they see it moving, 

 20 that means there's some other project in '24.  I mean, that 

 21 would -- basically, saying, okay, we're going to move it to '24, 

 22 but we don't have the money because we've already built a pretty 

 23 fiscally tight plan.  So when you start (indiscernible), yeah, 

 24 it's just openness and that transparency that we are trying to 

 25 establish (indiscernible) ADOT and this board continues to be 
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  1 (indiscernible).

  2 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you for your comments.  

  3 I did get a note here we need to move your 

  4 microphones closer and speak a little bit louder.  They are 

  5 having trouble hearing us.  

  6 Vice Chair.

  7 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  Greg, I do support the 

  8 recommendation and (indiscernible) and trust that they will come 

  9 back (indiscernible) these projects (indiscernible) it is very 

 10 important (indiscernible) that stakeholders are aware of it and 

 11 also that the public (indiscernible).  So thank you very much.

 12 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you, Board Members, for 

 13 your comments and questions.  

 14 At this time I'd ask if there's a motion to 

 15 approve PPAC new projects and modifications, Items 6A through 6I 

 16 as presented.  

 17 MR. SEARLE:  So moved.  

 18 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Motion.  Do I have a second?  

 19 MR. KNIGHT:  Second.

 20 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  A second.  

 21 All in favor say aye.

 22 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.

 23 MR. ROEHRICH:  Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to 

 24 apologize for the (indiscernible) so fast.  I was trying to 

 25 (indiscernible).  I apologize.  I just want to make sure that 
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  1 you're aware there's a typo within the agenda that we need to 

  2 make sure we identify it as 6J in the agenda, but it's actually 

  3 6G.  So by (indiscernible) the motion, you're also correcting 

  4 the typo in the agenda saying that Item 6G is correct, but 

  5 (indiscernible) identified as 6J, but that is 6G.  

  6 (Indiscernible.)  

  7 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Understood.  Do my motion and 

  8 second still stand?  

  9 MR. SEARLE:  Yes, sir.  

 10 MR. KNIGHT:  Yes.

 11 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Very good.  

 12 All in favor say aye.  

 13 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.  

 14 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Ms. Daniels.  

 15 MS. DANIELS:  Aye.

 16 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  

 17 The motion carries.  

 18 MR. ROEHRICH:  So, Mr. Chairman, just to make 

 19 sure that we got that, the motion by Mr. Maxwell, the second was 

 20 by?  

 21 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  The motion was by Board 

 22 Member Searle.  

 23 MR. ROEHRICH:  Searle. 

 24 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  And the second was Board 

 25 Member Knight I heard.
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  1 MR. ROEHRICH:  Thank you.

  2 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Greg, I think that's all we 

  3 have for you.

  4 MR. BYRES:  No, we still have a couple more.  

  5 So the next item we have is Item 6H, and with the 

  6 previous vote, we had taken and freed up the $83.6 million that 

  7 is required for Item 6H, which we are bringing forward now with 

  8 a recommendation for approval from PPAC.

  9 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Do I have a motion to 

 10 (indiscernible)?  

 11 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  (Indiscernible).  The item 

 12 number again, Greg?  I'm sorry.

 13 MR. BYRES:  It is Item 6H.

 14 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  6H.  Do I have a motion to 

 15 approve 6H?  

 16 MR. MAXWELL:  So moved. 

 17 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  Do I have a 

 18 second?  

 19 MR. SEARLE:  I'll second.  

 20 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Motioned by Board Member 

 21 Maxwell, a second by Searle.  

 22 All in -- (indiscernible).

 23 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair, I guess (indiscernible) 

 24 a little bit of thought why this project (indiscernible) public.  

 25 I can just be sure -- I just want to be sure that the people 
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  1 listening are aware of why (indiscernible).

  2 MR. BYRES:  Yes, I can.  Thank you, Board Member 

  3 Maxwell.  

  4 One of the things that we say in this is the 

  5 original estimate was put together with -- for the project was 

  6 put together in 2020.  So since that time, things have escalated 

  7 as far as materials and construction (indiscernible) to the 

  8 point where we have some (indiscernible) escalating 50 percent.  

  9 So in -- going through the negotiations and 

 10 (indiscernible) was a part of, what we found out is with the 

 11 (indiscernible) contract we were negotiating with, there was 

 12 basically no way that we could make up -- we made up a little 

 13 bit of ground, but we could not the make up that $86 million to 

 14 be able to fulfill the contract.  

 15 So the biggest things we have, there was a huge 

 16 increase in concrete, a huge increase in steel, (indiscernible) 

 17 50 percent increase was in guardrail, and there was additional 

 18 items all the way through.  One of the big things, the other big 

 19 things (indiscernible) was a huge increase in cost 

 20 (indiscernible) in order for the contract to be able to 

 21 (indiscernible) and be able to (indiscernible) for that project.  

 22 So that's where the majority of all this money went.  

 23 (Indiscernible) most increases during the negotiation.  

 24 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  (Indiscernible) Dallas 

 25 (indiscernible) a point of information.
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  1 MR. HAMMIT:  Mr. Chair, (indiscernible) one of 

  2 the things (indiscernible) on this project, we didn't receive a 

  3 legislative appropriation (indiscernible) million dollars.  We 

  4 received an INFRA grant for $90 million.  If we did not move 

  5 forward with it at this time, we (indiscernible) because those 

  6 grants, we had (indiscernible).  Our price ends with our 

  7 contractor at the end of the month.  So then (indiscernible) 

  8 funds.  

  9 The other thing we looked at was these projects 

 10 that went out (indiscernible) gone up, but to keep those grants 

 11 of $210 million, we felt it was very important to keep this 

 12 project going.  

 13 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair, Dallas, thank you.  

 14 That's (indiscernible), and I'm sure it was in Floyd's email, 

 15 but that's the kind of detail I support, but (indiscernible) 

 16 aware of (indiscernible) the Legislature and not let that 

 17 project go on the wayside, because then that money goes away.  

 18 So I think that reasoning, that explanation helps a lot.  Thank 

 19 you.  

 20 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Exactly.  I would 

 21 (indiscernible) as well, because at what point do these projects 

 22 become we just can't afford them?  (Indiscernible) didn't get a 

 23 lot of other projects (indiscernible) but I think the point that 

 24 Dallas put forward (indiscernible).

 25 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  
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  1 Any other questions?  

  2 A motion and I have a second.  

  3 Call for the vote.  All in favor say aye.

  4 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.

  5 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Ms. Daniels.

  6 MS. DANIELS:  Aye.

  7 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  Motion passes.  

  8 Greg.

  9 MR. BYRES:  So we have one more item to bring 

 10 forward.  This is Items 6B through 6D.  These are new projects 

 11 on the (indiscernible) program, and again, PPAC brings these 

 12 forward with a recommendation for approval.

 13 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Motion.

 14 MR. SEARLE:  So moved.

 15 MR. KNIGHT:  Second.  Second.

 16 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any further discussion?  

 17 Hearing none, I'll call for the vote.  All in 

 18 favor say aye.

 19 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.

 20 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Daniels.  

 21 MS. DANIELS:  Aye.

 22 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Okay.  Motion passes.  

 23 Thank you, Greg.

 24 Moving on to Item 7, the state engineer's report 

 25 with Dallas, for information and discussion only.
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  1 MR. HAMMIT:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

  2 (Indiscernible.)  Back up one.  There we go.  

  3 Currently we have 69 projects under construction 

  4 totaling $1.555 billion.  In September we finalized 13 projects, 

  5 $50.1 million, and year to date, we have finalized 30 projects.  

  6 (Indiscernible) keeping those projects going, we 

  7 as staff brought -- (indiscernible) the last time we deferred a 

  8 project (indiscernible) Wickenburg project to the 189 project, 

  9 and we just removed it from the program.  That stopped our 

 10 right-of-way allotted action that we had to make at the time.  

 11 So your action here keeps the project moving, and we should not 

 12 lose time.  We've learned from our mistake from last time, 

 13 (indiscernible) completely (indiscernible) program 

 14 (indiscernible).  We're no longer continuing (indiscernible) the 

 15 right-of-way, so this really does help (indiscernible).

 16 One of the things the Board got quite a bit of 

 17 correspondence over the last week on State Route 88.  So I 

 18 thought I'd give you a quick update so if you get questions, you 

 19 have a little bit of a background.  In June of 2019, there was a 

 20 major fire.  It was the Woodbury Fire, and it affected a number 

 21 of our highways, but specifically, 188 and 88, and you can see 

 22 (indiscernible) a little bit of that burn scar.

 23 Next slide, Rhett.

 24 On there and (indiscernible), but what you can 

 25 see is there is a map of 88, and I apologize that the picture 
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  1 was not supposed to be in there, (indiscernible) that was 

  2 probably my doing on there, but we have a portion of the project 

  3 that is a (indiscernible).  If you come up from Apache Junction, 

  4 you go approximately 20 to 25 miles, and it's a big road and 

  5 (indiscernible) along that area.  From that point on, at 

  6 Milepost 222, it turns into a dirt road.  And it stays dirt 

  7 until you get up to 88.  

  8 During that event, right afterwards, we 

  9 (indiscernible) and we lost the roadway and we were looking at 

 10 that, and you can see what the burn scar looked like.  All 

 11 (indiscernible) gone.  So the concern is if we get out there 

 12 before we got some vegetation that the next rain will continue 

 13 those washouts and we will not be able to -- we'll fix the road 

 14 just to go back in there and do it again.  So at this time we 

 15 did not feel it was proper to do that.  

 16 Now, the (indiscernible) from 242 to 249, that is 

 17 (indiscernible) but there is a project through (indiscernible) 

 18 federal lands.  I think yesterday you heard a little bit about 

 19 the Federal Lands Access Program, FLAP.  They -- Arizona put in 

 20 for that project.  Federal lands is administering it, and they 

 21 will be making improvements on that corridor, not only surface, 

 22 but (indiscernible) to make this a little more resilient 

 23 (indiscernible).  

 24 We will -- next slide, Rhett.  

 25 You can see a little bit of what it looks like.  

44

Page 55 of 136



  1 Next slide.  

  2 So I just mentioned the Central Federal Lands 

  3 Project.  The Lakes (indiscernible) appropriated $700,000 this 

  4 year to complete a scoping and DCR for the project, and then 

  5 also look at a new vegetation plan.  And then we'll -- we've 

  6 begun work to get that under contract.  (Indiscernible) our 

  7 right-of-way is a very small footprint (indiscernible) the burn 

  8 scar, and unfortunately the burn scar is uphill from us, and so 

  9 that (indiscernible) and the mud comes down, it's beyond our 

 10 right-of-way.  But we will be working with The Forest Service 

 11 and seeing what we can do to get this in shape (indiscernible) 

 12 someday we can get this roadway back open.  

 13 Any questions on this?

 14 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Dallas, I don't have a 

 15 question on 88, but on -- is this the forest fire that caused 

 16 the mudslide on 188 (indiscernible)?  

 17 MR. HAMMIT:  I believe, Mr. Chair, that was the 

 18 Bush Fire.  It was a very similar area, but that was the next 

 19 year (indiscernible) 2025 (indiscernible) that burn scar which 

 20 resulted in that closure.  

 21 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  One of the points I'm trying 

 22 to make is it's not just 88.  Multiple highways on the state, 

 23 77, 60, 188, 88, the (indiscernible) are falling (indiscernible) 

 24 fire.  The public needs to understand that we're not dealing 

 25 with just one section (indiscernible) section.  

45

Page 56 of 136



  1 Any questions?  

  2 Board Members Searle.

  3 MR. SEARLE:  (Indiscernible.)  

  4 MR. HAMMIT:  (Indiscernible) after the fire, but 

  5 it's been closed -- I think (indiscernible) late (indiscernible) 

  6 year when the monsoons came and (indiscernible).

  7 MR. SEARLE:  Yeah.  I'd be critical, but I can 

  8 understand the concern that we've been getting with the 

  9 500-and-some odd emails on this.

 10 I can't see why we don't try to at least open 

 11 some point knowing that there's challenges, but it's -- we're 

 12 talking a dirt road there.  You know, dirt roads always have 

 13 challenges, but I would encourage that we get it open as soon as 

 14 we can. 

 15 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  (Indiscernible) that 

 16 this road is part of the dirt road in on the (indiscernible) 

 17 ADOT?

 18 MR. HAMMIT:  Is on the -- it has been 

 19 (indiscernible) -- Mr. Chair, Mr. Thompson, it is a road that 

 20 ADOT maintains.  ADOT does have a few, and Mr. Chair, most of 

 21 them are in your district, unpaved roadways, dirt roads, within 

 22 our jurisdiction.  

 23 VICE CHAIR THOMPSON:  Thank you very much.

 24 MR. KNIGHT:  Mr. Chair.

 25 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Knight.  
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  1 MR. KNIGHT:  Is there possible way that -- it's 

  2 going to take a while for vegetation to grow back.  

  3 (Indiscernible) don't grow all that fast, especially in the 

  4 desert (indiscernible) climate, but is there some kind of riprap 

  5 in the way of boulders, larger rocks that can not be washed out 

  6 seasonally by monsoons that we can place and help protect that 

  7 road even after the brush grows back?  (Indiscernible) the brush 

  8 grows back, now we've got -- now we've got the possibility of 

  9 another fire, and then the fire -- we're back in the same -- 

 10 we're back in the same position that we -- that we are right 

 11 now.  But maybe we could -- we could use some preventive 

 12 measures to (indiscernible) to keep the (indiscernible) in place 

 13 and then afterward, vegetation does come back so (indiscernible) 

 14 (indiscernible).

 15 MR. HAMMIT:  Mr. Chair, Mr. Knight, that's 

 16 definitely something we could look at.  (Indiscernible) right-

 17 of-way is very limited.  It is the historic (indiscernible).  

 18 It's -- and it will come down to what investment we want to 

 19 make.  Is there it roadway that -- you know, and I don't want to 

 20 diminish it just because (indiscernible) over 200 vehicles a 

 21 day.  We've worked to get a route to businesses.  Unfortunately, 

 22 if you want to get up to your place on the back of it, you'll 

 23 have to go around and come down (indiscernible) from Phoenix.  

 24 That's a (indiscernible) that we looked at (indiscernible) put 

 25 the money there, and what we estimated (indiscernible) just a 
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  1 quick estimate we looked at, it was 12 and 15 million dollars to 

  2 get it back -- to clean up the pipes, to keep it stable.  

  3 There's quite a bit of debris that's coming out.  To do that, we 

  4 would have (indiscernible).  

  5 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Chairman Stratton, 

  6 (indiscernible) Gila County I'm sure has had many other of 

  7 their county roads affected by these fires.  (Indiscernible.)  

  8 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  (Indiscernible) at this 

  9 time, and they're not historic roads.  This particular road 

 10 that Dallas mentioned (indiscernible).

 11 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  (Indiscernible) the 

 12 county (indiscernible.)  Just curious why.  

 13 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  (Indiscernible) the panel 

 14 (indiscernible) that portion (indiscernible) weeks ago.  

 15 (Indiscernible.)  

 16 MR. KNIGHT:  Mr. Chair.

 17 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Knight.

 18 MR. KNIGHT:  Thank you.  

 19 And I think it should be noted that 

 20 (indiscernible) ADOT (indiscernible) Forest Service and the 

 21 (indiscernible) I would image so that we're getting a lot of 

 22 different -- a lot of different jurisdictions involved 

 23 (indiscernible) to get something done.

 24 MR. HAMMIT:  Mr. Chair, Mr. Knight, 

 25 (indiscernible) it is (indiscernible).  It is (indiscernible) 
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  1 easement on there.  So, yes, there are some restrictions on 

  2 where -- what we can do and how far (indiscernible).  We have 

  3 (indiscernible).

  4 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any further questions for 

  5 Dallas?  

  6 I thank the Board for the interest and the 

  7 question (indiscernible) discussion (indiscernible) purposeful 

  8 and (indiscernible) I think it's good information.

  9 (Indiscernible) Item No. 8.

 10 MR. HAMMIT:  (Indiscernible.)  I have come to the 

 11 Board and talked to you about (indiscernible).  We do look at 

 12 that quarterly and (indiscernible) item on I-17 (indiscernible) 

 13 appropriate (indiscernible).  

 14 As you can see from the graph, if we used 2016 

 15 as a baseline, and I don't think it was done on purpose, but 

 16 coincidentally, 2016 is when the FAST Act went into play.  And 

 17 since that point in the time, our construction costs and debt, 

 18 so basically, you know, cost of construction has gone up 60 

 19 percent.  As we go into -- and I answered it yesterday to the 

 20 folks at the conference, (indiscernible) additional money 

 21 (indiscernible) 30 percent, 28 to 30 percent increase are 

 22 costs and gone up since the start of the FAST Act by 60 

 23 percent.  So that (indiscernible) we're watching, we will be 

 24 balancing, as Greg goes through and prepares his program, we 

 25 will take those into account and the projects in the program 
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  1 will be balanced to those new cost index.

  2 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Okay.

  3 MR. HAMMIT:  (Indiscernible.)  

  4 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any further items on that?  

  5 Move forward to Agenda Item No. 8, construction 

  6 contracts, for discussion and possible action.  

  7 Dallas.  

  8 MR. HAMMIT:  Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

  9 you, Board, for the approval of the three items on the consent 

 10 agenda.  We do have two that needs explanation.  

 11 Next slide, please.

 12 Item 8A -- and both of these projects that I 

 13 will be discussing are safety projects.  Basically, what we're 

 14 doing is removing trees that are too close to the roadway that 

 15 have grown (indiscernible) creating a hazard to the traveling 

 16 public.  

 17 The first one is on Interstate 10 near Bowie.  

 18 The low bid on that project was 735 -- excuse me -- $735,940.  

 19 The State's estimate was $443,140.  It was over the State's 

 20 estimate by $292.80 (sic), 66 percent over our estimate.  As we 

 21 reviewed -- it says clearing and grubbing.  (Indiscernible) 

 22 clearing and grubbing.  So really what we found when we talked 

 23 to the contractor is it was (indiscernible) duration was twice 

 24 as long as we estimated.  So that was a lot of what the cost 

 25 increase and the cost (indiscernible) within the 
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  1 (indiscernible).  We did review the bid and believe it's a 

  2 responsive and responsible bid and recommend award to Technology 

  3 Construction, Inc.

  4 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  (Indiscernible)?  

  5 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  Chairman.

  6 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Vice chair.

  7 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  I (indiscernible) 

  8 appreciate the fact that (indiscernible).  Thank you for that.  

  9 So with that, I would like to move for 

 10 (indiscernible) 8A.

 11 MR. KNIGHT:  Second.

 12 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Motion and a second to award 

 13 Item 8A to Technology Construction, Inc.  

 14 Any questions or discussion on this?  

 15 Mr. (indiscernible), this is in your district 

 16 (indiscernible).  

 17 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Yes, it is.  

 18 (indiscernible) sometimes I (indiscernible) priorities.  I 

 19 talked (indiscernible).  You know, (indiscernible) it's not a 

 20 lot of money when you look at the full scope of things, and all 

 21 this I assume would be (indiscernible) the trees up and they're 

 22 going to grow right back in five or ten years and we'll be 

 23 looked at doing this again.  Sometimes I just question our 

 24 (indiscernible).

 25 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any other discussion?  
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  1 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair.

  2 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Maxwell.

  3 MR. MAXWELL:  Dallas, I've just got just one 

  4 quick question.  (Indiscernible) you obviously are 

  5 (indiscernible) at the time.  It's (indiscernible) was there 

  6 lessons learned (indiscernible)?  

  7 MR. HAMMIT:  One of the things that we learned 

  8 from this is as we -- it seemed like a small project 

  9 (indiscernible) looked at of what the (indiscernible) it was 

 10 more than, you know, (indiscernible) site visits closer to the 

 11 project (indiscernible) given us additional information, and 

 12 we would have closer numbers.  I don't think it would have 

 13 changed the numbers, but we might have had our estimate closer 

 14 to what the actual bid was.

 15 MR. MAXWELL:  (Indiscernible) some of the rural 

 16 parts (indiscernible) problematic to get out and take a look 

 17 at, but (indiscernible) once the bid came in.  Thank you.

 18 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  (Indiscernible.)  

 19 If not I'll call for the vote.  (Indiscernible) 

 20 in favor to award Item 8A to Technology Construction, Inc., say 

 21 aye.

 22 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.  

 23 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Daniels.

 24 MS. DANIELS:  Aye.

 25 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  Motion carries.
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  1 Dallas.

  2 MR. HAMMIT:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

  3 Item 8B is a second tree removal project.  It is 

  4 on US-60 between Globe and Show Low.  On that project the low 

  5 bid was $703,760.  The State's estimate was $602,890.  It was 

  6 over the State's estimate by $100,870, or 16.7 percent.  In that 

  7 case we saw higher than expected pricing for the project.  No -- 

  8 a little different that we saw before (indiscernible) it is 

  9 closer to the estimate.  It was just -- we were just under the 

 10 estimate (indiscernible).  

 11 Oh, I'm sorry.  The department has reviewed the 

 12 bid and believes it is a responsive and responsible bid and 

 13 recommends award to Hatch Construction & Paving, Inc.

 14 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  

 15 Do I have a motion to award Item 8B to Hatch 

 16 Construction & Paving, Incorporated.

 17 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  Chairman, I would like 

 18 to go ahead and motion that for approval.

 19 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Do I have a second?  

 20 MR. MAXWELL:  Second.

 21 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  I'll call for the vote.  All 

 22 in the favor say aye.

 23 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.

 24 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Daniels.

 25 MS. DANIELS:  Aye.
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  1 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Thank you.  The motion 

  2 carries.  

  3 Thank you, Dallas.

  4 At this time are there any suggestions for 

  5 future board meetings?

  6 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chairman.  

  7 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Board Member Maxwell.  

  8 MR. MAXWELL:  I know on October 26th looks like 

  9 we have a study session, at least according to my calendar.  

 10 So I know I'm the new person on the board (indiscernible) 

 11 seeing (indiscernible) and I don't know (indiscernible) about 

 12 it or (indiscernible) 2013.  If we could just put a little 

 13 section on that maybe to take a look (indiscernible) and we 

 14 did have another accident just last week that (indiscernible) 

 15 use the word may (indiscernible) crossed over.  So...

 16 MR. ROEHRICH:  So, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Maxwell, 

 17 that (indiscernible) we're in continuous litigation on those 

 18 issues, so we don't -- we don't want to discuss details of any 

 19 of that, but as far as the, you know, (indiscernible), we 

 20 could present that, I think, as far as the rationale 

 21 (indiscernible).  We can discuss that.

 22 MR. MAXWELL:  And for -- Mr. Chair, Floyd, that 

 23 would be very helpful.  (Indiscernible) details, but just a 

 24 presentation of the pros and cons of the barriers, those of us 

 25 who are not (indiscernible) on that subject.  (Indiscernible) 
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  1 at least get a better understanding (indiscernible) constituents 

  2 call in why (indiscernible) so much.

  3 MR. ROEHRICH:  And, Mr. Chair, Mr. Maxwell, I 

  4 know I won't be ready to present that by the meeting on the 

  5 26th (indiscernible), but we'll start working on getting that 

  6 at the next appropriate time when we can present it.

  7 MR. MAXWELL:  Thank you.

  8 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  I'll say that I'm looking 

  9 forward -- I'm assume the next meeting in Wickenburg will be 

 10 open to the public.

 11 MR. ROEHRICH:  Mr. Chairman, we are 

 12 anticipating the board members would be there the 

 13 (indiscernible) staff.  I do not know at this point 

 14 (indiscernible) opening to the public.  So try to assess what 

 15 is the safety concerns, but we definitely want the Board 

 16 there.  We do have it scheduled to be a in person for the 

 17 Board and (indiscernible) staff will be limited participation, 

 18 but a virtual meeting as well.  Similar to this.  So we'll 

 19 have more information.  As we finish the coordination, we'll 

 20 have more information on (indiscernible).

 21 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Have we looked at this 

 22 (indiscernible) safety concerns.  (Indiscernible), if at all 

 23 possible (indiscernible).

 24 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair (indiscernible) support 

 25 that movement.  I think we're going to always (indiscernible) 
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  1 coming out of this pandemic (indiscernible) always going to have 

  2 (indiscernible) either call in or monitor to watch the 

  3 proceedings, but I do think it's important.  I mean, just the 

  4 ability to come up yesterday, meet with the leadership of this 

  5 town, see what they've got going on (indiscernible) think it's 

  6 important for us to try and get back to doing that 

  7 (indiscernible) as soon as we can.

  8 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Any other comments?

  9 VICE CHAIRMAN THOMPSON:  Chairman, once again, 

 10 (indiscernible) several times, but I'd like to (indiscernible) 

 11 funding to do (indiscernible) on how (indiscernible) roads 

 12 that are used by our children at the school district 

 13 (indiscernible) on impacting the academic performance.  

 14 (Indiscernible) that would be the only way I think that 

 15 (indiscernible) state (indiscernible).

 16 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Okay.  Do I have a motion 

 17 to adjourn the meeting?

 18 MR. KNIGHT:  So moved.

 19 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Do I have a second?

 20 MR. MAXWELL:  Second.

 21 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  Members say aye.

 22 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.  

 23 CHAIRMAN STRATTON:  (Indiscernible.)  

 24 MS. DANIELS:  Aye.  

 25 (Meeting adjourned at 10:31 a.m.)
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  1 STATE OF ARIZONA   )
) ss.

  2 COUNTY OF MARICOPA )

  3

  4 BE IT KNOWN that the foregoing proceedings were reported 

  5 by me, TERESA A. WATSON, Registered Merit Reporter, Certified 

  6 Reporter, Certificate No. 50876, State of Arizona, from an 

  7 electronic recording and were reduced to written form under my 

  8 direction; that the foregoing 56 pages constitute a true and 

  9 accurate transcript of said electronic recording, all done to 

 10 the best of my skill and ability.

 11 I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am in no way related to any of 

 12 the parties hereto, nor am I in any way interested in the 

 13 outcome hereof.

 14 DATED at Phoenix, Arizona, this 8th day of November 2021.

 15

 16

 17  /s/ Teresa A. Watson 

 18 TERESA A. WATSON, RMR
Certified Reporter

 19 Certificate No. 50876 19

 20

 21

 22

 23

 24

 25
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Adjournment 
A motion to adjourn the October 15, 2021, State Transportation Board Meeting was made by Board 
Member Gary Knight and seconded by Board Member Ted Maxwell.  In a voice vote, the motion carried. 

Meeting adjourned at 10:31 a.m. PST. 

Not Available for Signature______________ 
Steven Stratton, Chairman 
State Transportation Board 

Not Available for Signature______________ 
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, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–035 
PROJECT: 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T 
HIGHWAY: SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF 
SECTION: Plaza Way Intersection  (The Uncommon Flagstaff) 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 89A 
DISTRICT: Northcentral 
COUNTY:  Coconino 
PARCEL:  3 – 1737 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD: 

The Infrastructure Delivery and Operations 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 89A, within the above referenced project. 

The existing alignment was previously established as a state 
route, designated State Route 79, 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, incorporated by 
reference therein, and was subsequently designated a state 
highway by the Resolutions dated May 23, and June 18 of 1934, on 
Pages 625 and 692, respectively, of the Minutes.  Alternate U. S. 
Route 89 was removed from the Federal–Aid Primary System, and 
placed on the Secondary System in the Resolution dated September 
10, 1954, on Page 68 of the Official Minutes.  Resolution 64–40, 
dated April 14, 1964, extended State Route 79 over a portion of 
U. S. Route 89A running North into the City of Flagstaff; and the 
combined, overlapping right of way was established as a state 
route and state highway.  Thereafter, both the designations of 
U. S.  Route  89A and State  Route  79 were eliminated and renumbered, 
and the highway was redesignated as State Route 89A by Arizona 
State Transportation Board Resolution 93–02–A–08, dated March 
19, 1993.  More recently, Resolution 2017–03–A–013, dated March 
17, 2017, established new right of way as a state route.  To 
accommodate design change, Resolution 2017–11–A–061 of November 
17, 2017, established new right of way as a state route and 
state highway under the above referenced improvement project. 

Page 70 of 136



ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–035 
PROJECT: 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T 
HIGHWAY: SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF 
SECTION: Plaza Way Intersection  (The Uncommon Flagstaff) 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 89A 
DISTRICT: Northcentral 
COUNTY:  Coconino 
PARCEL:  3 – 1737 

A donation of fee right of way is being established for public 
transportation purposes, encompassing recently completed 
improvements including curbing, sidewalk, and driveway openings, 
constructed by a developer under ADOT Permit, necessary to 
enhance convenience and safety for the traveling public.  

The donated right of way to be acquired and established as a 
state route and state highway for necessary improvements is 
depicted in Appendix “A” and delineated on maps and plans on 
file in the office of the State Engineer, Infrastructure 
Delivery and Operations Division, Phoenix, Arizona, entitled:  
“Right of Way Plans of the SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF, Plaza 
Way Intersection, Project 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T”. 

In the interest of public safety, necessity and convenience, I 
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 §§ 28–7092 and 28–7094, an estate in 
fee, or such other interest as required, including advance, 
future and early acquisition, access rights, exchanges or 
donations, haul roads, material for construction, and various 
easements in any property necessary for or incidental to the 
improvements, as delineated on said maps and plans. 

I further recommend the immediate 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 improvement as delineated on said maps and 
plans, to be effective upon signing of this recommendation. 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–035 
PROJECT: 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T 
HIGHWAY: SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF 
SECTION: Plaza Way Intersection  (The Uncommon Flagstaff) 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 89A 
DISTRICT: Northcentral 
COUNTY:  Coconino 
PARCEL:  3 – 1737 

This resolution is considered the conveying document for such 
existing county, town and city roadways; and no further 
conveyance is legally required.  

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7046, I recommend the 
adoption of a resolution making this recommendation effective. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director 
for Transportation / State Engineer 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

  ( 1 of 2 ) 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–035 
PROJECT: 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T 
HIGHWAY: SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF 
SECTION: Plaza Way Intersection  (The Uncommon Flagstaff) 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 89A 
DISTRICT: Northcentral 
COUNTY:  Coconino 
PARCEL:  3 – 1737 

RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director for Transportation and State 
Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, on 
November 19, 2021, presented and filed with the Arizona State 
Transportation Board his written report under Arizona Revised 
Statutes § 28–7046, recommending the acquisition and 
establishment of new right of way as a state route and state 
highway for the improvement of State Route 89A, as set forth in 
the above referenced project. 

A donation of fee right of way is being established for public 
transportation purposes, encompassing recently completed 
improvements including curbing, sidewalk, and driveway openings, 
constructed by a developer under ADOT Permit, necessary to 
enhance convenience and safety for the traveling public. 

Accordingly, it is necessary to acquire and establish the new 
right of way as a state route and state highway for this 
improvement project. 

The donated right of way to be acquired and established as a 
state route and state highway for this improvement is depicted 
in Appendix “A” and delineated on maps and plans on file in the 
office of the State Engineer, Infrastructure Delivery and 
Operations Division, Phoenix, Arizona, entitled:  “Right of Way 
Plans of the SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF, Plaza Way 
Intersection, Project 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T”. 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–035 
PROJECT: 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T 
HIGHWAY: SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF 
SECTION: Plaza Way Intersection  (The Uncommon Flagstaff) 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 89A 
DISTRICT: Northcentral 
COUNTY:  Coconino 
PARCEL:  3 – 1737 

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, is necessary for this improvement, 
with authorization pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes §§ 28–
7092 and 28–7094, to include advance, future and early 
acquisition, access rights, exchanges or donations, haul roads, 
material for construction, 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 
acquisition and establishment 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 
this resolution is considered the conveying document for such 
existing county, town and city roadways; and no further 
conveyance is required; therefore, be it 

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

RESOLVED that the right of way depicted in Appendix “A” is 
hereby designated a state route and state highway, to include 
any existing county, town or city roadways necessary for or 
incidental to the improvements as delineated on said maps and 
plans; be it further 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–035 
PROJECT: 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T 
HIGHWAY: SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF 
SECTION: Plaza Way Intersection  (The Uncommon Flagstaff) 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 89A 
DISTRICT: Northcentral 
COUNTY:  Coconino 
PARCEL:  3 – 1737 

RESOLVED that the Deputy Director is hereby authorized to 
acquire by lawful means, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes §§
28–7092 and 28–7094, an estate in fee, or such other interest as 
required, to include advance, future and early acquisition, 
access rights, exchanges or donations, haul roads, material for 
construction, 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 written notice be provided to the County Board of 
Supervisors in accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes § 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; and that this resolution 
is the conveying document for such existing county, town and 
city roadways; and no further conveyance is legally required; be 
it further  

RESOLVED that the Deputy 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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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–035 
PROJECT: 089A CN 402 H8399 / A89–B(211)T 
HIGHWAY: SOUTH MILTON ROAD, FLAGSTAFF 
SECTION: Plaza Way Intersection  (The Uncommon Flagstaff) 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 89A 
DISTRICT: Northcentral 
COUNTY:  Coconino 
PARCEL:  3 – 1737 

CERTIFICATION 

I, DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director for Transportation and
State Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy 
from the minutes of the Arizona State Transportation Board, made 
in official session on November 19, 2021. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and the official 
seal of the Arizona State Transportation Board on November 19, 
2021. 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director 
for Transportation / State Engineer 
Arizona Department of Transportation 

  Seal 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–036 
PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
SECTIONS: 7th St. – 16th St.; and 16th St. – Van Buren St. 
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10 
DISTRICT: Central 
COUNTY: Maricopa 
DISPOSAL: D – C – 077 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD: 

The Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division has made a 
thorough investigation concerning the abandonment of certain 
right of way acquired for Interstate Route 10 within the above 
referenced project. 

The existing alignment was previously established as a 
controlled access state route and state highway by Arizona State 
Transportation Board Resolution 84–07–A–41, dated July 20, 1984, 
which was thereafter amended to accommodate design change by 
Resolution 87–04–A–19, dated April 17, 1987. 

The right of way to be abandoned is no longer needed for state 
transportation purposes.  The City of Phoenix will accept 
jurisdiction, ownership and maintenance responsibilities of the 
right of way in accordance with that certain 120 – Day Advance 
Notice of Abandonment, dated June 29, 2021, issued pursuant to 
the provisions of Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7209.  
Accordingly, I recommend that the State’s interest in the right 
of way be abandoned, as depicted in the attached Appendix “A” 
and on the maps and plans of the above referenced project. 

The right of way to be abandoned is delineated on the maps and 
plans on file in the office of the State Engineer, 
Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division, Phoenix, 
Arizona, entitled:  “Right of Way Plan of the PHOENIX – CASA 
GRANDE HIGHWAY; 7th St.  – 16th St., and 16th St.  – Van Buren St. 
Sections; Projects I–10–3(96), and I–10–3(97),  respectively”,  and 
is shown in Appendix “A” attached hereto. 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–036 
PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
SECTIONS: 7th St. – 16th St.; and 16th St. – Van Buren St. 
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10 
DISTRICT: Central 
COUNTY: Maricopa 
DISPOSAL: D – C – 077 

Should the City of Phoenix, its successors and/or assigns, at 
any time contemplate abandonment or sale of any portion of the 
right of way being disposed herein, written approval from the 
Arizona Department of Transportation shall be obtained, and any 
provisions and requirements related to the request shall be 
complied with prior to any change of usage from that of a 
continued public transportation purpose. 

I further recommend that the right of way depicted in Appendix 
“A” be removed from the State Highway System and abandoned to 
the City of Phoenix, in accordance with that certain 120 – Day 
Advance Notice of Abandonment, dated June 29, 2021, and as 
provided in Arizona Revised Statutes §§ 28–7207 and 28–7209, and 
Code of Federal Regulations 23CFR § 620 Subpart B and 23CFR § 710 
Subpart D; subject to the retention of existing access control 
and all other currently existing facilities and structures of 
the State Transportation System, if any; and subject to the 
reservation of a perpetual easement for ingress, egress and 
maintenance of said existing facilities and structures, if any, 
including, but not limited to: said access control, soundwalls, 
drainage, signage, utilities, landscaping, and any and all 
appurtenances thereto, which shall remain intact and under 
control of the Arizona Department of Transportation, as depicted 
in the attached Appendix “A” and on the maps and plans of the 
above referenced project. 

All other rights of way, easements and appurtenances thereto, 
subject to the provisions of Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7210, 
shall continue as they existed prior to the disposal of the 
right of way depicted in Appendix “A”. 
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RES. NO. 2021–11–A–036 
PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
SECTIONS: 7th St. – 16th St.; and 16th St. – Van Buren St. 
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10 
DISTRICT: Central 
COUNTY: Maricopa 
DISPOSAL: D – C – 077 

The abandonment becomes effective upon recordation in the Office 
of the County Recorder in accordance with Arizona Revised 
Statutes § 28–7213. 

This resolution is considered the conveying document for the 
right of way to be abandoned.  No further conveyance is legally 
required. 

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7046, I recommend that 
the Arizona State Transportation Board adopt a resolution making 
this recommendation effective. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director 
for Transportation / State Engineer 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
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RES. NO. 2021–11–A–036 
PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
SECTIONS: 7th St. – 16th St.; and 16th St. – Van Buren St. 
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10 
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COUNTY: Maricopa 
DISPOSAL: D – C – 077 

RESOLUTION OF ABANDONMENT 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director for Transportation and State 
Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, on 
November 19, 2021, presented and filed with the Arizona State 
Transportation Board his written report under Arizona Revised 
Statutes § 28–7046, recommending the abandonment of certain right 
of way within the above referenced project. 

The right of way to be abandoned is no longer needed for state 
transportation purposes.  The City of Phoenix will accept 
jurisdiction, ownership and maintenance responsibilities of the 
right of way in accordance with that certain 120 – Day Advance 
Notice of Abandonment, dated June 29, 2021, issued pursuant to 
the provisions of Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7209. 

Accordingly, it is recommended that the State’s interest in the 
right of way be abandoned. 

The right of way to be abandoned is delineated on the maps and 
plans on file in the office of the State Engineer, 
Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division, Phoenix, 
Arizona, entitled:  “Right of Way Plan of the PHOENIX – CASA 
GRANDE HIGHWAY; 7th St.  – 16th St., and 16th St.  – Van Buren St. 
Sections; Projects I–10–3(96),  and I–10–3(97),  respectively”,  and 
is shown in Appendix “A” attached hereto. 

WHEREAS said right of way is no longer needed for state 
transportation purposes; and 
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PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
SECTIONS: 7th St. – 16th St.; and 16th St. – Van Buren St. 
ROUTE NO.: Interstate Route 10 
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WHEREAS the City of Phoenix will accept jurisdiction, ownership 
and maintenance responsibilities of the right of way in 
accordance with that certain 120 – Day Advance Notice of 
Abandonment, dated June 29, 2021, issued pursuant to the 
provisions of Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7209; and 

WHEREAS for the convenience and safety of the traveling public, 
it is necessary that within the area of abandonment, the State 
of Arizona, acting by and through its Department of 
Transportation, shall retain existing access control and all 
other currently existing facilities and structures of the State 
Transportation System, if any; and shall reserve a perpetual 
easement for ingress, egress and maintenance of said existing 
facilities and structures, if any, including, but not limited 
to:  said access control, soundwalls, drainage, signage, 
utilities, landscaping, and any and all appurtenances thereto, 
which shall remain intact and under ADOT control, as depicted in 
the attached Appendix “A” and on said maps and plans; and 

WHEREAS if the City of Phoenix, its successors and/or assigns, 
at any time contemplate abandonment or sale of any portion of 
the right of way being disposed herein, written approval from 
the Arizona Department of Transportation shall be obtained, and 
any provisions and requirements related to the request shall be 
complied with prior to any change of usage from that of a 
continued public transportation purpose; and 

WHEREAS this resolution is considered the conveying document for 
such right of way; and no further conveyance is legally 
required; and 
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PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
SECTIONS: 7th St. – 16th St.; and 16th St. – Van Buren St. 
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DISTRICT: Central 
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WHEREAS this Board finds that public safety, necessity and 
convenience will be served by accepting the Deputy Director's 
report; therefore, be it 

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

RESOLVED that the right of way depicted in Appendix “A” is 
hereby removed from the State Highway System and abandoned to 
the City of Phoenix for a continued public transportation use, 
in accordance with that certain 120 – Day Advance Notice of 
Abandonment, dated June 29, 2021, and as provided in Arizona 
Revised Statutes §§ 28–7207, 28–7209 and 28–7210, and Code of 
Federal Regulations 23CFR § 620 Subpart B and 23CFR § 710 Subpart 
D; be it further 

RESOLVED that within the area of abandonment, the State of 
Arizona, acting by and through its Department of Transportation, 
hereby retains existing access control and all other currently 
existing facilities and structures of the State Transportation 
System, if any; and reserves a perpetual easement for ingress, 
egress and maintenance of said existing facilities and 
structures, if any, including, but not limited to: said access 
control, soundwalls, drainage, signage, utilities, landscaping, 
and any and all appurtenances thereto, which shall remain intact 
and under ADOT control, as depicted in the attached Appendix “A” 
and on the maps and plans of the above referenced project; be it 
further 
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PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
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DISPOSAL: D – C – 077 

RESOLVED that if the City of Phoenix, its successors and/or 
assigns, at any time contemplate abandonment or sale of any 
portion of the right of way being disposed herein, written 
approval from the Arizona Department of Transportation shall be 
obtained, and any provisions and requirements related to the 
request shall be complied with prior to any change of usage from 
that of a continued public transportation purpose; be it further 

RESOLVED that this abandonment becomes effective upon 
recordation in the Office of the County Recorder in accordance 
with Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7213; and that this resolution 
is the conveying document for the right of way abandoned herein; 
and no further conveyance is legally required; be it further 

RESOLVED that the Deputy Director provide written notice to the 
City of Phoenix, evidencing the abandonment of the State's 
interest. 
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PROJECTS: I–10–3(96); and I–10–3(97) 
HIGHWAY: PHOENIX – CASA GRANDE 
SECTIONS: 7th St. – 16th St.; and 16th St. – Van Buren St. 
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CERTIFICATION 

I, DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director for Transportation and
State Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy 
from the minutes of the Arizona State Transportation Board, made 
in official session on November 19, 2021. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and the official 
seal of the Arizona State Transportation Board on November 19, 
2021. 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director 
for Transportation / State Engineer 
Arizona Department of Transportation 

  Seal 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
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November 19, 2021 

RES. NO. 2021–11–A–037 
PROJECT: 087 PN 137 F0302 / 087–A(212)T 
HIGHWAY: PICACHO – COOLIDGE – CHANDLER – MESA 
SECTION: Santa Cruz Wash Bridge, Str. #1142 and #1143 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 87 
DISTRICT: Southcentral 
COUNTY:  Pinal 
PARCEL:  11 – 1120 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD: 

The Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division has made a 
thorough investigation concerning the establishment and 
improvement of a portion of the Picacho – Coolidge – Chandler – Mesa 
Highway, State Route 87, within the above referenced project. 

The existing alignment was previously established as a state 
highway, designated State Route 87, 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,  incorporated by reference 
therein.  Arizona State Transportation Board Resolution 2011–03–
A–013, dated March 18, 2011, established new right of way as a 
state route for widening and improvements along this segment of 
the Picacho – Coolidge – Chandler – Mesa Highway under Project 087
PN  135  H7896  01R.  However, as a result of design change, the 
acquisition of additional right of way was not required for the 
improvement project. 

This project involves improvements to the existing right of way. 
A temporary construction easement outside the existing right of 
way is needed for the above referenced bridge scour, retrofit, 
and deck rehabilitation project necessary to enhance the 
convenience and safety for the traveling public. 

Accordingly, it is now necessary to establish and acquire the 
temporary construction easement right of way needed. 
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PROJECT: 087 PN 137 F0302 / 087–A(212)T 
HIGHWAY: PICACHO – COOLIDGE – CHANDLER – MESA 
SECTION: Santa Cruz Wash Bridge, Str. #1142 and #1143 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 87 
DISTRICT: Southcentral 
COUNTY:  Pinal 
PARCEL:  11 – 1120 

The area of temporary construction easement right of way 
required for this improvement is depicted in Appendix “A” and 
delineated on maps and plans on file in the office of the State 
Engineer, Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division, 
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled:  “Stage IV Design Plans, dated March 
2021, PICACHO – COOLIDGE – CHANDLER – MESA HIGHWAY, High Line Canal, 
McClellan Wash  &  Santa Cruz Wash Bridges,  Project  087  PN  137  F0302 
/ Non FA STB–087–A(212)T”. 

In the interest of public safety, necessity and convenience, I 
recommend that the temporary construction easement right of way 
depicted in Appendix “A” be acquired in order to improve this 
portion of State Route 87. 

I further recommend the acquisition of material for 
construction, haul roads and various easements necessary for or 
incidental to the improvement. 

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7046, I recommend the 
adoption of a resolution making this recommendation effective. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director 
for Transportation / State Engineer 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
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RES. NO. 2021–11–A–037 
PROJECT: 087 PN 137 F0302 / 087–A(212)T 
HIGHWAY: PICACHO – COOLIDGE – CHANDLER – MESA 
SECTION: Santa Cruz Wash Bridge, Str. #1142 and #1143 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 87 
DISTRICT: Southcentral 
COUNTY:  Pinal 
PARCEL:  11 – 1120 

RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director for Transportation and State 
Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, on 
November 19, 2021, presented and filed with the Arizona State 
Transportation Board his written report under Arizona Revised 
Statutes § 28–7046, recommending the establishment of temporary 
construction easement right of way necessary for the improvement 
of the Picacho – Coolidge – Chandler – Mesa Highway, State Route 87, 
as set forth in the above referenced project. 

This project involves improvements to the existing right of way. 
A temporary construction easement outside the existing right of 
way is needed for the above referenced bridge scour, retrofit, 
and deck rehabilitation project necessary to enhance the 
convenience and safety for the traveling public. 

Accordingly, it is now necessary to establish and acquire the 
temporary construction easement right of way needed. 

The area of temporary construction easement right of way 
required for this improvement is depicted in Appendix “A” and 
delineated on maps and plans on file in the office of the State 
Engineer, Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division, 
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled:  “Stage IV Design Plans, dated March 
2021, PICACHO – COOLIDGE – CHANDLER – MESA HIGHWAY, High Line Canal, 
McClellan Wash  &  Santa Cruz Wash Bridges,  Project  087  PN  137  F0302 
/ Non FA STB–087–A(212)T”. 

WHEREAS temporary construction easement right of way is needed 
beyond the existing right of way to be utilized for bridge 
scour, retrofit, and deck rehabilitation; and 
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PROJECT: 087 PN 137 F0302 / 087–A(212)T 
HIGHWAY: PICACHO – COOLIDGE – CHANDLER – MESA 
SECTION: Santa Cruz Wash Bridge, Str. #1142 and #1143 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 87 
DISTRICT: Southcentral 
COUNTY:  Pinal 
PARCEL:  11 – 1120 

WHEREAS because of these premises, this Board finds that public 
safety, necessity and convenience require the recommended 
improvement of said highway; therefore, be it 

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

RESOLVED that the Deputy Director is hereby authorized to 
acquire by lawful means including condemnation authority, in 
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7092, temporary 
construction easements or such other interest as is required, 
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 it further 

RESOLVED that the Deputy Director compensate the necessary 
parties for the temporary construction easement right of way to 
be acquired. 
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RES. NO. 2021–11–A–037 
PROJECT: 087 PN 137 F0302 / 087–A(212)T 
HIGHWAY: PICACHO – COOLIDGE – CHANDLER – MESA 
SECTION: Santa Cruz Wash Bridge, Str. #1142 and #1143 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 87 
DISTRICT: Southcentral 
COUNTY:  Pinal 
PARCEL:  11 – 1120 

CERTIFICATION 

I, DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director for Transportation and
State Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy 
from the minutes of the Arizona State Transportation Board, made 
in official session on November 19, 2021. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and the official 
seal of the Arizona State Transportation Board on November 19, 
2021. 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director 
for Transportation / State Engineer 
Arizona Department of Transportation 

  Seal 
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November 19, 2021 

RES. NO.  2021–11–A–038 
PROJECT:  080 CH 333 F0236 / 080–A(218)T 
HIGHWAY:  BENSON – DOUGLAS 
SECTION:  Pintek Ranch Road 
ROUTE NO.:  State Route 80 
DISTRICT:  Southeast 
COUNTY:  Cochise 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

TO THE HONORABLE ARIZONA STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD: 

The Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division has made a 
thorough investigation concerning the establishment of new right 
of way as a state highway for the improvement of the Benson –
Douglas Highway, State Route 80, within the above referenced 
project. 

The existing alignment was previously established as a state 
route and state highway, designated U. S. Route 80, 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, 
incorporated by reference therein.  The Commission’s Resolution 
of February 08, 1955, found on Page 166 of the Official Minutes, 
established new right of way as a state highway for the 
location, relocation, alteration and widening of the Tombstone –
Mule Pass Section of the Benson – Douglas Highway.  Thereafter, 
Arizona State Transportation Board Resolution 89–12–A–96, dated 
December 15, 1989, renumbered and redesignated the highway as 
State Route 80.  Recently, new right of way was established as a 
state route for the above referenced Pintek Ranch Road 
Improvement Project by Resolution 2020–09–A–050, dated September 
18th of 2020. 

New right of way is now needed to facilitate the construction 
phase of the above referenced shoulder widening, slope 
rehabilitation, and rockfall hazard mitigation project, 
necessary to enhance convenience and safety for the traveling 
public. 
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PROJECT:  080 CH 333 F0236 / 080–A(218)T 
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ROUTE NO.:  State Route 80 
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COUNTY:  Cochise 

Accordingly, it is necessary to acquire and establish the new 
right of way as a state highway for this improvement project. 

The new right of way to be acquired and established as a state 
highway for necessary improvements is depicted in Appendix “A” 
and delineated on maps and plans on file in the office of the 
State Engineer, Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division, 
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled:  “Right of Way Plans of the BENSON – 
DOUGLAS HIGHWAY, Pintek Ranch Road, Project 080 CH 333 F0236 / 
080–A(218)T”. 

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

I recommend the acquisition of the new right of way, pursuant to 
Arizona Revised Statutes §§ 28–7092 and 28–7094, an estate in 
fee, or such other interest as required, including advance, 
future and early acquisition, access rights, exchanges or 
donations, haul roads, material for construction, and various 
easements in any property necessary for or incidental to the 
improvements, as delineated on said maps and plans. 

I further recommend the immediate establishment of existing 
county, town and city roadways into the state highway system as 
a 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 
is considered the conveying document for such existing county, 
town and city roadways; and no further conveyance is legally 
required.  
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RES. NO.  2021–11–A–038 
PROJECT:  080 CH 333 F0236 / 080–A(218)T 
HIGHWAY:  BENSON – DOUGLAS 
SECTION:  Pintek Ranch Road 
ROUTE NO.:  State Route 80 
DISTRICT:  Southeast 
COUNTY:  Cochise 

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7046, I recommend the 
adoption of a resolution making this recommendation effective. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director 
for Transportation / State Engineer 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
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RES. NO.  2021–11–A–038 
PROJECT:  080 CH 333 F0236 / 080–A(218)T 
HIGHWAY:  BENSON – DOUGLAS 
SECTION:  Pintek Ranch Road 
ROUTE NO.:  State Route 80 
DISTRICT:  Southeast 
COUNTY:  Cochise 

RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director for Transportation and State 
Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, on 
November 19, 2021, presented and filed with the Arizona State 
Transportation Board his written report under Arizona Revised 
Statutes §  28–7046, recommending the acquisition and 
establishment of new right of way as a state highway for the 
improvement of the Benson – Douglas Highway, State Route 80, as 
set forth in the above referenced project. 

New right of way is now needed to facilitate the construction 
phase of the above referenced shoulder widening, slope 
rehabilitation, and rockfall hazard mitigation project, 
necessary to enhance convenience and safety for the traveling 
public. 

Accordingly, it is necessary to acquire and establish the new 
right of way as a state highway for this improvement project. 

The new right of way to be acquired and established as a state 
highway and for this improvement is depicted in Appendix “A” and 
delineated on maps and plans on file in the office of the State 
Engineer, Infrastructure Delivery and Operations Division, 
Phoenix, Arizona, entitled:  “Right of Way Plans of the BENSON – 
DOUGLAS HIGHWAY, Pintek Ranch Road, Project 080 CH 333 F0236 / 
080–A(218)T”. 
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RES. NO.  2021–11–A–038 
PROJECT:  080 CH 333 F0236 / 080–A(218)T 
HIGHWAY:  BENSON – DOUGLAS 
SECTION:  Pintek Ranch Road 
ROUTE NO.:  State Route 80 
DISTRICT:  Southeast 
COUNTY:  Cochise 

WHEREAS establishment as a state highway, and acquisition of the 
new right of way as an estate in fee, or such other interest as 
required, is necessary for this improvement, with authorization 
pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes §§ 28–7092 and 28–7094, to 
include advance, future and early acquisition, access rights, 
exchanges or donations, haul roads, material for construction, 
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 
acquisition and establishment of the new right of way as a state 
highway needed for this improvement; and 

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

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

RESOLVED that the right of way depicted in Appendix “A” is 
hereby designated a state highway, to include any existing 
county, town or city roadways necessary for or incidental to the 
improvements as delineated on said maps and plans; be it further 
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RES. NO.  2021–11–A–038 
PROJECT:  080 CH 333 F0236 / 080–A(218)T 
HIGHWAY:  BENSON – DOUGLAS 
SECTION:  Pintek Ranch Road 
ROUTE NO.:  State Route 80 
DISTRICT:  Southeast 
COUNTY:  Cochise 

RESOLVED that the Deputy Director is hereby authorized to 
acquire by lawful means, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes §§
28–7092 and 28–7094, an estate in fee, or such other interest as 
required, to include advance, future and early acquisition, 
access rights, exchanges or donations, haul roads, material for 
construction, 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 written notice be provided to the County Board of 
Supervisors in accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–
7043, and to the affected governmental jurisdictions for whose 
local existing roadways are being immediately established as a 
state highway herein; and that this resolution is the conveying 
document for such existing county, town and city roadways; and 
no further conveyance is legally required; be it further  

RESOLVED that the Deputy 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 
highway.  Upon failure to acquire said lands by other lawful 
means, the Deputy Director is authorized to initiate 
condemnation proceedings. 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 

November 19, 2021 

RES. NO.  2021–11–A–038 
PROJECT:  080 CH 333 F0236 / 080–A(218)T 
HIGHWAY:  BENSON – DOUGLAS 
SECTION:  Pintek Ranch Road 
ROUTE NO.:  State Route 80 
DISTRICT:  Southeast 
COUNTY:  Cochise 

CERTIFICATION 

I, DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director for Transportation and
State Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy 
from the minutes of the Arizona State Transportation Board, made 
in official session on November 19, 2021. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and the official 
seal of the Arizona State Transportation Board on November 19, 
2021. 

DALLAS L. HAMMIT, Deputy Director 
for Transportation / State Engineer 
Arizona Department of Transportation 

  Seal 

Page 104 of 136



Page 105 of 136



Page 106 of 136



Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work:

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:
New Program Amount:

*ITEM 6a.

Program Amount:

I-40 @ MP  48.0

US 93/I-40 WEST KINGMAN TI

CONSTRUCT TI

Mohave

Northwest

H799301D TIP#: 9031  

Craig Regulski

$4,963,000

$6,563,000

Increase design budget.

PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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KG1K

US 93/I-40 WEST KINGMAN TI CONSTRUCT TI

40 48.0Northwest

Craig Regulski     @    6027128555

H799301D

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Mohave

2. Teleconference: No

1.3

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 10/26/2021

10/27/2021

Craig Regulski

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, , E748 - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

PROJECT FUNDING VERIFIED BY PM

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
9031 $4,963 US 93/I 40 WEST 

KINGMAN TI

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
72322 $1,600 CONTINGENCY .

9031  16. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

STAGE II

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$4,963

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$1,600

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$6,563

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

05 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NO

YES24f. MATERIALS MEMO COMP:

24h. C&S CLEARANCE:

NO

YES24j. CUSTOMIZED SCHEDULE:

24e. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE:

24g. U&RR CLEARANCE: NO

NO24i. R/W CLEARANCE:

CURRENT SCHEDULE:

21. CURRENT FISCAL YEAR:

22. CURRENT BID READY:

23. CURRENT ADV DATE:

CHANGE REQUEST\NEW SCHEDULE:

21A. REQUEST FISCAL YEAR:

22A. REQUEST BID READY:

23A. REQUEST ADV DATE:

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

NH 040-A(212)N

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Increase design budget.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

Additional funding is required for design phase tasks that were originally underestimated and not updated when the design was 
revised from consultant to staff. Underestimated consultant tasks include the geotechnical investigation, right of way plans and 
appraisals, value engineering study, and environmental assessment. Design hours from staff for bridge design and roadway 
design were also originally underestimated. This request is for funding needed through FY 2022. It is anticipated that an 
additional $1M will be needed in FY 2023. 

Staff: $432K
Consultant: $1000K
ICAP: $168K

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: YES

CHANGE IN BUDGET

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 11/3/2021

$4,963
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Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work:

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:
New Program Amount:

*ITEM 6b.

Program Amount:

SR 89A @ MP 375.1

MP 375.1 & MP 389.2 SEDONA

ROCKFALL MITIGATION

Coconino

Northcentral

F015401C TIP#: 9170  

Pei-jung Li

$3,362,000

$3,662,000

Increase construction budget and re-advertise in FY22.

PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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LB1O

MP 375.1 & MP 389.2 SEDONA ROCKFALL MITIGATION

89A 375.1Northcentral

Pei-jung Li     @    (602) 712-8708

F015401C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Coconino

2. Teleconference: No

14.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 10/26/2021

10/27/2021

Pei-jung Li

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, , 605E - 4983 STATEWIDE PROJECT MANAGEMENT

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
9170 $3,362 MP 375.1 & MP 389.2 

SEDONA
DESIGN & CONSTRUCT 
MINOR PROJECTS

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
73322 $300 STATEWIDE MINOR 

PROJECTS
.

9170  16. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

STAGE V

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$3,362

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$300

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$3,662

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

08 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

YES

YES24f. MATERIALS MEMO COMP:

24h. C&S CLEARANCE:

YES

YES24j. CUSTOMIZED SCHEDULE:

24e. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE:

24g. U&RR CLEARANCE: YES

YES24i. R/W CLEARANCE:

CURRENT SCHEDULE:

21. CURRENT FISCAL YEAR:

22. CURRENT BID READY:

23. CURRENT ADV DATE:

CHANGE REQUEST\NEW SCHEDULE:

21A. REQUEST FISCAL YEAR:

22A. REQUEST BID READY:

23A. REQUEST ADV DATE:

11/5/2021

12/3/2021

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

STBGA89-B(222)T

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Increase construction budget and re-advertise in FY22.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This is a Minor Program project that was previously advertised and all bids were rejected. The project team reevaluated the 
project and revised some of the work  constraints, which would allow for improved productivity and would bring project costs 
more in line with the available budget.
This project will be advertised with H8778: Pumphouse Wash Bridge and H8907: Oak Creek Canyon Erosion Control in one 
construction bid package. 

The updated construction cost include ICAP

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: YES

CHANGE IN SCHEDULE
CHANGE IN BUDGET

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 11/3/2021

$3,362
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Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work:

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:
New Program Amount:

*ITEM 6c.

Program Amount:

 AZ511 Enhancement 

Software modification

M719201X TIP#: 102817 

John Roberts

$0

$145,000

Establish a new project.

PPAC - NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION

Statewide

Statewide
Statewide
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 AZ511 Enhancement Software modification

Phoenix

John Roberts     @    (602) 712-3830

M719201X

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

2. Teleconference: No

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 10/26/2021

10/27/2021

John Roberts

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

2209 W Durango St, , 078R - 6003 SYSTEMS TECHNOLOGY

?

PROJECT FUNDING VERIFIED BY PM

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
78822 $145 TSM&O  AZ511 software 

enhancement

10281716. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$0

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$145

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$145

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

01 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NO

NO24f. MATERIALS MEMO COMP:

24h. C&S CLEARANCE:

NO

NO24j. CUSTOMIZED SCHEDULE:

24e. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE:

24g. U&RR CLEARANCE: NO

NO24i. R/W CLEARANCE:

CURRENT SCHEDULE:

21. CURRENT FISCAL YEAR:

22. CURRENT BID READY:

23. CURRENT ADV DATE:

CHANGE REQUEST\NEW SCHEDULE:

21A. REQUEST FISCAL YEAR:

22A. REQUEST BID READY:

23A. REQUEST ADV DATE:

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Establish a new project

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

AZ511 software modifications will permit ADOT to make work zone data available in the latest national work zone standard that 
can be used by connected and automated vehicles.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

ESTABLISH A NEW PROJECT

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 11/3/2021

$0
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Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work:

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:
New Program Amount:

*ITEM 6d.

Program Amount:

Local Route

FT. THOMAS RIVER STRUCTURE NO. 8131 PHASE 1 

REPLACE CONCRETE BOX CULVERT

Graham

Southeast

T023501C TIP#: 100073   

Olivier Mirza

$0

$938,000

Establish construction project.

PPAC - NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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EU1P

FT. THOMAS RIVER STRUCTURE NO. 8131 PHASE 1 REPLACE CONCRETE BOX CULVERT

0000 GGHSoutheast

Olivier Mirza     @     

T023501C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Graham

2. Teleconference: No

0.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 10/19/2021

10/22/2021

Olivier Mirza

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

, ,  - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
76222 

666
$602 . OFF SYSTEM BRIDGE 

OTHR22 $36 . Graham County Local 
Match 5.7pct

OTHR22 $300 . Graham County 100pct 
Contribution

100073   16. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

JPA-19-0007587-I

STAGE III

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$0

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$938

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$938

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: YES YESADV:

PRB Item #:

08 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NO

NO24f. MATERIALS MEMO COMP:

24h. C&S CLEARANCE:

YES

YES24j. CUSTOMIZED SCHEDULE:

24e. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE:

24g. U&RR CLEARANCE: NO

NO24i. R/W CLEARANCE:

CURRENT SCHEDULE:

21. CURRENT FISCAL YEAR:

22. CURRENT BID READY:

23. CURRENT ADV DATE:

CHANGE REQUEST\NEW SCHEDULE:

21A. REQUEST FISCAL YEAR:

22A. REQUEST BID READY:

23A. REQUEST ADV DATE:

22

12/17/2021

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

GGH-0(206)T

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Establish construction project.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

The project will replace the structurally deficient bridge structure with a new bridge crossing on Fort Thomas Road at the Gila 
River.

Graham county is contributing $300 since Federal participation is capped at $1M. A portion of the $1M Federal participation 
was spent on the development of the project.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

ESTABLISH A NEW PROJECT

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 11/3/2021

$0
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Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work:

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:
New Program Amount:

*ITEM 6e.

Program Amount:

SR 101L @ MP   0.0

SR 101L  & I-10   System Interchange  

System TI  Improvements 

Maricopa

Central

F047501L TIP#: 100228

Rashidul Haque

$17,830,000

$6,000,000

Establish New Project.

PPAC -  NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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MJ1O

SR101L  & I-10   System Interchange  System TI  Improvements

101L 0.0Central

Rashidul Haque     @    (602) 712-7352

F047501L

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Maricopa

2. Teleconference: No

4.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 10/5/2021

10/7/2021

Rashidul Haque

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, 295, 614E - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

PROJECT FUNDING VERIFIED BY PM

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
 100228 $17,830 .

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
49822 ($9,189) . .

49922 ($2,641) . RARF

10022816. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$17,830

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

($11,830)

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$6,000

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

09 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NO

NO24f. MATERIALS MEMO COMP:

24h. C&S CLEARANCE:

NO

NO24j. CUSTOMIZED SCHEDULE:

24e. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE:

24g. U&RR CLEARANCE: NO

NO24i. R/W CLEARANCE:

CURRENT SCHEDULE:

21. CURRENT FISCAL YEAR:

22. CURRENT BID READY:

23. CURRENT ADV DATE:

CHANGE REQUEST\NEW SCHEDULE:

21A. REQUEST FISCAL YEAR:

22A. REQUEST BID READY:

23A. REQUEST ADV DATE:

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Establish New Project

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

In accordance with the 2021 MAG study, this project will develop a Design Concept Report to improve the SR101L and I-10 
System TI. MAG Regional Council approved this request on August 25,2021 (MAG TIP ID DOT23-802).

Consultant :$5,050K
Staff:$380K
ICAP:$570K

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

ESTABLISH A NEW PROJECT

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 11/3/2021

$17,830
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Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work:

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:
New Program Amount:

*ITEM 6f.

Program Amount:

Local Route

AVE 28E @ COUNTY 9TH STREET (SALINITY CANAL) 

REPLACE BRIDGE

Yuma

Southwest

FY 2022

T024101C TIP#: 101662

Tricia Brown

$0

$861,000

Establish construction project.

PPAC -  NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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JM1P

AVE 28E @ COUNTY 9TH STREET (SALINITY CANAL) REPLACE BRIDGE

0000 YYUSouthwest

Tricia Brown     @    (602) 712-7046

T024101C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Yuma

2. Teleconference: (602) 712-7046

0.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 9/28/2021

10/4/2021

Tricia Brown

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, , 614E - 4980 ENGINEERING CONSULTANT SECT

PROJECT FUNDING VERIFIED BY PM

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
76222 $717 BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 

& REHABILITATION
Off-System Bridge 125.90

OTHR22 $43 . Yuma County 5.7pct local 
match

OTHR22 $101 . Yuma County 100pct local 
contribution

10166216. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

20-0007669

STAGE V

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$0

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$861

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$861

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: YES YESADV:

PRB Item #:

02 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

YES

YES24f. MATERIALS MEMO COMP:

24h. C&S CLEARANCE:

YES

YES24j. CUSTOMIZED SCHEDULE:

24e. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE:

24g. U&RR CLEARANCE: YES

YES24i. R/W CLEARANCE:

22

11/19/2021

CURRENT SCHEDULE:

21. CURRENT FISCAL YEAR:

22. CURRENT BID READY:

23. CURRENT ADV DATE:

CHANGE REQUEST\NEW SCHEDULE:

21A. REQUEST FISCAL YEAR:

22A. REQUEST BID READY:

23A. REQUEST ADV DATE:

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

STGBYYU-0(218)T

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Establish construction project.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This request is to establish a construction project for the replacement of the Ave 28E @ County 9th Street bridge over Salinity 
Canal. Off-system bridge funds will be used for construction. This is a local project with Yuma County (YMPO TIP ID: YC 
BR-03).

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: YES

ESTABLISH A NEW PROJECT

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 11/3/2021

$0

Page 118 of 136



FY 2021 - 2022 Airport Development Program - Projects Discussion and Possible Actionn 

*ITEM 6g. AIRPORT PROJECT NAME: 
GRANT MANAGER: 
REQUESTED ACTION:

Avi  Suquilla Airport   
Lisa Yahraus
Delete and Remove project from the 
FY 22 CIP List.

Page 119 of 136



ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
MPD- Aeronautics Group 

Project Committee Recommendations 

AIRPORT:  Avi Suquilla □ New Project

SPONSOR: Colorado River Indian Tribes  X   Changed Project(s)

CATEGORY: GA-Community 
PROJECT NUMBER: E0M2J  
GRANT MANAGER: Lisa Yahraus 
AIP NUMBER: N/A 
DATE: 09/24/2021 

Current Program Description Fiscal 
Year 

State 
Share 

Sponsor 
Share FAA 

Share 

Total 
Amount 

State 
Priority 
Number 

Taxiway A Section 10 
Preservation 1-inch AC Overlay 

Taxiway B Section 10 
Preservation 1-inch AC Overlay 

22 

22 

265,865.00 

658,941.00 

29,541 

73,216.00 

0 

0 

295,406.00 

732,157.00 

CXL FY 22 Pavement 
Maintenance projects for 
Avi Suquilla Airport 

Fiscal 
Year 

State 
Share 

Sponsor 
Share 

FAA 
Share 

Total 
Amount 

State 
Priority 
Number 

22 0 0 0 0 
  Recommended Action is: 

Remove Avi Suquilla Airport from the FY 22 CIP list under section Arizona Pavement Maintenance 
System (APMS).  The Airport opt out of the APMS program for FY 22. Remaining fund will remain in 
APMS sub-program for another APMS project. 

Aeronautics Recommends for PPAC action 

Aeronautics Manager Approval: ________________________________  Date: ______________ 
 Don Kriz 

FMS Review and Approval:   ________________________________  Date: ______________ 
Leti Pineda-Daley 

DocuSign Envelope ID: A6BE00F6-4C80-4F51-AC3B-9579D43CCE8C

9/27/2021

9/27/2021
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STATE ENGINEER’S REPORT
October 2021

The Status of Projects Under Construction report for October
2021 shows 75 projects under construction valued at
$1,587,367,870.83. The transportation board awarded 5 projects
during October valued at approximately $34.6 million.

During October, the Department finalized 8 projects valued
at $34,418,894.45. Projects where the final cost exceeded the
contractors bid amount by more than 5% are detailed in your board
package.

Fiscal Year to date we have finalized 38 projects. The total
cost of these 38 projects has exceeded the contractors bid amount
by 6.3%. Deducting incentive/bonus payments, revisions,
omissions and additional work paid for by others, fiscal year to
date reduces this percentage to 3.5%.
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MONTHLY CONSTRUCTION REPORT

October 2021

PROJECTS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 75

MONETARY VALUE OF CONTRACTS $1,587,367,870.83)

PAYMENTS MADE TO DATE $730,388,554.33)

STATE PROJECTS 61

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 14

OTHER

CONTRACTS EXECUTED IN OCTOBER 2021 5

MONETARY AMOUNT OF CONTRACTS EXECUTED $34,589,499.95)

FIELD REPORTS SECTION

EXT. 7301
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Accumulation to Date (FiscalYear 2022 ONLY) 

No. of Contracts 

38 

Prepared By: 

Accumulative 

State Estimate 

$236, l l 0,596.15 

Field Reports Unit, X730 l 

Bid Amount 

$229,753,407.47 

Final Cost Monetary 

$244,205,722.55 $14,452,315.08 

Checked By: 

Irene Del Castillo, Manager Field 

Reports Unit, X730 l 

Percent 

6.3% 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 56F92F4F-CA1C-44B6-9CE7-07AC3037D0E4

11/2/202111/1/2021
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 Monetary

($4,522,749.50)

October, 2021

 No. of Contracts  State Estimate  Bid Amount

$38,558,442.968
 Totals

# of Projects: 8

 Final Cost

 Monetary
$383,200.99

$34,035,693.46 $34,418,894.45

Completed Contracts (FiscalYear 2022)
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Arizona Department of Transportation
Field Reports Section

October, 2021
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2022

Project Number Contractor Bid Amount Final Cost PercentMonetaryState Estimate
Location
District

010-E-(224)T
F003301C

 Working Days:
SouthCent District

Vail RD TI UP EB 744 
Mountain 

578 = 550 + 14 + 14
Days Used: 566

Low Bid =       $252,590.00 or 7.42% over State Estimate
8.7 % $320,087.42$3,978,863.42

GRANITE CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY $3,658,776.003,406,186.00

377-A-(200)T
H893001C

 Working Days:
NorthEast District

SR 277 - SR 77              

182 = 155 + 10 + 10 + 2 + 3 + 2
Days Used: 181

Low Bid =      ($347,514.41) or 7.22% under State Estimate
2.4 % $106,205.07$4,574,903.12

SHOW LOW CONSTRUCTION,
INC. $4,468,698.054,816,212.46

GGH-0-(204)T   
SS99101C

 Working Days:
SouthEast District

8TH AVENUE & 
AIRPORT ROAD INTE

180
Days Used: 140

Low Bid =       $105,404.75 or 5.16% over State Estimate
-6.8 %($146,143.66)$2,000,893.09

HATCH CONSTRUCTION &
PAVING, INC. $2,147,036.752,041,632.00

008-A-(232)T
F009301C

 Working Days:
SouthWest District

MP 46 - SW OF 
DATELAND        

310 = 300 + 8 + 1 + 1
Days Used: 308

Low Bid =      ($4,703,715.10) or 20.04% under State Estimate
2.5 % $469,797.50$19,235,229.60

FISHER SAND & GRAVEL CO.
DBA SOUTHWEST ASPHALT
PAVING

$18,765,432.1023,469,147.20
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Project Number Contractor Bid Amount Final Cost PercentMonetaryState Estimate
Location
District

191-D-(202)T
F015001C

 Working Days:
NorthEast District

Carrizo Wash

158 = 145 + 13
Days Used: 154

Low Bid =       $129,521.46 or 5.41% over State Estimate
-6.5 %($164,322.90)$2,358,631.56

SHOW LOW CONSTRUCTION,
INC. $2,522,954.462,393,433.00

068-A-(206)T
F016401C

 Working Days:
NorthWest District

Old Kingman Highway 
- Union Pa

154
Days Used: 146

Low Bid =      ($74,723.00) or 6.95% under State Estimate
-22.1 %($221,047.15)$778,951.85

TECHNOLOGY
CONSTRUCTION, INC. $999,999.001,074,722.00

017-B-(234)T
F024601C

 Working Days:
NorthWest District

I-17; Dugas Road, Ash 
Creek Br

145
Days Used: 72

Low Bid =       $2,612.70 or 1.33% over State Estimate
-16.6 %($33,067.16)$166,602.84

EARTH RESOURCES
CORPORATION $199,670.00197,057.30

FLA-P-(102)T   
T016701C

 Working Days:
SouthWest District

Farmers Bridge              

215
Days Used: 178

Low Bid =       $113,074.10 or 9.75% over State Estimate
4.1 % $51,691.87$1,324,818.97

TECHNOLOGY
CONSTRUCTION, INC. $1,273,127.101,160,053.00
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Final Cost Summary FY22.xlsx

FINAL COST VS BID ADJUSTED
FISCAL YEAR 2022.

 LESS ADJUSTMENTS FOR

MONTH
CUMULATIVE 
FINAL COST

REVISIONS/ 
OMISSIONS #4 & #5

INCENTIVE/  
BONUS         #7

ADD'L WORK PD 
OTHERS    #3

CUMULATIVE 
ADJ

CUMULATIVE 
BID AMOUNT

ADJUSTED 
FINAL COST ADJ CUM

Jul-21 ($ 13,114,728)   ($ 243,287) ($ (7,189)            ($ 69,966) ($ 306,064)      ($ 12,739,896)     ($ 12,808,665)   0.5%
Aug-21 ($ 159,659,933) ($ 2,730,400)            ($ 500,755)         ($ 1,096,935)         ($ 4,634,153)   ($ 152,575,285)   ($ 155,025,780) 1.6%
Sep-21 ($ 209,786,828) ($ 709,024) ($ 122,004)         ($ - ) ($ 5,465,181)   ($ 195,717,714)   ($ 204,321,647) 4.4%
Oct-21 ($ 244,205,723) ($ 246,754) ($ 758,388)         ($ - ) ($ 6,470,322)   ($ 229,753,407)   ($ 237,735,400) 3.5%
Nov-21 ($ 6,470,322)   ($ (6,470,322)   
Dec-21 ($ 6,470,322)   ($ (6,470,322)   
Jan-22 ($ 6,470,322)   ($ (6,470,322)   
Feb-22 ($ 6,470,322)   ($ (6,470,322)   
Mar-22 ($ 6,470,322)   ($ (6,470,322)   
Apr-22 ($ 6,470,322)   ($ (6,470,322)   

May-22 ($ 6,470,322)   ($ (6,470,322)   
Jun-22 ($ 6,470,322)   ($ (6,470,322)   

($ 3,929,464)            ($ 1,373,957)      ($ 1,166,901)         ($ 6,470,322)   
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CONTRACTS 

Contracts: (Action as Noted)              Page 133 
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 8a: BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 4  

BIDS OPENED: OCTOBER 22, 2021 

HIGHWAY: FT. GRANT-BONITA-US 191 HWY (SR-266) 

SECTION: PITCHFORK CREEK BRIDGE 

COUNTY: GRAHAM 

ROUTE NO.: SR 266 

PROJECT : TRACS: 266-A(202)T:  266 GH 123 F027601C 

FUNDING: 94.30% FEDS   5.70% STATE 

LOW BIDDER: COMBS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC.  

LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 375,424.00 

STATE ESTIMATE: $ 333,935.00 

$ OVER ESTIMATE: $ 41,489.00 

% OVER ESTIMATE: 12.4% 

PROJECT DBE GOAL: 2.52% 

BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: 5.93% 

NO. BIDDERS: 4 

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD 
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Printed:  11/4/2021 Page 1 of 1

BID RESULTS

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Completion Date:

485  Calendar Days

Bid Opening Date : 11/4/2021,     Prequalification Required,     Engineer Specialist : Farhana Jesmin

ItemLocationHighway TerminiProject No.

8796Gila River Bridge Str. No. 501 SouthCent DistrictORACLE JCT-FLORENCE HWY (SR 79)079    PN 135    F010201C 079-A-(210)T

Rank Address of ContractorContractor NameBid Amount

DEPARTMENT$21,276,939.16

1 115 S. 48TH STREET TEMPE, AZ 85281-8504FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC.$22,147,899.61

Apparent Low Bidder is 4.1% Over Department Estimate (Difference = $870,960.45)

CONTRACTS AND SPECIFICATIONS SECTION

INFRASTRUCTURE DELIVERY AND OPERATIONS DIVISION
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, OCTOBER 22, 2021, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.)

TRACS NO 266 GH 123 F027601C
PROJECT NO 266-A(202)T
TERMINI FT.GRANT-BONITA-US 191 HWY (SR-266)
LOCATION PITCHFORK CREEK BRIDGE

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO.
SR 266 123.12 SOUTHEAST 100227

The amount programmed for this contract is $500,000. The location and description of the
proposed work are as follows:

The proposed project is located in Graham County on State Route 266, at mile post
123.12. The scour retrofit work will be performed on the Pitchfork Creek Bridge, Structure
#701. The work consists of constructing concrete floors, installing shotcrete, seeding and
other related work.

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this contract will be 35 working
days.

This contract includes an abbreviated period for execution of contract and start of work.

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. §§ 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 2.52.

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.
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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 may be obtained from the Contracts and
Specifications website.

This project requires electronic bidding.  If a request for approval to bid as a Prime
Contractor is received less than 48 hours prior to bid opening, the Department cannot
guarantee the request will be acted on.

This contract is subject to the provisions of Arizona Revised Statutes Section 42-5075 --
Prime contracting classification; exemptions; definitions.

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 10 percent of the amount of the bid or in
the form of a surety (bid) bond for 10 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.

Bids will be received until the hour indicated and then publicly opened and read.  No bids
will be received after the time specified.
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Prior to the bid opening date, any questions pertaining to the plans, specifications, and bid 
schedule for this project shall be submitted to the Department in a written format through 
the Bid Express (Bidx) website at https://www.bidx.com/az/lettings. Questions can be 
submitted through the Questions and Answers link located within the corresponding letting 
date and project proposal number links. The Department will post answers exclusively to 
the Bidx website. Questions will not be answered verbally. The Department may not answer 
all questions, and any decision on whether a question is answered will be within the sole 
discretion of the Department. Any questions received less than three working days prior to 
the bid opening date may not be answered. 
 
 
 
 

For Iqbal Hossain, P.E. 
Group Manager 
Contracts & Specifications 
 
 
PROJECT ADVERTISED ON:  (08/26/2021) 
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