
Welcome to a meeƟng of the Arizona State TransportaƟon Board.  The TransportaƟon Board consists of seven private 
ciƟzen members appointed by the Governor, represenƟng specific transportaƟon 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 administraƟon of the Department of TransportaƟon is the responsibility of the director, the Transpor-
taƟon Board has been granted certain policy powers in addiƟon to serving in an advisory capacity to the director.  In 
the area of highways the TransportaƟon 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, relocaƟng, altering, vacaƟng or abandoning any porƟon of a state route or a 
state highway.  The TransportaƟon Board awards construcƟon contracts and monitors the status of construcƟon pro-
jects.  With respect to aeronauƟcs the TransportaƟon Board distributes monies appropriated to the AeronauƟcs Divi-
sion from the State AviaƟon Fund for planning, design, development, land acquisiƟon, construcƟon and improve-
ment of publicly-owned airport faciliƟes. The Board also approves airport construcƟon. The TransportaƟon Board 
has the exclusive authority to issue revenue bonds for financing needed transportaƟon improvements throughout 
the state.  As part of the planning process the Board determines priority planning with respect to transportaƟon fa-
ciliƟes and annually adopts the five year construcƟon program. 
PUBLIC INPUT 
Members of the public may appear before the TransportaƟon Board to be heard on any transportaƟon-related issue. 
Persons wishing to protest any acƟon taken or contemplated by the Board may appear before this open forum.  The 
Board welcomes ciƟzen involvement, although because of Arizona's open meeƟng laws, no acƟons may be taken on 
items which do not appear on the formal agenda.  This does not, however, preclude discussion of other issues. 
MEETINGS 
The TransportaƟon Board typically meets on the third Friday of each month.  MeeƟngs are held in locaƟons throughout 
the state.  Due to the risks to public health caused by the possible spread of the COVID-19 virus at public gatherings, 
the Transporta on Board asks that people a ending Board mee ngs in person take safety precau ons they feel ap-
propriate to protect themselves and others. In addi on, for the me being the Transporta on Board will conduct 
concurrent telephonic/WebEx virtual mee ngs. In addiƟon to the regular business meeƟngs held each month, the 
Board may conduct at least one public hearings each year to receive input regarding the proposed five-year construc-
Ɵon program.  MeeƟng dates are established for the following year at the December organizaƟon meeƟng of the 
Board.  
BOARD MEETING PROCEDURE 
Board members receive the agenda and all backup informaƟon one week before the meeƟng is held.  They have stud-
ied each item on the agenda and have consulted with Department of TransportaƟon staff when necessary.  If no addi-
Ɵonal facts are presented at the meeƟng, they oŌen act on maƩers, parƟcularly rouƟne ones, without further discus-
sion. In order to streamline the meeƟngs 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-
Ɵon staff members. 

BOARD CONTACT 
TransportaƟon Board members encourage ciƟzens to contact them regarding transportaƟon-related issues.  Board 
members may be contacted through the Arizona Department of TransportaƟon, 206 South 17th Avenue, Phoenix, Ari-
zona 85007, Telephone (602) 712-4259. 

 

Ka e Hobbs, Governor 

Richard Searle, Chairman 
Jenn Daniels, Vice Chair 
Ted Maxwell, Member 

Jenny Howard, Member 
Sam Elters, Member 

Jamescita Peshlakai, Member 
Jackie Meck, Member 
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NOTICE OF BOARD MEETING OF THE STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Pursuant to A.R.S. Sec. 38-431.02, noƟce is hereby given to the members of the State TransportaƟon Board and to the 
general public that the State TransportaƟon Board will hold a board meeƟng open to the public on Friday, June 21, 
2024, at 9:00 a.m.  The Board may vote to go into ExecuƟve Session to discuss certain maƩers, which will not be open 
to the public.  Members of the TransportaƟon Board may aƩend in person, or by telephone or video conference.  The 
Board may modify the agenda order, if necessary.  

EXECUTIVE SESSION OF THE STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.02, noƟce is hereby given to the members of the Arizona State TransportaƟon Board and to 
the general public that the Board may meet in ExecuƟve Session for discussion or consultaƟon of legal advice with legal 
counsel at its meeƟng on Friday, June 21, 2024, relaƟng to any items on the agenda.  Pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03(A), 
the Board may, at its discreƟon, recess and reconvene the ExecuƟve Session as needed, relaƟng to any items on the 
agenda. 

CIVIL RIGHTS 
Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with DisabiliƟes Act (ADA), ADOT does not dis-
criminate on the basis of race, color, naƟonal origin, age, sex or disability.  Persons that require a reasonable accommo-
daƟon 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 accommodaƟon.  
De acuerdo con el tulo 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 meeƟng will be available at the office of the TransportaƟon Board at 206 S. 17th Avenue, 
Phoenix, Arizona at least 24 hours in advance of the meeƟng. 

ORDER DEFERRAL AND ACCELERATIONS OF AGENDA ITEMS, VOTE WITHOUT DISCUSSION 
In the interest of efficiency and economy of Ɵme, the Arizona TransportaƟon Board, having already had the opportuni-
ty to become conversant with items on its agenda, will likely defer acƟon in relaƟon to certain items unƟl aŌer agenda 
items requiring discussion have been considered and voted upon by its members.  AŌer all such items to discuss have 
been acted upon, the items remaining on the Board's agenda will be expedited and acƟon 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 acƟon without discussion. 

The Chairman will poll the members of the Board at the commencement of the meeƟng with regard to which items 
require discussion.  Any agenda item idenƟfied by any Board member as one requiring discussion will be accelerated 
ahead of those items not idenƟfied 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 acƟon has been deferred unƟl later in the meeƟng, the Chairman will entertain a single moƟon and a 
single second to that moƟon 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 parƟcular agenda item, such person should contact one of the Board members before the meeƟng or ADOT Staff, 
at 206 South 17th Avenue, Room 135, Phoenix, Arizona 85007, or by phone (602) 712-4259.  Please be prepared to 
idenƟfy the specific agenda item or items of interest. 

Dated this 13th day of June, 2024 
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     STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD  
IN PERSON WITH OPTIONAL TELEPHONIC/WEBEX ATTENDANCE 

BOARD MEETING 
City of Flagstaff 

Council Chambers 
211 W Aspen Avenue 

Flagstaff, Arizona  86001 
9:00 a.m., Friday, June 21, 2024 

Telephonic Pursuant to A.R.S. Sec. 38-431.02, noƟce is hereby given to the members of the State TransportaƟon Board 
and to the general public that the State TransportaƟon Board will hold a board meeƟng open to the public on Friday, 
June 21, 2024, at 9:00 a.m. The Board may vote to go into ExecuƟve Session, which will not be open to the public.  
Members of the TransportaƟon Board may aƩend in-person at 21 W Aspen Avenue, Flagstaff, Arizona  86001 or by 
telephone or video conference call.  The Board may modify the agenda order, if necessary. 

Public ParƟcipaƟon Members of the public who want to observe or parƟcipate in the TransportaƟon Board meeƟng 
can either aƩend in person or access the meeƟng by using the WebEx meeƟng link at  
www.aztransportaƟonboard.gov.  Join the meeƟng as a parƟcipant and follow the instrucƟon to use your telephone to 
enable audio.  For members of the public aƩending in person, physical access to the meeƟng place begins at 8:00 a.m. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION OF THE STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03 (A)(3), noƟce is hereby given to the members of the Arizona State TransportaƟon Board 
and to the general public that the Board may meet in ExecuƟve Session for discussion or consultaƟon for legal advice 
with legal counsel at its meeƟng on Friday, June 21, 2024.  The Board may, at its discreƟon, recess and reconvene the 
ExecuƟve Session as needed, relaƟng 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 Searle 

TITLE VI OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, as amended. 
Reminder to fill out survey cards by Floyd Roehrich, Jr. 
hƩps://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdr7eC3VJShEFhDFijBRREvZGFhxJWP68MpJrUYlhRXcZVqVg/viewform 

  BOARD AGENDA 
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CALL TO THE AUDIENCE (informaƟon only) 

VIRTUAL: 
An opportunity for ciƟzens 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 TransportaƟon Board’s 
website  hƩps://aztransportaƟonboard.gov/index.asp.  Request for Public Input Forms will be taken unƟl 8:00 AM the 
morning of the  Board MeeƟng.  Since this is a telephonic/WebEx conference meeƟng  everyone will be muted when 
they call into the meeƟng. 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 applicaƟon. 

To raise your hand over the phone: 
If you have joined us using your telephone, raise your hand by pressing *3 on your phone keypad. You will be unmuted 
by the meeƟng moderator and asked to make your comments. When you have finished speaking or when your Ɵme is 
up, please lower your hand by pressing *3 on your phone keypad.  

To raise your hand using the WebEx computer or internet browser applicaƟon:  
If you have joined us using the WebEx computer or internet browser applicaƟon, open your parƟcipant panel located 
on the menu on the boƩom leŌ of your screen. When the parƟcipant panel opens, click on the hand icon on the right 
side of your name on the parƟcipant panel. You will be unmuted by the meeƟng moderator and asked to make your  
comment. When you have finished 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 iPhone or Android applicaƟon:  
If you have joined us using the WebEx iPhone or Android applicaƟon, select the three dot menu icon on the boƩom of 
the screen.  When it opens, select “Raise Hand” at the top of the menu screen.  You will be unmuted by the meeƟng  
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 Pub-
lic Input Form and turn in to the Secretary if you wish to address the Board.   
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BOARD MEETING 

ITEM 1: Director’s Report 
The Director will provide a report on current issues and events affecƟng ADOT. 
(For informaƟon and discussion only — Jennifer Toth, Director) 
A) Overview of successes and current acƟviƟes
B) State and Federal LegislaƟve Report
C) Last Minute Items to Report
(For informaƟon only. The TransportaƟon Board is not allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or
take acƟon on any maƩer under “Last Minute Items to Report,” unless the specific maƩer is
properly noƟced for acƟon.)

ITEM 2: District Report 
Staff will provide an update and overview of issues of regional significance, including an update 
on current and upcoming construcƟon projects, district operaƟons, maintenance acƟviƟes and 
any regional transportaƟon studies. 
(For informaƟon and discussion only — Brenden Foley, District Administrator, Northcentral  
District) 

*ITEM 3: Consent Agenda
ConsideraƟon 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 disposiƟon. 
(For informaƟon and possible acƟon) 

Items on the Consent Agenda generally consist of the following:  

 Minutes of previous Board MeeƟng
 Minutes of Special Board MeeƟng
 Minutes of Study Sessions
 Right-of-Way ResoluƟons
 ConstrucƟon Contracts that have no bidder protest or State Engineer inquiry and meet the

following criteria:
- Low bidder is no more than 15% under state esƟmate
- Low bidder is no more than 10% over state esƟmate

 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 informaƟon and discussion only — KrisƟne Ward, Chief Financial Officer) 

Revenue CollecƟons for Highway User Revenues 
Maricopa TransportaƟon Excise Tax Revenues  
AviaƟon Revenues  
Interest Earnings 
HELP Fund status 
Federal-Aid Highway Program  
HURF and RARF Bonding 
GAN issuances 
Board Funding ObligaƟons 
ConƟngency Report 
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*ITEM 5: Final Approval of the FY 2025—2029 ADOT TentaƟve Five-Year TransportaƟon FaciliƟes
ConstrucƟon Program.     
Staff will present the FY 2025—2029 ADOT Five-Year TransportaƟon FaciliƟes ConstrucƟon  
Program for Board review, discussion and approval of the program.  To review the online  
tentaƟve program use the following link: 
hƩps://azdot.gov/sites/default/files/2024-02/2025-2029-TentaƟve-Five-Year-Program-FINAL.pdf 
(For informaƟon and discussion only — Paul Patane, Division Director, MulƟmodal Planning  
Division)

ITEM 6: MulƟmodal Planning Division Report 
Pursuant to A.R.S. 28-506, staff will present an update on the current planning acƟviƟes, to in-
clude the following: 
A) Tribal TransportaƟon Update
B) Truck Parking Update
C) Last Minute Items
(For informaƟon and discussion only — Paul Patane, Division Director, MulƟmodal Planning
Division)

*ITEM 7:  Priority Planning Advisory CommiƩee (PPAC)
Staff will present recommended PPAC acƟons to the Board including consideraƟon of changes to 
the FY2024 - 2028 Statewide TransportaƟon FaciliƟes ConstrucƟon Program. 
(For discussion and possible acƟon — Paul Patane, Division Director, MulƟmodal Planning  
Division)

*ITEM 8: AZ State Match Advantage for Rural TransportaƟon (AZ SMART) Fund Program
Staff will present AZ SMART fund program applicaƟons from various eligible applicants for the 
TransportaƟon Board's consideraƟon and approval. RepresentaƟves from the applicants may be 
available for quesƟons. 
A) Navajo County
B) Coconino County
(For discussion and possible acƟon — Paul Patane, Division Director, MulƟmodal Planning
Division)

ITEM 9: State Engineer’s Report 
Staff will present a report showing the status of highway projects under construcƟon, including 
total number and dollar value.  Provide an overview of ConstrucƟon, TransportaƟon and Opera-
Ɵons  Program  impact, due to the public health concerns. 
(For informaƟon and discussion only — Gregory Byres, Deputy Director of TransportaƟon/State 
Engineer) 

*ITEM 10: ConstrucƟon Contracts
Staff will present recommended construcƟon project awards that are not on the Consent  
Agenda.  (For discussion and possible acƟon — Gregory Byres, Deputy Director of Transporta-
Ɵon/State Engineer) 

ITEM 11: SuggesƟons 
Board Members will have the opportunity to suggest items they would like to have placed on 
future Board MeeƟng agendas and any topics for the next board meeƟng.  Staff will remind    
everyone of the locaƟon for the next board meeƟng.   

*Adjournment

*ITEMS that may require Board AcƟon
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Items on the Consent Agenda generally consist of the following:   

 
 Minutes of previous Board MeeƟng , Special Board MeeƟng and/or Study Session 

 Right-of-Way ResoluƟons 
 ConstrucƟon Contracts that have no bidder protest or State Engineer inquiry and meet the following 

criteria: 
- Low bidder is no more than 15% under state esƟmate 
- Low bidder is no more than 10% over state esƟmate 

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

 
 

RIGHT OF WAY RESOLUTIONS (ac on as noted)        Page 11 
 
 
*ITEM 3a:  RES. NO. 2024–06–A–021 
      PROJECT: 069 YV 281 F0288 / 069–A(221)T 
     HIGHWAY: CORDES JUNCTION – PRESCOTT HIGHWAY 
     SECTION: S. R. 169 Roundabout 
     ROUTE NO.: State Route 69 
     DISTRICTS: Northwest 
     COUNTY:  Yavapai 
     RECOMMENDATION: Establish new right of way as a state route under the above referenced project to be 

uƟlized for the construcƟon of a roundabout at the intersecƟon of State Routes 69 
and 169 necessary to improve traffic flow and enhance convenience and safety for 
the traveling public. 

 
*ITEM 3b:  RES. NO. 2024–06–A–022 
     PROJECT: 303L MA 105 H6870 / 303–A(219)T 
     HIGHWAY: BOB STUMP MEMORIAL FREEWAY 
     SECTION: M. C. 85 – Van Buren Street 
     ROUTE NO.: State Route 303 Loop 
     DISTRICT: Central 
     COUNTY:  Maricopa 
     RECOMMENDATION: Establish new right of way as a state route under the above referenced project to be 

uƟlized for the southerly extension of the State Route 303 Loop necessary to en-
hance convenience and safety for the traveling public. 

 CONSENT AGENDA 
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CONSENT CONTRACTS: (Ac on As Noted) 
 
Federal-Aid (“A” “B” “T” “D”) projects do not need FHWA concurrence, but must comply with DBE regulaƟons; other 
projects are subject to FHWA and/or local government concurrence and compliance with DBE regulaƟons. 

 CONSENT AGENDA 

    

     

     

     

     

     

     

    

    

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

  
*ITEM 3c: 

  
BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 

 
6 

  
Page 180  

  BIDS OPENED: JUNE 07, 2024   

  HIGHWAY: SAN LUIS – YUMA – QUARTZSITE HIGHWAY (US 95)   

  SECTION: CASTLE DOME MINE RD. – LA PAZ COUNTY LN.   

  COUNTY: LA PAZ   

  ROUTE NO.: US 95   

  PROJECT : TRACS: 095-B-NFA; 095 LA 054 F063201C   

  FUNDING: 100% STATE 

  LOW BIDDER: SUNLAND ASPHALT & CONSTRUCTION, LLC 

  LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 2,715,175.00   

  STATE ESTIMATE: $ 2,740,258.00   

  $ UNDER ESTIMATE: $ 25,083.00   

  % UNDER ESTIMATE:  0.9%   

  PROJECT DBE GOAL: N/A   

  BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: N/A   

  NO. BIDDERS: 3   

  RECOMMENDATION: AWARD   
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 CONSENT AGENDA 

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

   
*ITEM 3d: 

   
BOARD DISTRICT NO.: 

 
  
  
1 

  
Page 183 

  BIDS OPENED: JUNE 07, 2024   

  HIGHWAY: BOB STUMP MEMORIAL PARKWAY (SR 303L)   

  SECTION: SR 303L & US 60 TI   

  COUNTY: MARICOPA   

  ROUTE NO.: SR 303L   

  PROJECT : TRACS: 303-A-NFA; 303 MA 118 F047201C   

  FUNDING: 100% STATE 

  LOW BIDDER: COMBS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. 

  LOW BID AMOUNT: $ 3,490,059.95   

  STATE ESTIMATE: $ 3,426,767.05   

  $ OVER ESTIMATE: $ 63,292.90   

  % OVER ESTIMATE:  1.8%   

  PROJECT DBE GOAL: N/A   

  BIDDER DBE PLEDGE: N/A   

  NO. BIDDERS: 2   

  RECOMMENDATION: AWARD   
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 
 
 
 

June 21, 2024 
 
 
 
RES. NO. 2024–06–A–021 
PROJECT: 069 YV 281 F0288 / 069–A(221)T 
HIGHWAY: CORDES JUNCTION – PRESCOTT 
SECTION: S. R. 169 Roundabout 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 69 
DISTRICT: Northwest 
COUNTY: Yavapai 
 
 
 

 

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 the Cordes Junction – Prescott Highway, State Route 
69, within the above referenced project. 
 
The existing alignment was previously established as a state 
highway by Arizona State Highway Commission Resolution dated 
October 20, 1948, shown on Page 68 of its Official Minutes of 
November 5th, which authorized the location, design, alteration 
and construction of the relocated Cordes Junction – Prescott 
Highway.  Thereafter, Resolution 68–65, dated September 06, 
1968, established new right of way as a state highway for 
additional improvements.  On November 15, 1985, Arizona State 
Transportation Board Resolution 85–11–A–94, established drainage 
easement right of way as an integral part of State Route 169 and 
designated it as a part of the State Highway System for flowage 
improvement at the Agua Fria River Bridge.  Resolution 89–07–A–
54, dated July 21, 1989, established additional right of way as 
a state route and state highway for improvements at cross street 
intersections along State Route 69, including at the State Route 
169 Traffic Interchange.  Subsequently, Resolution 2007–01–A–
004, dated January 19, 2007, established additional right of way 
as a state route for improvement of the State Route 169 Agua 
Fria River Bridge; and on September 21, 2007, to facilitate the 
construction phase, Resolution 2007–09–A–058 established it as a 
state highway. 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 
 
 
 

June 21, 2024 
 
 
 
RES. NO. 2024–06–A–021 
PROJECT: 069 YV 281 F0288 / 069–A(221)T 
HIGHWAY: CORDES JUNCTION – PRESCOTT 
SECTION: S. R. 169 Roundabout 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 69 
DISTRICT: Northwest 
COUNTY: Yavapai 
 
 
 

 

New right of way is now needed for the design and construction 
of a roundabout at the State Route 69 / State Route 169 Traffic 
Interchange, necessary to provide improved traffic flow and 
enhanced 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 that access be controlled as 
necessary for this improvement project. 
 
The new right of way to be established as a state route and 
acquired for this improvement, including access control as 
necessary, 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 III Design Plans, dated September 19, 
2023, S. R. 69 at S. R. 169 Intersection Improvements, Project 069 
YV 281 F0288 / 069–A(221)T”. 
 
In the interest of public safety, necessity and convenience, I 
recommend that the new right of way depicted in Appendix “A” be 
established and improved as a state route, that access be 
controlled, and that the new right of way shall be established 
as a state highway prior to construction. 
 
I further recommend the acquisition of the new right of way 
pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes §§ 28–7092 and 28–7094, an 
estate in fee, or such other interest as required, including 
advance, future and early acquisition, access rights, exchanges, 
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. 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
205 South 17th Avenue 
R/W Titles Section, MD 612E 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007–3212 
 
 
 

June 21, 2024 
 
 
 
RES. NO. 2024–06–A–021 
PROJECT: 069 YV 281 F0288 / 069–A(221)T 
HIGHWAY: CORDES JUNCTION – PRESCOTT 
SECTION: S. R. 169 Roundabout 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 69 
DISTRICT: Northwest 
COUNTY: Yavapai 
 
 
 

 

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7046, I recommend the 
adoption of a resolution making this recommendation effective. 
 
 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 GREGORY D. BYRES, P. E., 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 
 
 
 

June 21, 2024 
 
 
 
RES. NO. 2024–06–A–021 
PROJECT: 069 YV 281 F0288 / 069–A(221)T 
HIGHWAY: CORDES JUNCTION – PRESCOTT 
SECTION: S. R. 169 Roundabout 
ROUTE NO.: State Route 69 
DISTRICT: Northwest 
COUNTY: Yavapai 
 
 
 

 

RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT 
 
 
GREGORY D. BYRES, Deputy Director for Transportation and State 
Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, on June 
21, 2024, 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 for the improvement of the 
Cordes Junction – Prescott Highway, State Route 69, as set forth 
in the above referenced project. 
 
New right of way is now needed for the design and construction 
of a roundabout at the State Route 69 / State Route 169 Traffic 
Interchange to provide improved traffic flow and enhanced 
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 that access be controlled as 
necessary for this improvement project. 
 
The new right of way to be established as a state route and 
acquired for this improvement, to include access control as 
necessary, 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 III Design Plans, dated September 19, 
2023, S. R. 69 at S. R. 169 Intersection Improvements, Project 069 
YV 281 F0288 / 069–A(221)T”. 
 
WHEREAS establishment as a state route, and acquisition of the 
new right of way as an estate in fee, or such other interest as 
required, 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, 
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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 needed for 
this improvement, and that access to the highway be controlled 
as delineated on the maps and plans; therefore, be it 
 
RESOLVED that the recommendation of the Deputy Director is 
adopted and made part of this resolution; be it further 
 
RESOLVED that the new right of way as depicted in Appendix “A” 
is hereby designated a controlled access state route, that the 
new right of way shall be established as a state highway prior 
to construction, and that ingress and egress to and from the 
highway and to and from abutting, adjacent, or other lands be 
denied, controlled or regulated as indicated by the maps and 
plans.  Where no access is shown, none will be allowed to exist; 
be it further 
 
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 
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RESOLVED that the Deputy Director secure an appraisal of the 
property to be acquired and that necessary parties be 
compensated.  Upon failure to acquire said lands by other lawful 
means, the Deputy Director is authorized to initiate 
condemnation proceedings.  
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CERTIFICATION 
 
 
I, GREGORY D. BYRES, as 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 June 21, 2024. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and the official 
seal of the Arizona State Transportation Board on June 21, 2024. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 GREGORY D. BYRES, P. E., Deputy Director 
 for Transportation / State Engineer 
 Arizona Department of Transportation 
 
 

 
 Seal 
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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 the Bob Stump Memorial Parkway, State Route 303 
Loop, within the above referenced project. 
 
Lying within the Preliminary Transportation Corridor recommended 
by the Regional Council of the Maricopa Association of 
Governments, the existing alignment was previously adopted and 
approved as the State Route Plan for the Preliminary 
Transportation Corridor alignment of the Cotton Lane Highway by 
Arizona State Transportation Board Resolution 85–08–A–58, dated 
August 16, 1985, and was designated State Route 517 therein.  
Resolution 87–11–A–105, dated December 18, 1987, renumbered and 
redesignated the Cotton Lane Highway and the Northwest Loop 
Highway as the State Route 303 Loop.  In Resolution 88–05–A–51, 
dated May 20, 1988, the Transportation Board approved, adopted 
and established a refined alignment of the State Route Plan for 
this segment of the State Route 303 Loop, therein referred to as 
the Estrella Corridor, and provided for the advance acquisition 
of right of way.  Thereafter, Resolution 2022–01–A–005, dated 
January 21, 2022, established a portion of right of way as a 
state route by advance acquisition; and Resolution 2023–05–A–
018, dated May 19, 2023, established new right of way as a 
controlled access state route from Van Buren Street southerly to 
Elwood Street. 
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New right of way is now needed  to accommodate design change 
along the southerly extension of the State Route 303 Loop from 
Van Buren Street to Maricopa County Route 85 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 that access be controlled as 
necessary for this improvement project. 
 
The new right of way to be established as a state route and 
acquired for this improvement, to include access control as 
necessary, 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:  “Preliminary Stage IV Design Plans, dated 
December of 2023, S. R. 303L ESTRELLA FREEWAY, M. C. 85 to Van 
Buren Street, Project 303L MA 101 H6870 01C / STP–303–A(ASO)T”. 
 
In the interest of public safety, necessity and convenience, I 
recommend that the new right of way depicted in Appendix “A” be 
established and improved as a state route, that access be 
controlled, and that the new right of way shall be established 
as a state highway prior to construction. 
 
I further recommend the acquisition of the new right of way 
pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes §§ 28–7092 and 28–7094, an 
estate in fee, or such other interest as required, including 
advance, future and early acquisition, access rights, exchanges, 
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. 
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Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 28–7046, I recommend the 
adoption of a resolution making this recommendation effective. 
 
 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 GREGORY D. BYRES, P. E., Deputy Director 
 for Transportation / State Engineer 
 Arizona Department of Transportation  
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RESOLUTION OF ESTABLISHMENT 
 
 
GREGORY D. BYRES, Deputy Director for Transportation and State 
Engineer of the Arizona Department of Transportation, on June 
21, 2024, 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 for the improvement of the Bob Stump 
Memorial Parkway, State Route 303 Loop, as set forth in the 
above referenced project. 
 
New right of way is now needed  to accommodate design change 
along the southerly extension of the State Route 303 Loop from 
Van Buren Street to Maricopa County Route 85 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 that access be controlled as 
necessary for this improvement project. 
 
The new right of way to be established as a state route and 
acquired for this improvement, to include access control as 
necessary, 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:  “Preliminary Stage IV Design Plans, dated 
December of 2023, S. R. 303L ESTRELLA FREEWAY, M. C. 85 to Van 
Buren Street, Project 303L MA 101 H6870 01C / STP–303–A(ASO)T”. 
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WHEREAS establishment as a state route, and acquisition of the 
new right of way as an estate in fee, or such other interest as 
required, 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 needed for 
this improvement, and that access to the highway be controlled 
as delineated on the maps and plans; therefore, be it 
 
RESOLVED that the recommendation of the Deputy Director is 
adopted and made part of this resolution; be it further 
 
RESOLVED that the new right of way as depicted in Appendix “A” 
is hereby designated a controlled access state route, that the 
new right of way shall be established as a state highway prior 
to construction, and that ingress and egress to and from the 
highway and to and from abutting, adjacent, or other lands be 
denied, controlled or regulated as indicated by the maps and 
plans.  Where no access is shown, none will be allowed to exist; 
be it further 
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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 the Deputy Director secure an appraisal of the 
property to be acquired and that necessary parties be 
compensated.  Upon failure to acquire said lands by other lawful 
means, the Deputy Director is authorized to initiate 
condemnation proceedings.  
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CERTIFICATION 
 
 
I, GREGORY D. BYRES, as 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 June 21, 2024. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and the official 
seal of the Arizona State Transportation Board on June 21, 2024. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 GREGORY D. BYRES, P. E., Deputy Director 
 for Transportation / State Engineer 
 Arizona Department of Transportation 
 
 

 
 Seal 
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STATE TRANSPORTATION VIRTUAL BOARD MEETING 
TELEPHONIC/WEBEX ATTENDANCE 

9:00am, February 1, 2024 
206 S. 17th Avenue 

Phoenix, Arizona  85007 
 
 
 
 

Call to Order 
Chairman Richard Searle called the State Transportation Board Meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. 
 
 
Pledge 
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Floyd Roehrich, Jr. 
 
 
Roll Call by Floyd Roehrich, Jr. 
 
A quorum of the State Transportation Board was present.  In attendance:  Chairman Richard Searle, Vice 
Chair Jenn Daniels, Board Member Ted Maxwell, Board Member Jenny Howard, Board Member Gary 
Knight, Board Member Jackie Meck and Board Member Jesse Thompson.  There were approximately 38 
members of the public on-line. 
 
 
Opening Remarks 
There were no opening remarks. 
 
 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act 
Floyd Roehrich, Jr., read Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended.  Floyd also reminded 
individuals to fill out survey cards, with the 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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  1 REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF EXCERPT OF ELECTRONIC 

  2 PROCEEDINGS, ADOT STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD STUDY SESSION, 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 Richard Searle, Chairman
Jenn Daniels, Vice Chair

 10 Ted Maxwell, Board Member
Jesse Thompson, Board Member

 11 Jenny Howard, Board Member
Gary Knight, Board Member

 12 Jackie Meck, Board Member

 13

 14

 15

 16

 17

 18

 19

 20

 21

 22

 23

 24

 25
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  1 CALL TO THE AUDIENCE

  2 SPEAKER:   PAGE:

  3  (No requests to speak) ..................................... XX

  4
AGENDA ITEMS

  5
Item 1 - Priority Planning Advisory Committee (PPAC)

  6          - Paul Patane, Division Director, Multimodal 
           Planning Division.................................  4

  7
Item 2 - 2025-2029 Tentative Five-Year Transportation 

  8          Facilities Construction Program Review
         - Kristine Ward, Chief Financial Officer............  6

  9          - Paul Patane, Division Director, Multimodal 
           Planning Division................................. 24

 10
Item 3 - Litter Management Activities

 11          - Rod Lane, Southcentral District Engineer.......... 53
         - Steve Elliott, Assistant Communications Director

 12            for Public Information............................ 57

 13

 14

 15

 16

 17

 18

 19

 20

 21

 22

 23

 24

 25

3
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  1 (Beginning of excerpt.)

  2 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  Now to the call to 

  3 the audience.  Do we have anyone asking to speak, Mr. Roehrich?  

  4 MR. ROEHRICH:  So interestingly enough, 

  5 Mr. Chairman, I received no requests to speak.

  6 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  Then let's go ahead 

  7 and move on to Item Number 1.

  8 MR. PATANE:  Thank you.  

  9 Good morning, Board Members, Chairman Searle.  I 

 10 hope everybody's having a good morning so far.  Today for 

 11 Item 1, we have one -- two items, Items 1A and 1B.  

 12 So Chairman Searle, Board Members, for your 

 13 consideration, the proposed changes to the 2024-2028 Five-Year 

 14 Transportation Facility Construction Program, project 

 15 modifications 1A and 1B.  

 16 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Are there any -- well, first of 

 17 all, are there any questions on these items?  

 18 MR. KNIGHT:  Mr. Chair, I move to approve.  

 19 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  We have a motion by Mr. Knight.  

 20 Do I have a second?  

 21 MR. MAXWELL:  A second by Board Member Maxwell.

 22 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  Second by 

 23 Mr. Maxwell.  And Mr. Maxwell, I've got a question for you.  The 

 24 dollar amount on these -- on these projects on Kino and Country 

 25 Club seems like an astronomical amount of money.  Is that a 

4
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  1 correct number?  

  2 MR. MAXWELL:  Those are correct, sir.  They -- 

  3 they're barely fairly significant interchanges that are not just 

  4 what you'd consider a cloverleaf coming off or coming on, 

  5 because they both lead into major thoroughfares underneath.  So 

  6 they are, I would say, larger than a normal just standard 

  7 interchange, but the numbers have -- are correct.

  8 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  We have a motion, 

  9 we have a second.  And this is for Items 1A; is that correct?  

 10 MR. ROEHRICH:  Mr. Chairman, the motion was made 

 11 for 1A and 1B.

 12 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  1B.

 13 MR. ROEHRICH:  Paul did lump them together, and 

 14 it was motioned and second.  So unless there's a desire to 

 15 separate them, you can vote on both of them as one motion.

 16 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  No.  I don't think there's any 

 17 need to separate them.  Is there any other questions on the 

 18 items?

 19 Hearing none, I'll go ahead and call for the 

 20 vote.  All those in favor say aye.

 21 BOARD MEMBERS:  Aye.  

 22 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Mr. Roehrich, please poll 

 23 the -- the Board.

 24 MR. ROEHRICH:  Yeah.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I 

 25 apologize.  I should have mentioned that.  We'll need to poll 

5
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  1 each individually because of the remoteness, so we'll start with 

  2 Board Member Knight.  

  3 MR. KNIGHT:  Aye.  

  4 MR. ROEHRICH:  Board Member Maxwell.

  5 MR. MAXWELL:  Aye.  

  6 MR. ROEHRICH:  Board Member Meck.

  7 MR. MECK:  Aye.  

  8 MR. ROEHRICH:  Board Member Thompson.

  9 MR. THOMPSON:  Aye.  

 10 MR. ROEHRICH:  Board Member Howard.

 11 MS. HOWARD:  Aye.  

 12 MR. ROEHRICH:  Chairman Searle.

 13 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Aye.

 14 MR. ROEHRICH:  Board Member Daniels, which I 

 15 don't believe she has got yet.  So with that, the motion does 

 16 carry.

 17 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  Very good.  

 18 We'll go ahead and go to Item Number 2, with 

 19 Kristine Ward and Paul Patane for information and discussion 

 20 only, which appears to be the 25-29 Tentative Transportation 

 21 Plan.  

 22 MR. ROEHRICH:  Is that the first slide?  

 23 MS. WARD:  No.  No.  

 24 MR. ROEHRICH:  Yeah.  And I think you're in the 

 25 middle of the presentation.

6
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  1 MS. WARD:  Well, this is going speed it along.

  2 MR. ROEHRICH:  Really just want (inaudible).

  3 MS. WARD:  Exactly.  

  4 Well, good morning.  Good morning, Board Members.  

  5 So the portion -- this -- the purpose of the -- of this portion 

  6 of the presentation is to give you an update of the outcomes of 

  7 the most recent revenue forecasts that were completed, and of 

  8 course, those forecasts are what form the budgetary parameters 

  9 for the five-year program that Paul is going to be presenting to 

 10 you today.  

 11 You can go to the next slide.

 12 So what we'll start with is a review of our 

 13 primary fund sources and how we ended FY '23, 2023.  We'll 

 14 review the forecast results and then provide you a view of the 

 15 total funding available for the program, and then I'll finish 

 16 out with discussing some economic pressures and risks to the 

 17 forecast.

 18 If you could go to the next slide.

 19 So as you might imagine, the '23 actuals, FY '23 

 20 actuals are a key factor driving the forecast.  Of course, we 

 21 also are monitoring the '24 -- our FY '24 actuals, and to date 

 22 we are right within forecast range.  We ended FY '23 with 

 23 1 billion 750 million, essentially, and we're on track for 

 24 revenues in '24 of 1 billion 766 million at this time.  

 25 If you move on to the next slide, you'll see 

7
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  1 that, you know, what this depicts is HURF is comprised of a 

  2 number of revenue sources.  Fuel taxes and -- fuel taxes and VLT 

  3 constitute about 77 percent of the revenue flowing into HURF, 

  4 and those categories, those revenue sources have remained 

  5 unchanged largely since '91.  And when I say unchanged, I mean 

  6 that there haven't been legislative actions that have modified 

  7 those revenue sources, thus making them -- disrupting them or 

  8 making changes.  But as the -- as this notes, fuel represents -- 

  9 if you look at it a little more closely, fuel represents about 

 10 45 percent in FY 2023, and VLT represented about 32 percent.  

 11 If you go to the next slide, what I'm -- the 

 12 reason I show you this slide is so you can see how the 

 13 composition of revenues that flow into HURF have changed over 

 14 time.  So this gives you a historical look at the composition of 

 15 those revenues, and as mentioned, the revenues -- the revenue 

 16 categories have remained unchanged.  There haven't been 

 17 significant legislative changes to those.  

 18 And where gas tax revenues, if you look at the -- 

 19 if you look at the bottom blue bars, and you look at -- that 

 20 represent -- the bottom blue bars represent gas tax revenues -- 

 21 and you look at the top bars, portion of the bars that are -- 

 22 that is green, what you'll notice is the diminishment of gas tax 

 23 revenues as a proportion to HURF compared to VLT where we are 

 24 seeing growth, it represents a continued increase to the revenue 

 25 sources flowing into HURF.  The reason for that, that erosion of 

8
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  1 gas tax revenue, is due primarily to a lack of indexing for 

  2 inflation.  It's also -- we also attribute it to the growth in 

  3 alternative fuel vehicles and increased miles per gallon.  

  4 Go on to the next slide.

  5 So as you might recall, the department goes 

  6 through a fairly rigorous forecasting process involving 

  7 gathering input from multiple stakeholders, economists, 

  8 transportation experts, and those inputs are then provided to a 

  9 third party, a contractor, third-party contractor, HDR, and they 

 10 run the -- those inputs through a Monte Carlo simulation that 

 11 generates a series of revenue estimates based on various 

 12 probabilities.  That results in the forecast ranging and what's 

 13 depicted on this slide.  Those green bars represent the 

 14 forecasted years, and those forecasted years represent starting 

 15 in 2024, 1.7 -- 1 billion 766 million, all the way up to in 2029 

 16 forecasts of a little over $2 billion in revenues.

 17 If you go to the next slide for me.

 18 So here's where you'll see those forecasted 

 19 numbers that I just mentioned under the September '23 official 

 20 forecast.  There's the 1 billion 766 million estimate for '24, 

 21 all the way up to 2029 of a little over 2 billion.  What this 

 22 slide conveys to you is it is a -- it is a comparison of our 

 23 forecasting process that we conducted in September of '22 to our 

 24 forecasting process September in '23, and show -- it shows 

 25 how -- it depicts the changes to the forecasts year over year.  

9
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  1 And the revised forecast, this forecast as of September '23 has 

  2 actually reduced the funds, the forecasted funds (indiscernible) 

  3 for the program, and that difference you'll see in the far right 

  4 column represents a reduction in forecasted revenues of 

  5 approximately $522 million.

  6 So that -- what that -- what that conveys is when 

  7 we are -- as we are looking at the amount of HURF funds, the 

  8 amount of safe highway funds that are ultimately available to 

  9 the program, they will be slightly reduced given these revised 

 10 forecasts.

 11 When we go to the next slide, this is a look at 

 12 the Regional Area Road Fund.  Same forecasting process is used 

 13 here as is used on HURF, and we look -- when we look at the 

 14 Regional Area Road Fund, RARF, FY 2023 ended with RARF revenues 

 15 at about 722, 723 million, and the growth was about 8.7 percent 

 16 over 2022.  

 17 If you go to the next slide.

 18 So the primary composition, when you look at the 

 19 composition of RARF revenues, you will see that retail sales is 

 20 the -- the largest one, the largest component of RARF revenues.  

 21 So please go out, continue to buy gifts and other things, and 

 22 also please continue to go to restaurants and bars, because 

 23 you'll see that that's another large component, as well as 

 24 contracting, that flows into and the revenues that result in 

 25 RARF.

10
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  1 If you go to the next slide.

  2 Like HURF, this shows you the forecasts for the 

  3 upcoming program.  Again, the same forecasting process, but 

  4 you'll note that this is -- this is a much shorter forecast, and 

  5 it's abbreviated due to the upcoming expiration of the Regional 

  6 Area Road Fund.  The current tax expires on December 31st of 

  7 2025.

  8 In looking at the comparison of forecasts on the 

  9 next slide, what you see is that the forecast -- the panelists 

 10 felt largely that the forecast remained largely unchanged year 

 11 over year.  There was a slight -- just a slight uptick where 

 12 you'll see an additional $5.2 million that will be available to 

 13 roll into the -- to the program for the MAG region.

 14 Moving on to the next slide.

 15 So just like the Highway User Revenue Fund, we do 

 16 forecasts for that.  So that's one of the primary fund sources 

 17 that flows into and supports the program.  Regional Area Road 

 18 Fund, also those revenues support the MAG, the Maricopa portion 

 19 of the program.  And then another key primary fund source 

 20 supporting the program, of course, is federal funds.  

 21 In terms of the federal fund assumptions, the 

 22 revenues that we've assumed to support the program, we have a 

 23 little bit more certainty because of the Infrastructure 

 24 Investment and Jobs Act, the long-term authorization that passed 

 25 in FY -- FFY '22, and that long-term authorization extends 
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  1 through 2026.  So it expires at the end of 2026.  And what we 

  2 have assumed is that upon its expiration, we assume that the 

  3 federal funding levels will remain the same through the balance 

  4 of the program.  So the '25 to '29 program is based on the 

  5 federal funds from IIJA that we are already familiar with 

  6 through 2026, and it then assumes from 2026 through the end of 

  7 the -- of the program year in 2029, it assumes flat revenues, 

  8 federal fund revenues.  So they will remain the same as the 2026 

  9 levels.

 10 If we go to the next slide.  

 11 So the program also -- the forecast for the 

 12 program, '25 to '29 program, also assumes that there will be a 

 13 certain amount of bonds issued, debt issuance, and the revenue 

 14 assumptions assume we will issue -- the revenues available for 

 15 the program, we assume that 1.6 billion in HURF bonds will be 

 16 issued to support the program, and 600 million in grant 

 17 anticipation notes.  Those are -- grant anticipation notes are 

 18 debt that we issue against our federal funds, and so the 

 19 forecasts assume that we will issue $600 million in GANs, grant 

 20 anticipation notes, to leverage those future federal funds.  And 

 21 what this -- of course, what this debt does, of course, this is 

 22 not revenue.  These are financing mechanisms, and we will have 

 23 to retain the debt -- that debt, so the debt sort of associated 

 24 with this is also (indiscernible).

 25 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Kristine.
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  1 MS. WARD:  Yes, sir.

  2 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Does -- are there -- is there 

  3 any existing debt supposed to be serviced by RARF going forward?

  4 MS. WARD:  Mr. Chairman, yes, but that -- the 

  5 payment on that debt will -- is -- the term expires at the same 

  6 time as the tax term.

  7 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Okay.  Thank you.

  8 MS. WARD:  If we could go on to the next slide.  

  9 So the revenues that -- forecast that I had just 

 10 reviewed with you, combined with the financing that we 

 11 anticipate doing over the life of the '25 to '29 program, 

 12 results in these -- this funding level available for the 2029 

 13 program.  And so you can see at the top of each of those bars 

 14 the -- the size of the program that we can afford for each of 

 15 those years.  

 16 The new fifth year, which had not -- we had not 

 17 previously projected and what's being presented to you today is 

 18 that the new fifth year, the revenues will permit -- support a 

 19 program of $1.5 billion.  

 20 So I can't -- I can't leave you with lots of 

 21 happiness.  I have to point out a few risks and a few concerns 

 22 that we have, so if we could go on to the next -- the next 

 23 slide.  

 24 I want to provide you with some update on some of 

 25 the market conditions and economic challenges that we are 
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  1 facing -- turn to the next slide -- the first one, the first one 

  2 being inflation.  Now, while inflation has become (inaudible), 

  3 we are still living with the prices that have resulted from the 

  4 inflation that we've experienced over the past one to 

  5 one-and-a-half years.  The result is -- the result of that 

  6 inflation is we're seeing an ever-continued diminishment of the 

  7 purchasing power of the revenues that we collect.  

  8 So in -- when you look at this chart, it goes all 

  9 the way back to 1990, '91, is the last -- the last time the gas 

 10 tax was raised.  So if you compare a dollar in -- what a dollar 

 11 value to where in 2023, if you were to look, it has the same 

 12 buying power as 43 cents in 1990.  So that's a 57 percent 

 13 decrease in our buying power.  That result, that means that 

 14 between 1990 and 2023, HURF has essentially lost 10.4 billion in 

 15 purchasing power due to inflation.  

 16 Looking -- going to the next slide.  

 17 So I asked the team, I said, well, can you -- can 

 18 you give me -- can you answer me this -- riddle me this, Batman.  

 19 Can you answer this question for me?  How much additional 

 20 revenue would we have earned if the gas tax was indexed to 

 21 inflation?  And what you see here, the blue portions of this 

 22 chart represent gas tax actual revenues by year.  And what you 

 23 see in the red is that's the additional revenue that would 

 24 have -- we would have seen had gas tax been indexed to 

 25 inflation.  So, for instance, in 2023 we actually collected 
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  1 $533 million in gas tax revenues.  If that had been indexed to 

  2 inflation, we -- gas tax revenues would have represented a 

  3 little over $1.2 billion.

  4 As a side note, folks, this is a question I 

  5 frequently get, gas tax, if the 18 cents gas tax had been 

  6 indexed, what would the current gas tax rate be?  It would be 42 

  7 cents, 43 cents something along those lines.

  8 Next slide, please.

  9 So in this slide what we're focusing on is 

 10 specifically costs associated with construction, and the most 

 11 recent -- and the inflation we've experienced associated with 

 12 those most -- with our basket of goods that are most needed for 

 13 construction.  And what this shows you, the most recent figures 

 14 we have are that prices increased 19 percent over the first 

 15 quarter of last year.  Now, we are -- we are currently awaiting 

 16 the second quarter figures, and we do expect them to have 

 17 tempered, but inflation remains a factor that is working against 

 18 revenue forecasts that I'm providing you today.

 19 Next slide.  

 20 Another challenge that we continue to face is 

 21 that labor also continues to be at issue.  As of November, the 

 22 gap between job openings and the number of unemployed that can 

 23 fill those seats, that gap was a little over 32,000, about 

 24 32,000 gap between job openings and unemployed, the number of 

 25 unemployed.  
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  1 And the final kind of headwind we're going to 

  2 talk about is the impact of alternative fuel vehicles, and in 

  3 some cases electric vehicles in particular.  So when you look at 

  4 this chart, what this shows you is vehicle sales by fuel type.  

  5 So in 2016, gas and diesel vehicle sales represented 

  6 approximately 97 percent of the overall sales in 2016.  In 2021, 

  7 that had dropped to 90 percent of overall sales, meaning that 

  8 electric and alternative, other alternative fuel vehicles had 

  9 gone from 3 percent to 10 percent of the overall sales.  And 

 10 then it's forecasted that by 2050, the gas diesel vehicles will 

 11 only represent 74 percent and that alternative fuel vehicles 

 12 sales will have grown to approximately 26 percent of the overall 

 13 sales.  

 14 If you go to the next slide.

 15 So, of course, the manufacturers are listening to 

 16 the public, and they are investing in developing more models.  

 17 What this slide shows you is the growth in electric models that 

 18 are available to the public, for the public to purchase.  And if 

 19 you just look at the difference between '22 to '23, you've got 

 20 about 62 percent growth.  You go from 89 models available up to 

 21 144.  If you go all the way back to 2020, you're 100-plus 

 22 percent growth in the models available.

 23 Moving to the next slide, if you would.

 24 And now it was the talk is -- you know, the 

 25 conversation has always been, well, hold on.  We haven't got as 
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  1 many stations, as many opportunities for those vehicles to 

  2 charge like we have the equivalent of gas stations, and what 

  3 we're seeing here, what this chart shows you is the growth in 

  4 vehicle charging stations as well as the outlets that are in 

  5 each of those stations.  The outlets themselves between 2020 and 

  6 our most recent data, unfortunately, is the 2022, but it's about 

  7 69 percent growth (inaudible).

  8 The concern this yields is on the next slide.  

  9 Our ultimate concern, of course, is disruption to fuel tax 

 10 revenue, and we are working to get some forecasts there as to 

 11 what we think the magnitude of that impact will be.  What you 

 12 see before you are a series of headlines that -- and this was -- 

 13 these headlines were from a couple of months ago when I hopped 

 14 on and looked at the headlines.  Even yesterday or the day 

 15 before, there's a plethora of additional headlines about states 

 16 and the concerns and the impact to fuel tax revenue.

 17 So on that cheery note, I'll go over a couple of 

 18 other risks that are kind of standard.  If you could go to the 

 19 next slide.

 20 So we're -- it's kind of a standard.  We're 

 21 always at risk getting and watching out for any negative factors 

 22 as it pertains to the economy or we've got an economic downturn.  

 23 We always are watching for Congressional action as well as 

 24 inaction.  We've got -- during this program, as I mentioned, the 

 25 Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, IIJA, will expire at the 
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  1 end of '22.  We, of course, year by year are always facing 

  2 Congress, you know, passing a budget in a timely fashion.  And 

  3 then, of course, we are in the middle of our legislative 

  4 session, and there's always some risk and exposure there as the 

  5 Legislature convenes and makes policies (inaudible) there.

  6 With that, next slide, I'll take any questions 

  7 you might have.

  8 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Are there any questions for 

  9 Kristine on the financial end of the five-year plan?  

 10 MR. KNIGHT:  Mr. Chair, this is Board Member 

 11 Knight.

 12 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Gary.  

 13 MR. KNIGHT:  Kristine, I know that this electric 

 14 vehicle chart -- and I've read where ADOT has gone out for bids 

 15 for charging stations.  How's that working?  We're not -- is 

 16 that -- we're using federal money to pay them, or what are they 

 17 bidding on?

 18 MS. WARD:  So I'm not sure which avenue you're 

 19 thinking to, but we did receive an appropriation to install some 

 20 charging stations that will be available to the public, and we 

 21 got a General Fund appropriation for that.  We also got an 

 22 appropriation to install some stations that are not available to 

 23 the public, and as the budget that passed provided funding for 

 24 some (inaudible) there.  And then on the -- on the capital side 

 25 of course, IIJA provided 76 million over the five-year period 
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  1 for the NEVI program, sir, and we are -- I think Floyd probably 

  2 gave a better -- 

  3 MR. ROEHRICH:  Yeah. 

  4 MS. WARD:  -- update on the actions that we're 

  5 taking with regards to the NEVI program.

  6 MR. ROEHRICH:  So Mr. Chair, Mr. Knight, and -- 

  7 Kristine is correct.  We went on with the request for proposal, 

  8 an RPF, to bring a (inaudible) on board that will use the NEVI 

  9 funds in order to leverage towards either private funds or other 

 10 grants to put in charging stations along our alternative fuel 

 11 corridors that are designated.  And it's split out about 60 to 

 12 20 million each year over that five years for the 76 million for 

 13 the program.  So we have no state funds or highway funds in that 

 14 program.  It is all funds that we do through the federal grant 

 15 or through private investment within the grant or they can go 

 16 get other grants.

 17 MR. KNIGHT:  Okay.  Thank you very much.  

 18 Appreciate that.  

 19 One more question.  The 95 million INFRA grant 

 20 that we received for -- that ADOT received for widening I-10, 

 21 did -- didn't we already have funds, State funds appropriated 

 22 for that, and if so, are we going to get to redirect those to 

 23 other projects?  

 24 MR. ROEHRICH:  Go ahead.

 25 MS. WARD:  Mr. Chairman, Mr. Knight, yes, there 
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  1 were funds, approximately $400 million that are appropriated for 

  2 I-10.  The -- what the INFRA grant provides is it provides the 

  3 rest of the funding necessary for that overall corridor.  It was 

  4 broken down into let's say three phases, and this provides -- 

  5 that 95 million provides -- rounds out the funding necessary for 

  6 (inaudible) segment three, phase three, but that southernmost 

  7 portion.  So there are not dollars, the grant does not free up 

  8 dollars that can be brought back into the program.  It actually 

  9 rounds out and fully funds the I-10 widening project.  

 10 MR. KNIGHT:  Okay.  Thank you.

 11 MS. WARD:  It's very optimistic, though, sir.  I 

 12 appreciate it.

 13 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Any other questions for 

 14 Kristine?

 15 MR. THOMPSON:  Richard.  

 16 MR. KNIGHT:  I just -- I have one more question.

 17 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Gary.  

 18 MR. KNIGHT:  As it -- how it might affect this 

 19 five-year plan, and that's the -- the projects that the Governor 

 20 has in her budget withdrawing -- claw back the money that was 

 21 appropriated last session, has she put -- and I know it 

 22 hasn't -- you know, the budget hasn't been passed, so it's 

 23 nothing final about it, but has she put a -- any kind of a 

 24 moratorium on those funds, or can they be spent between now and 

 25 the time a budget is approved and a decision at that point in 
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  1 time, a decision is made on those projects, but in the meantime, 

  2 if -- can we move forward with any of them?

  3 DIRECTOR TOTH:  Mr. Chair, Board Member Knight, 

  4 we're continuing to move forward with all the projects.  

  5 MR. KNIGHT:  Okay.  Great.  Thank you.  Thank you 

  6 Mr. Chair.

  7 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair, Member Maxwell, so I've 

  8 got a -- I've got a follow-up question.  It's actually one 

  9 spurred on by Member Knight's question about I-10, because my 

 10 understanding is we had 400 million at one point from the State 

 11 Legislature, then another 89 million the following year, and now 

 12 we got 95 more million through the grant.  So roughly we're 

 13 sitting right about 580 -- or sorry -- yeah, $580 million.  So 

 14 originally when we were looking at I-10, the costs were 

 15 estimated to be higher for that.  

 16 So the question I get asked all the time was with 

 17 this last 95 million, do we have enough funds to complete three 

 18 lanes in the entire stretch between Tucson and Phoenix?  And my 

 19 answer thus far has been yes, but I need to know if I'm giving 

 20 the wrong answer.

 21 MR. BYRES:  So Mr. Chairman, Board Member 

 22 Maxwell, with the 95 million that we just received, yes, we are 

 23 fully funded for three lanes in each direction, along with all 

 24 of the improvements at our traffic interchanges as well.  So 

 25 that's the short answer.  Yes, we are fully funded.
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  1 MR. MAXWELL:  Thank you, Greg.  That's a good 

  2 answer.  

  3 And I guess as a follow-up to the briefing we 

  4 just received on both the diminishing buying power or the 

  5 construction costs, the transition to EV availability and all of 

  6 the other concerns, I would like to ask Mr. Chair if we could 

  7 add to the next study session a thorough briefing on alternative 

  8 infrastructure funding methods.  

  9 I've spoken a lot, and I know you know, 

 10 Chairman -- or Board Member Knight has also said, you know, we 

 11 either need the State Legislature to fund the infrastructure, 

 12 the support we have for other roads are responsible to or, you 

 13 know, we need to explore some other alternatives.  Gas tax, 

 14 whether it had been indexed or not, still will not be enough.  

 15 It's because of the EV availability or even the hybrid or just 

 16 the flat out that we've got cars that get better mileage now.  

 17 So Mr. Chair, with your approval, I'd like to 

 18 request to put that topic of what other states, I guess, and 

 19 other locations are doing to address the changing dynamics of 

 20 infrastructure funding.

 21 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Okay.  So noted.  We'll put 

 22 that at the end of the meeting.  We'll consider that at the end.

 23 MR. MAXWELL:  You're assuming I'm going to be 

 24 here at the end of the meeting, Mr. Chair, but I appreciate it.  

 25 Thank you.
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  1 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Any other questions for 

  2 Kristine at this time?

  3 MR. THOMPSON:  Richard.

  4 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Jesse, go ahead.

  5 MR. THOMPSON:  What type of progress, if any, is 

  6 being made for electric vehicle charging stations in the rural 

  7 areas, including Native American communities?

  8 MR. ROEHRICH:  So Mr. Chairman and Board Member 

  9 Thompson, the first set of funds that we have are on our 

 10 alternative fuel corridors, which are the interstate system.  We 

 11 have -- 

 12 MR. THOMPSON:  Right.

 13 MR. ROEHRICH:  -- since then evaluated a few 

 14 other alternative fuel corridors that are off the interstate 

 15 system for future funding so we can continue to go after other 

 16 grants.  And there are grants out there specifically for locals 

 17 that they can go after themselves in order to continue to expand 

 18 charging stations.  

 19 So it's going to take a little longer as we 

 20 continue to develop the program and go after these grant 

 21 opportunities, but, you know, we've met with the -- with the 

 22 Hopi Nation.  We've had conversations with Navajo Nation.  We're 

 23 continuing to look for opportunities where we can expand that 

 24 system where funding is available.

 25 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Gary.
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  1 MR. THOMPSON:  I'm assuming that assessment has 

  2 already been determined as to the needs for those charging 

  3 stations in the rural or remote communities.  

  4 MR. ROEHRICH:  So Mr. Chairman, Mr. Thompson, I'm 

  5 not sure what assessment -- we've looked at our corridors.  If 

  6 the local communities themselves made determinations of charging 

  7 station, again, there are grant opportunities that they go after 

  8 that are not opportunities for us, but they're opportunities for 

  9 the locals.

 10 MR. THOMPSON:  Okay.  Thank you very much, 

 11 Chairman.

 12 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Any other questions?  Jackie?  

 13 Jenny?  

 14 I hear no other questions.  I guess we'll move on 

 15 to Paul; is that correct?

 16 MR. ROEHRICH:  Yes, Mr. Chairman.  The next part 

 17 of the discussion will now be by Paul Patane, and he'll start 

 18 presenting the framework for the tentative program.

 19 MR. PATANE:  Chairman Searle, Board Members, Paul 

 20 Patane with the Multimodal Planning Division.  I'd like to 

 21 present today the 2025-2029 Tentative Five-Year Transportation 

 22 Facilities Construction Program.  

 23 So next slide.  

 24 Some of the items we'll be covering today are 

 25 just some overviews of the Long Range Transportation Plan, in 
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  1 connection with the five-year program.  Also we'll cover our 

  2 bridge and pavement condition overview, talk about the program 

  3 development status, the regional funding distributions.  It's 

  4 just (inaudible) Kristine said.  Then we'll talk about the 

  5 recommended investment choice.  Then we'll get into the Greater 

  6 Arizona as far as the recommended investment choice by year for 

  7 the (inaudible) Greater Arizona program, expansion programs by 

  8 year, the (inaudible) separating out the Board district projects 

  9 this year.  We'll cover those.  Then we'll touch on the Maricopa 

 10 and the Pima County portions of the program.  Then we'll close 

 11 with the Airport Capital Improvement Program, and we'll start 

 12 (inaudible) finish up with the next steps.

 13 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Paul, Floyd, the audio -- could 

 14 you -- could Paul get a little closer to the speaker?  He's not 

 15 coming quite in as loud as the other speakers.

 16 MR. ROEHRICH:  Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman.  We'll 

 17 work on that.

 18 MR. PATANE:  I'll just have to talk louder.

 19 MR. ROEHRICH:  What you have to do, Paul, is come 

 20 up here, because this is the speaker that we're using up here at 

 21 the front of the room.  So if you want to switch with me so you 

 22 can...  

 23 MR. PATANE:  Yeah.

 24 MR. ROEHRICH:  And Mr. Chairman, just to make 

 25 sure you observed this, but Board Member Daniels had logged in 
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  1 and joined us a few minutes ago.

  2 VICE CHAIR DANIELS:  Thank you.  I apologize for 

  3 being tardy.

  4 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Well, you missed the best part 

  5 of the meeting, so that's okay.  

  6 VICE CHAIR DANIELS:  Good thing it's recorded.

  7 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Yeah.

  8 VICE CHAIR DANIELS:  I can go back.

  9 MR. KNIGHT:  She missed the only vote.

 10 VICE CHAIR DANIELS:  I'm confident that it was 

 11 unanimous.  

 12 MR. KNIGHT:  Yes, it was.

 13 MR. PATANE:  How's this?  Can you hear me better?  

 14 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Yeah.  I think that's a little 

 15 better, Paul.  Thank you.

 16 MR. PATANE:  Okay.  Thank you.  

 17 So this will give us a little overview of the 

 18 Long Range Transportation Plan, and as part of the Long Range 

 19 Transportation Plan, one of the major components of it is the 

 20 recommended investment choice.  As you can see, the portions of 

 21 the Long Range Transportation Plan is really geared about 

 22 delivery of projects in Greater Arizona.  

 23 So the recommended investment choices that we 

 24 recently approved in October through Board action was the 78 

 25 percent use funding for preservation, 15 percent for 
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  1 modernization, and 7 percent for expansion.  And so how this 

  2 feeds -- it feeds into how we do our P2P planning to programming 

  3 process.  So the Long Range Plan guides that the planning to 

  4 programming process, which eventually those projects that come 

  5 out of that process, those are the ones that are eventually put 

  6 in the tentative program, which we seek approval in June, annual 

  7 basis.

  8 So just kind of an overview of some of the 

  9 highlights of the Long Range Plan as far as the system funding 

 10 these.  As you can see, there's over $231 billion needed for the 

 11 system, and 74 of that 231 is for the state highway system.  As 

 12 you know, we -- ADOT (inaudible) stewardship with some other 

 13 programs where it's like a pass-through as far as funding, and 

 14 those include the Aviation Program, the Highway Safety 

 15 Improvement Program, along with transit and off-system bridge.  

 16 Next slide, please.

 17 So when we looked at the needs for the system at 

 18 231 billion, then we looked at what the -- as part of the Long 

 19 Range Transportation Plan, we came up with the generated revenue 

 20 over the next 20 -- 25 years, and the gap, as you can see, is 

 21 over $162 billion.  

 22 Any questions so far?

 23 So now I'll get into talking a little bit about 

 24 the asset condition.  I'll begin with our bridge ratings.  And 

 25 so we're required by -- both by state and federal regulations to 
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  1 monitor the performance of our assets.  The two assets that 

  2 we're currently providing updates on is the bridge and pavement 

  3 condition.  

  4 So first we have the bridge condition, and we use 

  5 the three categories of good, fair and poor, and it's pretty 

  6 self-explanatory.  The key in on the poor condition, when we 

  7 talk about a poor condition bridge, it is not unsafe.  There's 

  8 just some areas that need improvement.  And let's be clear.  

  9 When we do come across unsafe bridges, unsafe bridges are closed 

 10 to the public.

 11 Next slide, please.

 12 So if we look at the -- the bridges statewide, we 

 13 have over 8,000 bridges within the State of Arizona.  There's 

 14 approximately 5,200 or so that are on the state highway system 

 15 that we provide funding opportunities for bridges statewide.  

 16 And so there's over $60 million that are available for and in 

 17 the program this year for on-system bridges, but with our other 

 18 programs, our off-system bridge programs, there's another 

 19 15 million available for the -- for the local agencies.

 20 And so just looking at the condition, we have 

 21 close to 60 -- 66 percent of our bridges -- or 65 percent of our 

 22 bridges in good condition.  We have 34 percent in fair, then 1 

 23 percent of our bridges is in poor condition.

 24 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Paul, quick question.

 25 MR. PATANE:  Yes, sir.  
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  1 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  It appears that there's only 

  2 one in the poor condition on this chart.  I'm assuming there -- 

  3 that's identified in the five-year plan?

  4 MR. PATANE:  There's 1 percent, and depending on 

  5 the location, it may -- it may not be in the program, but we are 

  6 proactively working with the local agencies to make sure they're 

  7 aware of the available funding both -- in both of the bridge 

  8 programs that we have on the off-system bridge program.

  9 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Thank you, Paul.

 10 MR. PATANE:  You're welcome.

 11 Next slide, please.  

 12 So what we'll talk now about are our pavement 

 13 ratings.  Again, the same three areas of good -- categories of 

 14 good, fair and poor.  I think we all experience the good and 

 15 fair conditions.  The poor is when we have, you know, numerous 

 16 cracks, potholes and a lot of disintegration as far as pavement 

 17 breakdown.  

 18 So we -- next slide, please.

 19 So looking at the condition for the interstates, 

 20 we have three categories of pavement condition that we evaluate.  

 21 The first one here is the interstate system, which is -- hasn't 

 22 been improving in the past couple years, but we're still only at 

 23 52 percent in fair condition, along with the little over 47 

 24 percent in fair.  Then we have less -- a little less -- little 

 25 over 1 percent in poor condition.  
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  1 So our interstates are doing quite well, but 

  2 again, we have to keep up the life extension-type projects where 

  3 we can improve the overall condition of the interstate system.  

  4 The interstate system is key -- is part of the key commerce 

  5 corridors.  (Inaudible) movement along the interstates.  

  6 Next slide, please.  

  7 So now we look at the national highway system, 

  8 which includes some of the U.S. and state routes of significance 

  9 throughout the state.  So here our pavement condition is on the 

 10 downward trend, and there we have an average over the last five 

 11 years in the mid 30 percent, 35 percent, and we have -- that's 

 12 in good condition, along with around 64 percent or so in fair 

 13 condition, followed up by around 3 and a half, 4 percent in poor 

 14 condition.

 15 Next slide, please.  

 16 So now we have the non-national highway system.  

 17 This is the rest of the remaining state routes.  As you can see, 

 18 this is where we really need to kind of come up with a strategy 

 19 to improve this downward trend as well.  So here we're 

 20 approaching barely 20 percent of fair condition pavement where 

 21 the majority of those lane miles within those -- the 

 22 non-national highway system is mainly in fair and poor 

 23 condition, and one of the challenges is with the way pavement 

 24 reacts to weather events, those can easily -- a poor condition 

 25 could easily increase drastically over a bad winter season, as 
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  1 we see (inaudible).

  2 Any questions on the asset condition?  

  3 MS. HOWARD:  I just have a comment.  This is 

  4 Jenny, Chairman.  It's just very, very troubling, not only from 

  5 a revenue standpoint that Kristine presented to us, but to see 

  6 the local highways degrading much faster, by at least 2 percent 

  7 per year, than the other portions of the highway systems.  What 

  8 do you think contributes to that?

  9 MR. PATANE:  Well, I think a lot of the 

 10 contribution toward the pavement degradation is the limited 

 11 resources, so we have to -- you know, the keys commerce 

 12 corridors is where we tend to -- our interstates, the national 

 13 highway system, those are the routes that carry the most 

 14 traffic, and so we have to prioritize, and unfortunately, with 

 15 the limited resources, the secondary routes do take the impact.

 16 MS. HOWARD:  Okay.  That's kind of what I was 

 17 thinking, too.  Thank you, Paul.

 18 MR. PATANE:  (Inaudible.)  

 19 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Any other questions?  

 20 MR. BYRES:  Yeah.  Let me add to that as well.  

 21 One of the key factors and why our interstates are -- we try and 

 22 maintain our interstates in such good condition is because 

 23 there's a major that has to -- we have to maintain for federal 

 24 highway.  If we drop below 5 percent poor, we start having 

 25 punitive damages to the state.  Basically, they don't take any 
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  1 money away, but what they do do is make us shift funding towards 

  2 those interstates.  So we don't want to even approach that, but 

  3 that is the one metric that we have to apply towards those 

  4 interstates.  So that -- it gives it a lot of leeway in our 

  5 priorities for maintaining all of our pavements across the 

  6 state.

  7 MS. HOWARD:  Thank you.

  8 MR. PATANE:  So next we'll -- just an update on 

  9 the program development process as mentioned.  A few occasions 

 10 that, you know, this process takes about 15 months to complete 

 11 as we begin to develop the new programs each year, and so here 

 12 we are at the draft tentative program.  Next month, if we get 

 13 approval later in -- later this month by the Board to move 

 14 forward with the tentative program, the -- we anticipate to seek 

 15 public input March through May.  Then we have the public hearing 

 16 tentatively scheduled for the tentative program scheduled in 

 17 May, followed up by the Board approval in June of the final 

 18 program.

 19 Next slide, please.

 20 So just kind of picking up where Kristine left 

 21 off as far as the total available funding that -- for the 

 22 tentative program, and as you can see this is the -- you know, 

 23 we have close to $7.9 billion here as far as the total for the 

 24 five years.  And so then this is where the total regional 

 25 funding is broken down by 50 percent for Greater Arizona.  Then 
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  1 we have 37 percent for MAG and 13 percent for PAG.

  2 So in the funds that -- if you go back to 

  3 slide -- these funds here do not include any federal or state 

  4 earmarks.  These are just available funds to build the program.

  5 Next slide, please.

  6 So as we get the funding there, this is how the 

  7 recommended investment choice targets, just recapping the 

  8 breakdowns for preservation, modernization and expansion.  And 

  9 so this is as we move forward to the presentation, this -- these 

 10 are the targets that we try to hit for as we build the program.

 11 Next slide, please.

 12 So this slide here shows kind of a comparison.  

 13 So the tentative program is on the left, and this is the 

 14 breakdown percent wise compared to the recommended investment 

 15 choice under the program.  So this tentative five-year program 

 16 has 71 percent toward preservation, a little over $3.2 billion.  

 17 We have 18 percent in modernization, a little over 840 -- close 

 18 to $842 million.  Then we have expansion on the system at a 

 19 little over $482 million.

 20 Then for -- as far as the MAG and PAG, as far as 

 21 their distributions, they're primarily expansion.  So as you can 

 22 see there, MAG has some -- a lot of expansion, a little bit of 

 23 modernization.  And then for the PAG region, there's significant 

 24 expansion as well, along with some preservation.

 25 Then keep in mind, if you would, please, that for 
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  1 the -- you may know that the transportation tax both -- expires 

  2 both in the MAG and PAG regions, and so the only first couple 

  3 years of the program is shown as far as the -- as far as 

  4 projects.  This is followed up where a lot of it is in the 

  5 subprograms as far as the total funding.  The total funding for 

  6 each region is shown on the screen.  

  7 MR. KNIGHT:  Mr. Chair, I've got a question for 

  8 Paul.

  9 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Go ahead, Gary.

 10 MR. KNIGHT:  Thank you.

 11 In your pie charts for MAG and PAG, particularly 

 12 MAG, why don't they have any pavement preservation?  It's all 

 13 modernization and expansion, and PAG's got very little 

 14 preservation, while it seems like all of the other roads around 

 15 the state need a lot of preservation.

 16 MR. PATANE:  The MAG and PAG are responsible 

 17 because they're TM, transportation management areas that they're 

 18 responsible for the program, and what we -- with the -- dealing 

 19 with our programs, it's they pretty much insert their programs 

 20 into our program.

 21 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair, this is Member Maxwell.

 22 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Go ahead, Ted.

 23 MR. MAXWELL:  Yeah.  Just -- Mr. Chair, Member 

 24 Knight, just to add to that.  It's an issue.  It comes up at -- 

 25 comes up as we're building the plan for our reauthorization of 
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  1 our Regional Transportation Authority, but the responsibility 

  2 for the maintenance of the roads still falls upon the 

  3 municipalities, and the -- and in our -- in our case, a lot 

  4 of -- you know, we've got almost 36 percent of our county's 

  5 unincorporated.  Pima County.  It falls on the county and the 

  6 municipalities predominantly for the maintenance of the 

  7 roadways.  

  8 There is discussion on if we should be funding to 

  9 maintain some of the projects that were built by the Regional 

 10 Transportation Authority, but the overall preservation falls to 

 11 the municipalities.  We do not have -- we've got I-10.  That's 

 12 the one single federal, you know, highway that passes through 

 13 Pima County, and I-19 as well.  But that, again, I think -- 

 14 Paul, correct me if I'm wrong, but that doesn't fall under these 

 15 breakouts that you're showing with regards to MAG and PAG.  

 16 MR. PATANE:  Correct.  Correct.  Simply the -- a 

 17 lot of the preservation on the MAG and PAG systems are -- is 

 18 part of our preservation pot.

 19 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Thank you, Ted.

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

 21 MR. BYRES:  Yes.  Go ahead, Paul.

 22 MR. PATANE:  Okay.  The next slide, please.  

 23 So now I'll focus on the projects in Greater 

 24 Arizona, the portion which represents 50 percent of the funds 

 25 that were shown, available funding that was shown earlier.  The 

35

 
Page 64 of 186



  1 total for all five years within Greater Arizona is a little over 

  2 $5.55 billion (sic), which includes projects and subprograms 

  3 awarded for the -- for the local agencies as well as projects on 

  4 the state highway system.  

  5 Next slide, please.

  6 So when we look at the breakdown for Greater 

  7 Arizona, which excludes the MAG and PAG regions, here we have a 

  8 five-year program total of 5 -- 4.55.  As you can see, the 

  9 breakdown for each year, the blue with expansion, followed by 

 10 the yellow is statewide planning.  The purple is the statewide 

 11 project development.  The red is the modernization, and green is 

 12 the expansion -- or the preservation of the system.

 13 As you can see, our target for our current 

 14 preservation investment is total of 450 million, where we put 

 15 390 toward -- 390 million toward pavement rehabilitation.  And 

 16 that's the key word there.  It is rehabilitation.  And we put 

 17 60 million toward the bridge program.

 18 Any questions on this side here?  

 19 So move into -- next slide, please.  Move into 

 20 some of the expansion projects along -- that are part of the 

 21 program.  So on the 2025 expansion projects, there's a total of 

 22 182.9 million.  We have projects, three projects on US-93, or 

 23 four projects.  The west Kingman TI is part of those funding 

 24 there.  Then we have Vista -- US-93 Vista Royale for design.  

 25 Then we have US-93 as far as Cane Springs for construction 
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  1 funding.  Then we have dollars dedicated for I-10 for the 

  2 project that -- the gap project at Interstate 10 there for the 

  3 six lanes.  Then also part of -- it's not -- it's not included 

  4 in the expansion.  It's a major preservation is the US-191 

  5 Cochise railroad overpass at 41.25 million in 2025.

  6 Next slide, please.

  7 So in 2026, as far as expansion, focusing on 

  8 US-93, both construction and design dollars.  They also have the 

  9 Lion Springs on State Route 260 as far as some construction 

 10 funding for that project.

 11 Next slide, please.  

 12 Expansion for 2027.  We have Lion Springs, year 

 13 two of three.  Then we have also Big Jim Wash and US-93 at 

 14 50 million, year one and two.  And what we're doing, we break 

 15 them out by year one of two, or two of three.  We're kind of 

 16 cash flowing the project as (inaudible).

 17 Next slide, please.

 18 So on the 2028, Lion Springs and 260.  Then back 

 19 on US-93 as far as Big Jim Wash.  Then we get into also funding 

 20 the Vista Royale construction, US-93, 46 and a half million.

 21 Next slide, please.  

 22 Then for 2029, currently there's no expansion 

 23 projects being shown in the tentative program.

 24 Any questions on the expansion projects?  

 25 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  (Inaudible), Paul.
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  1 MR. PATANE:  So what we did here, a little bit 

  2 different this year.  We tried to break out the projects per 

  3 district.  We did list the individual projects per district.  I 

  4 believe the Board -- Floyd sent the Board the appropriate 

  5 district package with all the projects broken down, and so -- 

  6 but also, what we did is we created this dashboard where, you 

  7 know, it's an interactive dashboard where we can get more 

  8 information as far as the project, as far as scope, schedule and 

  9 budget related to each of the projects.

 10 Next slide, please.

 11 So just a quick recap going through the 

 12 districts.  So for district -- Board District Number 1, there's 

 13 a total of 20 projects that include -- these projects include 

 14 both projects that are ADOT and other projects that are 

 15 competitively awarded such as HSIP, Highway Safety Improvement 

 16 Program project, which is -- both of those projects fall into 

 17 the modernization category, and as shown earlier, we did add 

 18 30 million toward expansion.  

 19 So as far as the number of projects, you know, in 

 20 District 1, there was -- there's three being pavement 

 21 preservation projects.  Some of those are the west portions of 

 22 Phoenix along Interstate 10.  We had projects geared toward 

 23 State Route 74, then Interstate 17, as far as the five-mile 

 24 pavement rehab, and the US-60, there's approximately 10 miles 

 25 of -- approximately 30 million going to be used for pavement 
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  1 rehab.  

  2 The modernization projects, there was about seven 

  3 safety projects within the modernization category.  Six of those 

  4 were in Phoenix, two within Maricopa County, and one within the 

  5 city of Chandler.

  6 I mentioned the expansion projects, the 

  7 30 million to be used on Interstate 10.  Then the -- as far as 

  8 the 82,000 there shown, those -- that is going toward the 

  9 traffic operation center here in Phoenix.

 10 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Gary, this is your district.  

 11 Any questions?

 12 MR. PATANE:  Any questions on District 1 

 13 projects?

 14 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Gary, this is your district.  

 15 Any questions?

 16 VICE CHAIR DANIELS:  None for me.

 17 MR. PATANE:  Okay.  We'll move to District 2.  

 18 Board District 2.  There's 20 projects, a total of about 

 19 81 point million -- 81.8 million.  We have a little over 62 

 20 toward modernization, a little over 15 -- or 62 toward 

 21 preservation, 62.3.  A little over 15 toward modernization.  

 22 Then we have a little over 3.8 million for other projects.  

 23 So the preservation projects, they're along 

 24 SR-85, some on SR-86, the secondary routes within the region.  

 25 There's three preservation projects.  A total -- and there's two 
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  1 projects on the off-system bridges in Pima County.  We have a 

  2 total of 14 safety projects.  11 of those for the City of 

  3 Tucson.  We have two toward Pima County.  We have one safety 

  4 project in Oro Valley.  

  5 So there are two expansion projects, but those 

  6 will be shown later in the presentation as far as the 

  7 (inaudible).  The interchanges that are being reconstructed 

  8 along Interstate 10.  Then the administrative project, the other 

  9 project is along Interstate 10.  We're looking at replacing the 

 10 high pressure sodium lights with LED fixtures.

 11 Any questions for Board District 2 projects?

 12 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Ted, anything?

 13 MR. MAXWELL:  No, Mr. Chair.  

 14 I would like to just kind of point out, and this 

 15 is -- you can see it goes to basically nothing in '27, '28 and 

 16 '29, and that's because that's when our regional transportation 

 17 authority, if we don't get reauthorized, will expire and, you 

 18 know, I think sometimes we look at these, we approve these 

 19 five-year plans, and we realize there is some fluidity, because 

 20 we approve another one the following year.  

 21 But the Prop 476 and then RTA next down and Pima 

 22 are going to be critical to ensure that Greater Arizona has 

 23 their funds available to do road work, and we've talked about 

 24 that before.  If we don't get regional funding in some of the 

 25 major growth and population centers, it's going to be very 
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  1 difficult to get any expansion done anywhere, and that to me is 

  2 one of the biggest concerns going forward.  So I appreciate 

  3 that.  

  4 And just to, Richard, to also go back, I reached 

  5 out immediately to the executive director about your question 

  6 before the interchanges, and we'll see them on some charts 

  7 later.  The biggest factor is they're urbanized areas, and as 

  8 you know, traveling through Pima County, we don't have a lot of 

  9 good crosstown traffic.  So those interchanges and successful 

 10 flow of the traffic off of I-10 onto our major arterials is 

 11 critical, and that's what was driving some of those costs, 

 12 particularly at Kino.

 13 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Yeah.  It was just -- it was 

 14 close to a half a billion dollars.  That's all.

 15 MR. MAXWELL:  Uh-huh.

 16 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Yeah.  

 17 All right.  District 3.

 18 MR. PATANE:  So for District 3, we're showing 13 

 19 projects for a total of little over 133 million.  We have 128.7 

 20 for preservation, along with 4.8 toward modernization.  So there 

 21 was the -- but there's ten -- with those projects, there will be 

 22 10 preservation projects that total 128 million.  Some of the 

 23 bigger ones are from SR-289.  As far as I-19 (inaudible) we have 

 24 another rehab on 10.  As far as 11 miles from the junction of 

 25 SD-10 to west to (indiscernible).  There are six rehab projects 
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  1 within the region.  You have a -- also have a bridge replacement 

  2 project on State Route 82, the San Pedro River Bridge, and some 

  3 of the other projects bridge projects are the Cochise Railroad, 

  4 overpass, 191, the stronghold bridges on State Route 80, and the 

  5 Moon Canyon off-system bridge for the city of (inaudible).

  6 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Paul, going through the plan, 

  7 it looks like the scale at San Simon has been listed twice.  

  8 It's on page 17 and also on page 31.

  9 MR. PATANE:  Yes.  I think it was initially shown 

 10 on Interstate 10 segment, so that would be (inaudible) correct.

 11 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Actually, you've got it 

 12 duplicated in the actual booklet.  

 13 I do have a question on one that was in last 

 14 year's plan.  Project 101694.  It was the Benson climbing lanes.  

 15 I'm assuming it's not in this year's five-year plan because it's 

 16 still planned to be completed this year.  At least that's what I 

 17 hope.

 18 MR. PATANE:  That is -- that is correct, Chairman 

 19 Searle.  

 20 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Okay.

 21 MR. PATANE:  (Inaudible.)  

 22 Correct.

 23 MR. PATANE:  (Inaudible) my support is shaking 

 24 their heads, so that means yes, sir. 

 25 Yes, it is.  
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  1 Okay.  Any other questions for District 3?

  2 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  No.  That's it.

  3 MR. PATANE:  Thank you, sir.  

  4 So we'll move on to District 4.  So we have 29 

  5 projects totaling a little over $301 million.  We have 112.7 for 

  6 preservation, 49.8 toward modernization, and 139 million toward 

  7 expansion.  And so the projects, some of the rehab projects are 

  8 along US-60 in Gila County, and the second one covers three 

  9 miles from Mountain Breeze Memorial Gardens to Ducky (phonetic) 

 10 for 12 and a half million dollars.  

 11 And we have some -- we have 12 modernization 

 12 projects, 11.7 million toward dynamic message signs.  We have 

 13 multiple safety projects.  So that's Routes 70, State Route 70, 

 14 73, 79, and 87.  We have five local safety projects, including 

 15 intersection improvements at the (inaudible) and Colorado Street 

 16 in Casa Grande.  There are two significant expansion projects.  

 17 We have Lion Springs section along 260, and then we have some 

 18 widening along Interstate 10 from SR-587 to SR-387.  

 19 Any questions on District 4?

 20 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Jenny, I believe this is yours.

 21 MS. HOWARD:  Yes.  Thank you, Chair.  

 22 I do have a couple questions.  The increase in 

 23 cost, I believe, on two of them.  Did we just do -- just 

 24 reevaluate materials or has the scope changed?  Because under 

 25 the description, it just other cost (inaudible) described below, 
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  1 and it says the increases, and this would be Project 103678 

  2 and -- let's see -- 103123, which is the SR-87.  Change from 12 

  3 million to 20 million.  

  4 MR. PATANE:  We might have to follow up on those 

  5 items there, Chairman Searle, Board Member Howard.  We need to 

  6 follow up with that information.

  7 MS. HOWARD:  Okay.  Thank you very much, Paul.

  8 MR. PATANE:  So moving on to District 5.  So in 

  9 District 5, we have 57 projects totaling a little over 

 10 595 million.  We have 559 million toward preservation, 

 11 approximately 31 million toward modernization.  Then we have 

 12 4 million toward administration of other.  

 13 So some of the rehab projects are along 

 14 Interstate 40.  We have pavement rehab projects on State -- on 

 15 Routes 60 and State Route 64.  There's two rehab projects along 

 16 188, including southwest of (indiscernible) as far as Tuba City, 

 17 in Tuba City.  We have 16 bridge rehab projects.  There's 15 

 18 modernization projects that we have.  There are four local 

 19 safety projects between signs, signals and signs in Apache 

 20 County.  We also have a safety project to -- in Tuba City to 

 21 install intersection lighting.  There are no expansion projects 

 22 in the district.  Then the $4 million shown there is to install 

 23 fiber cable along Interstate 40 for about six miles between I-17 

 24 and Country Club Drive.  

 25 Any questions on District 5?  
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  1 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Jesse, anything?  

  2 MR. THOMPSON:  Chairman, members of the Board, 

  3 and also administration, I feel that this is -- this looks like 

  4 a plan, and I do appreciate the way this presentation is being 

  5 presented to us.  Looking from now into the five years, have a 

  6 broad general probable -- have an idea as to what kind of 

  7 projects are coming their way within this period, and I do 

  8 believe that they will really appreciate it, but at the same 

  9 time as we go along, some issue may come about, some concern may 

 10 come about.  At that time, you know, I can certainly contact 

 11 Mr. Patane.  

 12 So again, thank you in the way this presentation 

 13 has been set up.  Thank you, Richard.

 14 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  Thanks, Jesse.

 15 MR. PATANE:  Thank you.  We'll move on to 

 16 District 6.

 17 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  And you know, I've got to 

 18 apologize.  I got my districts mixed up.  Sorry about that, 

 19 Gary.  Sorry Jenn and Jackie.  

 20 MR. KNIGHT:  I know which district I've got.

 21 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Okay.  I'm a little slow.  

 22 That's okay.

 23 MR. PATANE:  For District 6, we have 85 projects, 

 24 a total of 1 point -- a little over 1.012 billion.  We have 

 25 600 million toward preservation, 89.7 toward modernization.  We 

45

 
Page 74 of 186



  1 have 314 toward expansion, and administrative of -- and other 

  2 projects as far as 7.7 million.  

  3 And so as far as the preservation projects, we 

  4 have five projects on I-40.  We have also five projects on 

  5 US-93.  There are six rehab for replacement projects in 

  6 District 6.  The largest is the Colorado River Bridge rehab, 

  7 which (inaudible) is at 66 million.  That project there, we 

  8 entered into an agreement with Caltrans.  As far as there are 46 

  9 modernization projects.  We have 18 million set for the port of 

 10 entries as far as Topock and (inaudible) port of entry.  We have 

 11 a little over 20 million toward safety projects on State 

 12 Routes -- on routes I-8, SR-89, 89A, US-93 and US-95 for signs 

 13 and other safety improvements.  There's 23 local safety 

 14 projects, totaling about 35 million.  We have Cottonwood, 

 15 Prescott, City of San Luis, (inaudible) Lake Havasu City, along 

 16 with the counties as well at Mohave, Yavapai, Yuma, (inaudible) 

 17 safety projects within the region.  (Inaudible) projects as 

 18 mentioned earlier (inaudible) US-93 (inaudible).  

 19 Any questions for District 6?  

 20 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  Now your turn, 

 21 Gary.  

 22 MR. KNIGHT:  Paul, the blue -- the blue is the 

 23 local projects, correct?  And the red is -- are ADOT projects?

 24 MR. PATANE:  Lisa?  Is Lisa here?  

 25 MR. ROEHRICH:  Yes, she is.  
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  1 MS. DANKA:   Mr. Chairman, that is correct.  ADOT 

  2 projects are shown in red.  Local projects are in blue.  

  3 MR. KNIGHT:  What I'm wondering is there are some 

  4 projects in San Luis that have to do with the -- connecting the 

  5 ports, and are they -- I thought they were ADOT projects to 

  6 finish 195, connect it to 95, and connect the port of entry two, 

  7 the port of entry one.  I thought that was an ADOT project, but 

  8 it's shown in blue, but anyway, just a question.

  9 MR. PATANE:  Board Member Searle -- or Chairman 

 10 Searle, Board Member Knight, those projects are the local, and 

 11 ADOT will be administering those projects.  Those projects -- 

 12 MR. KNIGHT:  Okay.  Thank you.

 13 MR. PATANE:  -- (inaudible) asked to administer.  

 14 MR. KNIGHT:  No more questions, Mr. Chair.

 15 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  Thank you.

 16 MR. PATANE:  Next slide, please.  

 17 Just real quick on the dashboard.  You know, we 

 18 provided instructions for the board members.  So the dashboard 

 19 is available to use, and as mentioned earlier, the projects 

 20 are -- ADOT projects are in red, and the local in blue, and 

 21 there's different ways to search, by county, MPO or COG.  And we 

 22 did work with our GIS folks to have project maps, along with 

 23 working with our project managers to have descriptions, 

 24 programmed years, amounts and funding types.  And there is a 

 25 link.  The way we're accepting comments as well this year is 
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  1 through this dashboard, and so it -- there is a link to provide 

  2 comments.  There's a comment form and other options to provide 

  3 comments on the website.

  4 Any questions?  

  5 Next slide, please.

  6 So moving into the Maricopa County regional 

  7 transportation, as far as their program, some of the highlights 

  8 there is the five-year program at 2.5 billion.  This is 30 

  9 percent on the allocated funds for the MAG region based on the 

 10 Casa Grande Accords and what was discussed earlier.  This 

 11 includes the subprograms.  And on the MAG, as far as their 

 12 program this year, it only runs -- due to the tax not being 

 13 approved yet, it only runs through 2025.  This section also 

 14 includes additional funding provided by the region as well.  

 15 And so when we look at it -- the next slide, 

 16 please.  Next slide, please.  These are some of the projects 

 17 given to us by MAG as far as projects up to 2025.  We have the 

 18 I-10 to Germann Road TI project.  That's -- it's in the same 

 19 project as the I-10 corridor, but it is a standalone project.  

 20 We have widening on 202 to Riggs, along with numerous projects 

 21 within the local system.  

 22 Next slide, please.

 23 And this, you know, is just a quick recap on the 

 24 I-10 projects as mentioned earlier.  The corridor is fully 

 25 funded, and this slide provides the most current breakdown and 
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  1 project plan as we move forward, showing each project by 

  2 corridor and how deliver -- design as far as design and 

  3 construction.  

  4 Next slide, please.

  5 So now we'll look at the Pima County Regional 

  6 Transportation Highway program.  Their total -- their five-year 

  7 total is at 849 million.  It's just 13 percent allocated to PAG.  

  8 Their TIP only runs through 2025.  

  9 As next slide, please. 

 10 So some of the major projects here are the I-10 

 11 widening, and both on the I-19 as well as additional widening 

 12 there as shown.  

 13 Next slide, please.  

 14 Then the big project, as mentioned earlier by 

 15 Board Member Maxwell, is the Country Club at Kino Road TIs.  As 

 16 you can see, the -- there's -- the box on the right shows the 

 17 breakdown as far as the bid opening and as far as moving forward 

 18 and construction of the quarter four of 2025.

 19 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Ted, on the -- on the Kino 

 20 Parkway, is that where the -- is it Kino -- where is it, that -- 

 21 really that short entrance onto the interstate?  It's -- is that 

 22 where it's at, at Kino?  

 23 MR. MAXWELL:  Kino, if you look at Kino and 

 24 Country Club particularly, eastbound in the morning traffic and 

 25 then almost anytime in the -- in the afternoon coming westbound, 
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  1 it is.  There's not good run-ins.  There's not good legs getting 

  2 on -- both on and off the freeway at both of those, but Kino's 

  3 the major one that leads right into the airport.  

  4 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Yeah.  Okay.  I just -- it -- 

  5 yeah.  That's been a problem for a long time.  

  6 MR. MAXWELL:  Absolutely.

  7 MR. PATANE:  As far as our -- any other questions 

  8 on the PAG region?  

  9 So we'll move on to the Airport Capital 

 10 Improvement Program.  Our anticipated five-year total is a 

 11 little over $173 million.  Projects will be identified later in 

 12 April when we get to coordinate with FAA.  

 13 Next slide, please.

 14 So within the Airport Capital Improvement 

 15 Program, we have the federal/state/local program.  Then we have 

 16 the state/local funded program, along with the Airport Pavement 

 17 Maintenance System Program.  And we had funding toward the Grand 

 18 Canyon National Airport.  Those dollars there anticipate that 

 19 the federal grant or FAA grants (inaudible).  We have along with 

 20 our development as far as planning -- planning studies for the 

 21 airport as far as a million dollars per year.  

 22 Next slide, please.  

 23 So the next steps moving forward.  We come back 

 24 to the Board February 16 for approval of the tentative program.  

 25 We'll have our public comment period March 1st through May 24th 
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  1 this year, and the public hearing on the tentative program is 

  2 scheduled for May 17th, followed up by the Board study session 

  3 in June.  Then we seek final approval by the Board at the June 

  4 board meeting, and our state fiscal year starts July 1.

  5 Next slide, please.  

  6 And that concludes the presentation.  Is there 

  7 any questions?  Any follow-up?

  8 MR. KNIGHT:  Chair.

  9 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Questions?  

 10 MR. KNIGHT:  Yes, Mr. Chair.  Not a question.  I 

 11 just want to -- I just want to echo Board Member Thompson's 

 12 remarks and compliment staff and Paul.  This presentation was 

 13 extremely easy to follow, and I liked the way you laid it out by 

 14 districts and the fact that in the package that I got from FedEx 

 15 was District 6 pulled out and separated from the -- in a 

 16 separate package from the total plan, which made everything much 

 17 easier for me to access.  And I really appreciate how you -- how 

 18 you laid this out, and I appreciate the presentation.  Thank 

 19 you.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.

 20 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Any other questions?  Comments?

 21 MR. MECK:  Mr. Chair, Jackie Meck.

 22 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Go ahead, Jackie.

 23 MR. MECK:  -- the same remark, Mr. Knight.  This 

 24 is very, very impressive, and it's live and good, and I really 

 25 appreciate all the work that went into this.  Thank you.
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  1 MS. HOWARD:  Chair, this is Jenny.  I have one 

  2 more remark.  I echo the previous remarks, but also, you know, I 

  3 use the data on every monthly report, but this one I will 

  4 earmark and keep on the forefront, because it is so valuable, 

  5 the information that is here, and there is a tremendous amount, 

  6 both from a budgetary standpoint and a statistical standpoint, 

  7 and so I, too, really appreciate the hard works that's put in.  

  8 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Well, Paul told me yesterday 

  9 that they had it worked up better, so Paul, good job.

 10 MR. PATANE:  Thank you, and kudos to the 

 11 programing team and others.  It's really a collaborative effort 

 12 to put the program together and all -- this program touches all 

 13 groups and divisions within our agency.  So it's a lot of fun to 

 14 get everybody together (inaudible).

 15 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  If that's all the 

 16 questions and comments, let's go ahead and move to Item 3.  This 

 17 is with Steve Elliott and Rod Lane.  Litter management 

 18 activities.

 19 MR. ROEHRICH:  So Mr. Chairman, before Steve and 

 20 Rod start their presentation, this was asked by Board Member 

 21 Maxwell in a previous meeting to go ahead and -- and if we would 

 22 discuss some of the activities that the department does 

 23 regarding informing the public, addressing litter, (inaudible) 

 24 trash, and how we would look at activities and options that we 

 25 have to address that.  
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  1 And so as you said, you have Steve Elliott here 

  2 from our Communication Team and Rod Lane, the district engineer 

  3 of the Southcentral District.  They are going to go ahead and 

  4 kind of walk through the program and the systems and -- that we 

  5 have in place.  And again, any questions you have, please share 

  6 with them.  

  7 Steve, why don't you go ahead?  

  8 MR. ELLIOTT:  Rod's first up.

  9 MR. LANE:  Good morning, Mr. Chair.  Can 

 10 everybody hear me?

 11 MR. ROEHRICH:  Yes, Rod.  Go ahead, please.

 12 MR. LANE:  Very good.  Thank you.  Yeah.  

 13 Mr. Steve Elliott and I will -- are glad to sit here and have 

 14 this presentation to you on what ADOT's doing for litter 

 15 management across the state.  

 16 So last year, in fiscal year '23, we had a pilot 

 17 program that started in two specific areas within the state, one 

 18 up in the north area on 87 near Payson and one down in I-19 in 

 19 Green Valley.  Out of that, we picked up approximately 3,536 

 20 bags or 21 tons of litter between July in '22 and June in '23.  

 21 For fiscal year '24, we've been budgeted by the Legislature 

 22 approximately $3 million to focus on hot spots -- 

 23 MR. ROEHRICH:  Why don't you use the -- hey, Rob, 

 24 you have to tell us to advance the slide -- 

 25 MR. LANE:  I'm sorry.  I'm sorry.  We've --
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  1 MR. ROEHRICH:  Did you see -- 

  2 (Speaking simultaneously.)

  3 MR. ROEHRICH:  Is this slide good or you need 

  4 another slide?  

  5 MR. LANE:  I have -- I have finished that one.  

  6 That was the -- that was the -- 

  7 MR. ROEHRICH:  There you go.  

  8 MR. LANE:  -- pilot program.  We're onto -- onto 

  9 fiscal year '24.

 10 MR. ROEHRICH:  Just tell us to advance the slide 

 11 and that will take care of it. 

 12 MR. LANE:  Will do.  My apologies.  Thank you.  

 13 So for fiscal year '24, we funded approximately 

 14 $3 million for spot litter throughout the state.  

 15 And if we can move on to the next slide, please.  

 16 So this is a new -- a new business model, and in 

 17 the northern regions, the response has been not quite as robust 

 18 as we'd hoped.  We're navigating through that with the business 

 19 community to see if we can increase the opportunities to move 

 20 that -- move that forward.  

 21 In the southern area of the state, the three 

 22 southern districts, we have been able to get vendors to move 

 23 forward.  We've got the contracts in place in those three 

 24 southern districts.  They were awarded on January 19th.  We're 

 25 scheduling the work now and expect to have it -- have it started 
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  1 in February.  

  2 And then within the MAG region, it's a different 

  3 funding source.  There's a total of $13.1 million.  We're going 

  4 to have to move on to next slide, please.  Within the MAG 

  5 region, there's a different funding source.  A total of 

  6 $13.1 million is programmed through RARF funding for three 

  7 areas, litter, landscape and sweeping.  Out of that, for fiscal 

  8 year '24, there's a specific amount of 4.8 million budgeted 

  9 specifically for litter pickup, and that's going to be done 

 10 through litter contracts.  In fiscal year '23 we picked up 

 11 approximately 619 tons through litter contracts, and then 82 

 12 tons were picked up through the Adopt a Highway Program.  

 13 So with that, I'm going to turn it over to 

 14 Mr. Elliott to speak on the Adopt a Highway Program and the 

 15 communications.

 16 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  And Rod, before -- right quick.

 17 MR. LANE:  Yes.  

 18 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Are you not using the inmates 

 19 that you used to use for this project?  

 20 MR. LANE:  So that resource was used for many 

 21 years.  It's a resource that's been less available to us over 

 22 the past few years.  So that's been one of the primary struggles 

 23 that we've had.

 24 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Is there a reason why it's not 

 25 available at this time?
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  1 MR. LANE:  I think it's various reasons that it's 

  2 not available.  One of them is the -- is the -- what occurred 

  3 based on COVID and the shifting of the inmates around over the 

  4 past few years and such relative to that, and we haven't been 

  5 able to get that back up to the same capacity that we had 

  6 before.  So depending on what part of the state you're in, that 

  7 resource could be at 50 percent what it was or it's, you know, 

  8 higher or lower.

  9 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  Thank you.

 10 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair, this is Board Member 

 11 Maxwell.

 12 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Go ahead, Ted.

 13 MR. MAXWELL:  Yes.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 14 So Rod, I got a question for you on the pilot 

 15 program.  You know, you talk about MAG's program, and it's -- 

 16 talks litter, landscaping and sweeping, and in reality, I think 

 17 that the bigger issue, because a lot of times it's not litter.  

 18 It's, you know, parts of cars from being -- from previous 

 19 accidents.  It's from other larger items left out there as well.  

 20 So 13.1 million MAG uses on -- with -- through their RARF 

 21 program.  Does the 3.1 million statewide for litter include any 

 22 landscape or sweeping?

 23 MR. LANE:  Board Member Maxwell, no, as far as I 

 24 know it does not include anything.  It's just for litter pickup.

 25 MR. MAXWELL:  Okay.  Thank you very much.  Thank 
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  1 you, Mr. Chair.

  2 MR. LANE:  Next slide.  

  3 MR. ELLIOTT:  Next slide, please.  

  4 So in terms of communicating about litter, the 

  5 Public Information Office, which I lead, has sort of a dual 

  6 mission when it comes to Adopt a Highway, Adopt a Highway 

  7 Volunteer Program.  One of our main missions is promoting the 

  8 good work of the thousands of people around Arizona who find it 

  9 in their hearts to go out and pick up along our highways and 

 10 embrace the fact that highways are the positive first 

 11 impression -- it should be the positive first impression of our 

 12 state.  

 13 Also, we coordinate with districts and with 

 14 volunteer groups at a macro level that Adopt a Highway Programs 

 15 are run within the districts, infrastructure delivery and 

 16 operations, but we communicate at a macro level to promote and 

 17 also just facilitate a strong Adopt a Highway Program.  

 18 Our dedicated volunteers commit to cleaning their 

 19 miles at least once a year, and preferably around three times a 

 20 year.  And just this weekend, for example, I had the privilege 

 21 of being down along State Route 286 where more than a hundred 

 22 people went out and cleaned all 45 miles of State Route 286.  

 23 They collected -- I can't remember how many bags, but they 

 24 filled -- the pile was very big, and it's just very enriching to 

 25 be around these folks and celebrate their efforts, and we 
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  1 promote that.  We promote that with news releases, blogs and 

  2 other vehicles.  

  3 Next slide, please.

  4 So we really spend a lot of time promoting Adopt 

  5 a Highway, and there's a strategy there.  One of the strategies 

  6 is we want more people to volunteer for Adopt a Highway, of 

  7 course, but we also want to get across sort of the altruism, the 

  8 fact that our highways are worth keeping clean and that's -- we 

  9 want people when they are holding that Big Gulp cup to hopefully 

 10 think about these nice people who dedicate miles to relatives 

 11 who have died and their clubs and other worthy causes.  It's 

 12 really inspiring what these people do.  So we spend a lot of 

 13 time promoting that with that dual purpose in mind.

 14 Next slide, please.  

 15 We don't do a lot of communicating about the 

 16 sponsor program, Adopt a Highway Program, but I wanted to 

 17 mention it, because it is -- it operates primarily on urban 

 18 freeways where it's really not safe for the volunteers to get in 

 19 there.  You don't want them cleaning around the Deck Park Tunnel 

 20 and so on.  So civic-minded groups, organizations, companies, 

 21 can adopt miles and basically pay private contractors that are 

 22 approved by ADOT to go in and conduct these cleanups, and those 

 23 cleanups are done twice monthly.  So that explains the sponsor 

 24 signs you'll see on -- primarily on freeways in Phoenix and 

 25 Tucson, but also in some other areas around the state.  
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  1 Next slide, please.  

  2 So then there's the challenge.  How do you 

  3 communicate in a way that influences behavior when it comes to 

  4 litter?  And the answer to that is not easily.  What we do is we 

  5 try to highlight the positives, and they have minted Ph.D.s on 

  6 trying to influence human behavior when it comes to litter, and 

  7 they haven't cracked the code.  But we find -- we find our best 

  8 success in terms of just media engagement and public engagement 

  9 with a message when we're highlighting Adopt a Highway, when 

 10 we're highlighting the social benefits of clean highways.  

 11 And we don't do a lot of negatives and shaming.  

 12 There's actually literature on this, that generally, if you're 

 13 going to toss a Polar Pop cup out of your car, you've got a 

 14 black belt in not caring about the rest of humanity.  So we 

 15 generally don't do a lot of shaming, because it doesn't -- in 

 16 some ways it might feed that oppositional defiant disorder, so 

 17 we'll stick with highlighting the positives.  

 18 However, one area we found fairly productive is 

 19 the messaging of "it can affect you."  If you can't reach people 

 20 when it comes to sort of the social benefits of not littering, 

 21 one of our most successful campaigns has been heading into 

 22 monsoon season, we invite reporters down into our pump stations 

 23 and show all the junk that gets down in there, and it can clog 

 24 the works and lead to, you know, standing water on our freeways 

 25 and unsafe conditions.  The media really, really engage with 
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  1 that, and we think the public engages with that, too.  

  2 Another campaign that focuses on how litter can 

  3 affect you is "secure your load," and we partner with MAG on 

  4 that but also do it independently.  I will say in terms of 

  5 engaging with that message, the most engagement is with the idea 

  6 of a sofa in the -- on the freeway, not so much a cup blowing 

  7 out of your unsecured load that you're taking to the dump, but 

  8 we think, you know, that is something else that could show 

  9 people, you know, the value of, you know, taking care of the -- 

 10 of making sure stuff doesn't, you know, blow out of your car.  

 11 So we think there's the positive benefit in that.

 12 Let me see if I -- 

 13 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Steven. 

 14 MR. ELLIOTT:  -- have forgotten anything, because 

 15 I forgot to look at my notes.

 16 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Steve.

 17 MR. ELLIOTT:  I told all my jokes.  Yes.  

 18 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Steve, if I can, on that 

 19 negative side, on the enforcement of unsecured loads, has DPS or 

 20 anybody tried to -- I know it's against the law to litter, and 

 21 that's something we've seen -- I've seen some on our rural 

 22 roads, is sometimes it's these unsecured loads going to the 

 23 dump.  We've got bags of trash that are just laying on the sides 

 24 of the road sometimes.  Has there been any effort to try to 

 25 identify where these have come from and enforce the unsecured 
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  1 load deal?

  2 MR. ELLIOTT:  Mr. Chairman and Board Member whose 

  3 name I didn't catch -- 

  4 MR. ROEHRICH:  It was the chairman who asked.

  5 MR. ELLIOTT:  Oh, Mr. Chairman.  I would say 

  6 that's a little bit out of our lane in public information.  I do 

  7 know that that there is great media interest in enforcement of 

  8 those laws.  Secure your load does have a component of keeping 

  9 your load that you're taking to the dump covered.  

 10 Just a personal note, I adopted a mile on State 

 11 Route 87 and went out and cleaned up it up for the first time 

 12 and realized it was on the glide path to a landfill, and we -- 

 13 there was a lot of litter there, including bags that blew off 

 14 trucks.  So I know that issue intimately, but I'm not familiar, 

 15 and I could get more information for you on that if you need.

 16 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  I was just curious.  It's an 

 17 issue.  It's a problem.

 18 MR. ELLIOTT:  I agree.  Thank you.

 19 Next slide, please.  

 20 And then public information also has the 

 21 constituent -- the community information officer who mans our 

 22 contact ADOT line, and that's during business hours, we have a 

 23 very capable gentleman named Rusty -- you may have called him 

 24 occasionally -- who takes complaints and concerns and even 

 25 compliments from the public, and sometimes those deal with 
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  1 litter.  

  2 What happens then is Rusty will take those 

  3 reports, he will communicate them to the districts, and the 

  4 districts will acknowledge usually that they're going to go out 

  5 and take a look.  And he also watches for trends.  Hey, we've 

  6 got a lot of litter complaints on -- in -- recently, in Gold 

  7 Canyon, for example.  And he'll work with the district and say, 

  8 hey, this is kind of (indiscernible) this week.  Can you check 

  9 it out?  And they'll say, aye aye, Roger, and head out there.  

 10 So that's a path for the public to tell us about unsightly 

 11 litter and for us to get that information to our maintenance 

 12 groups.  

 13 And that's the end of my slides.  I think I 

 14 forgot to put questions at the end, but we're happy to take your 

 15 questions.  

 16 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Any questions for Rod or Steve 

 17 at this time?

 18 MR. THOMPSON:  Richard.  Richard.

 19 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Go ahead.  Jesse.

 20 MR. THOMPSON:  Steve, how many other agencies are 

 21 you addressing this issue with?  The reason I say that, come 

 22 April, the only county I'm very familiar with is Navajo County, 

 23 and Navajo County steps out and distributes the things, the 

 24 tools that are needed, you know, to pick up the trash, as well 

 25 as the Navajo Nation is pretty much telling our story over the 
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  1 radio.  So I'm wondering how many other agencies are working 

  2 with you?  

  3 MR. ELLIOTT:  I don't have that information.  I 

  4 think that's a level of outreach that is probably done by 

  5 another part of communications, but I could find out and get 

  6 that for you, Mr. Chairman and Board Member Thompson.

  7 MR. THOMPSON:  Sure.  Sure.  Thank you.  

  8 MR. ELLIOTT:  Thank you.

  9 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Any other questions?  

 10 MS. HOWARD:  I do -- I have a question and a 

 11 comment, Chair.  This is Jenny.

 12 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Go ahead, Jenny.

 13 MS. HOWARD:  So I did a study and a presentation 

 14 not long ago on littering, and I found that it's a 

 15 multi-generational curse where children are taught by their 

 16 parents that it's okay, and a lot of the input that I received 

 17 at that time was how can we educate our youth throughout their 

 18 schooling so that they can not only (inaudible) understand that 

 19 it's not okay, but to break those generational curses.  

 20 MR. ELLIOTT:  I appreciate that.

 21 MS. HOWARD:  I do -- 

 22 MR. ELLIOTT:  Sorry.

 23 MS. HOWARD:  Is there funding or do we have 

 24 programs or do we have any plans to outreach at the schools?  

 25 MR. ELLIOTT:  I don't know, and I can check on 
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  1 that.  I do know that we have a program named -- that we call 

  2 ADOT Kids, and Adopt a Highway's very involved in that.  We've 

  3 put -- on our -- through our social media channels, we develop 

  4 activities for children that are involved -- that are geared 

  5 toward keeping highways clean.  During the pandemic, we 

  6 started ADOT Kids, and we had a challenge to, you know, draw 

  7 the Adopt a Highway logo and keep Arizona -- keep Arizona 

  8 grand.  So that's one thing we're doing.  

  9 It's -- I would love to see your presentation, 

 10 and I will email you after that -- this, because I'd love to 

 11 see it, and I think it's an area that we should be doing more 

 12 of.

 13 MS. HOWARD:  Perfect.  Thank you so much.

 14 MR. ELLIOTT:  Thank you.

 15 MR. MAXWELL:  Mr. Chair, this is Ted.

 16 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  Go ahead Ted.

 17 MR. MAXWELL:  So I've got one question.  So MAG 

 18 obviously has a much -- uses a lot larger, you know, pot of 

 19 money and that -- then they focus on not only the littering, 

 20 but also the landscaping, sweeping, and I think that's one of 

 21 the things in Pima County, and we've definitely got a problem, 

 22 and it's -- obviously starts with the citizens and goes from 

 23 there, but they all -- the question I get asked a lot is so 

 24 why -- how does Maricopa County's roadways and highways look 

 25 good?  How did they go about setting up using the RARF funds and 
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  1 through MAG?  Was it part of their regional transportation 

  2 efforts or what is it that developed that program for them?

  3 MR. ROEHRICH:  So Mr. Chairman, Board Member 

  4 Maxwell, when they went to the voters and they put together 

  5 the package that outlined what were the -- not only the 

  6 projects, but were going to be eligible programs for the 

  7 funds, they had in there this use of landscape, litter, 

  8 graffiti and control and the sweeping.  So that was part of 

  9 their plan when they went to the voters.  Once the voters 

 10 approve it, they had the money in the program that they would 

 11 provide.

 12 MR. MAXWELL:  All right.  That sounds good.  

 13 Appreciate it.  And I know where I can get that discussion to 

 14 happen.

 15 CHAIRMAN SEARLE:  All right.  And if there's 

 16 nothing else, we did have Mr. Maxwell's request for a future 

 17 agenda item, and I don't see anything else on the agenda.  I'm 

 18 going to go ahead and adjourn the meeting.  

 19 (Meeting adjourned at 10:50 a.m.)

 20

 21

 22

 23

 24

 25
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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 65 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 2nd day of June 2024.

 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 
Chairman Richard Searle adjourned the State Transportation Board Meeting on February 1, 2024.  
 
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:50a.m. PST. 
 
 
 
 
      Not Available for Signature______________ 
      Richard Searle, Chairman 
      State Transportation Board 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Not Available for Signature______________ 
Jennifer Toth, Director 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
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0000 @ MP PPM

Pima
Southcentral

MISSION RD OVERPASS @ ASARCO MINE
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: BRIDGE REHABILITATION

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Dana Cherry
T033901C TIP#: 102820

New Program Amount: $563,000

*Item 7a.

Program Amount: $0

Establish 01C phase of project.

PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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VT1P

MISSION RD OVERPASS @ ASARCO MINE BRIDGE REHABILITATION

0000 PPMSouthcentral

Dana Cherry     @    (602) 712-7030

T033901C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Pima

2. Teleconference: No

0.0
10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/21/2024

5/23/2024
Dana Cherry

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, , 614E - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
OTHR24 $32 . Local Match (5.7pct) 

76424 $531 . OSB (94.3pct) 

10282016. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$0

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$563

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$563

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

08 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NO

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:

24

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

STBGPPM-0(269)D

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Establish 01C phase of project.
26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This is an Off System Bridge Project to rehab a two-lane, four span bridge on Mission Road by Pima County (CA).

OSB Funds (94.3pct) $530,249.00
Local (5.7pct) - $32,051.00
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 - 5/31/2024

$0
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
MPD- Aeronautics Group  

Project Committee Recommendations 

AIRPORT: ADOT Airport Development Group □ New Project

SPONSOR: ADOT  X Changed Project(s)
CATEGORY: N/A 
PROJECT NUMBER: N/A  
STATE AIRPORT ENGINEER: Carmen Rose 
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DATE: June 10th,  2024  
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Share 
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Share 
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Aeronautics Recommends for PPAC action 

Aeronautics Manager Approval: ________________________________ Date: ______________  
Matthew Munden 

FMS Review and Approval: ________________________________ Date: ______________ 
Leti Pineda-Daley 
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Silver Creek Drive and Silver Lake Blvd Crossings Bridge Reconstruction

Meagan Bell     @    (619) 402-7008

_

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Navajo

2. Teleconference: No

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/14/2024

5/16/2024

Meagan Bell

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

1611 W Jackson St, ,  - 4210 MPD PLANNING TEAM

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

16. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$0

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$0

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$0

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

FYI ONLY

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This is an AZ SMART application from Navajo County in the County over 100K category and is requesting Design and other 
engineering services (DOES) in the amount of $890K for the reconstruction of two waterway bridges.

Project Limits : Silver Creek Dr at Rocky Arroyo; Silver Lake Blvd at Silver Creek

The Silver Creek Dr bridge crossing at Rocky Arroyo Wash crossing was completely eroded due to a storm event that occurred 
in 2021. The existing bridge span length was not sufficient to allow for the passage of the storm water.The Silver Lake Blvd at 
Silver Creek crossing needs replacement of the existing pipe culverts due to a failure of the existing storm drain crossing being 
not sufficient to allow for the passage of storm water. The water crossings are not designed to accommodate the 50-year storm 
event and have been closed to traffic in the past due to a storm event. The final design will evaluate design alternatives that 
use a combination of raising the profile and/or constructing adequate water conveyance and identify a preferred alternative that 
provides safe and resilient crossings. It is anticipated that the design would develop PS&E package along with needed 
clearance to construct a new bridge at Silver Creek Dr and Silver Lake Blvd that would accommodate the 50-year storm event. 
The project will also evaluate options to accommodate pedestrian traffic such as sidewalks, crosswalks, ADA features etc.

The application is attached.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

FYI ONLY

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 6/5/2024

$0
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28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

FYI ONLY

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 6/5/2024
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Coconino County Local Road Safety Plan Safety Plan

Meagan Bell     @    (619) 402-7008

_

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:
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2. Teleconference: No

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/14/2024

5/16/2024

Meagan Bell

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

1611 W Jackson St, ,  - 4210 MPD PLANNING TEAM
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CHANGE / REQUEST:
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16. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:
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18. Current Approved Program Budget:
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18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:
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02 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

FYI ONLY

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This is an AZ SMART Application from Coconino County in the County over 100K category requesting Match in the amount of 
$195,300. They intend to go after the SS4A Grant in the 2024 round and intend to be a direct recipient. 

The work will include data collection and analysis, and expansion of project scopes to include design for vulnerable road users 
such as pedestrian, bicyclists, and motorcyclists, a list of safety strategies and aligning projects specific to the arterial and 
major collector roads within Coconino County and directing safety initiatives toward these specific areas with high fatal and 
serious injury crashes will help to achieve moving toward zero deaths.

The team intends to develop a county-wide Local Road Safety Plan (LRSP) for each individual arterial and major collector road 
using U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) proven countermeasures, a Safe Systems 
Approach and Toward Zero Death framework and will support reducing fatalities and serious injuries and will serve as 
Coconino County�s Comprehensive Safety Action Plan. The LRSP will assess safety conditions throughout the Coconino 
County arterial and major collector roads. Provide guidelines to update safety improvements for roadway segments, 
intersections, and vulnerable roadway users that will be applied to County Capital Projects. The LRSP will be used to prioritize 
projects under a safety umbrella and be a guide in the fund seeking process.

The Engineering Division for Coconino County Public Works is actively focused on analyzing fatalities and serious injuries in 
prioritizing roadway safety projects occurring in Coconino County. Coconino County has a jurisdictional crash rate of 232 and a 
fatality rate of 34.5 (Fatality Analysis Reporting System). The U.S. Department of Transportation also provides a Fatality Rate 
Consideration excel sheet notating the communities with higher fatality rates and Coconino County ranks 71st out of 579 with a 
fatality rate higher than 17.0 fatalities per 100,000 persons.

Application is attached.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

$0
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0000 @ MP PPM

Pima
Southcentral

MISSION RD OVERPASS @ ASARCO MINE
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: BRIDGE REHABILITATION

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Dana Cherry
T033901C TIP#: 102820

New Program Amount: $563,000

8-1

Program Amount: $0

Establish 01C phase of project.

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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MISSION RD OVERPASS @ ASARCO MINE BRIDGE REHABILITATION

0000 PPMSouthcentral

Dana Cherry     @    (602) 712-7030

T033901C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Pima

2. Teleconference: No

0.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/21/2024

5/23/2024

Dana Cherry

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, , 614E - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
OTHR24 $32 . Local Match (5.7pct) 

76424 $531 . OSB (94.3pct) 

10282016. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$0

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$563

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$563

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

08 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NO

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:

24 

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

STBGPPM-0(269)D

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Establish 01C phase of project.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This is an Off System Bridge Project to rehab a two-lane, four span bridge on Mission Road by Pima County (CA).  

OSB Funds (94.3pct) $530,249.00
Local (5.7pct) - $32,051.00

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 - 5/31/2024

$0
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28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

FYI ONLY

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024
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Gila

Yuma Street Bridge (Structure #8602)
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: New Bridge Construction

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Meagan Bell
_ TIP#: 103798

New Program Amount: $0

8-2

Program Amount: $3,100,000

Cancel Project

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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Yuma Street Bridge (Structure #8602) New Bridge Construction

Meagan Bell     @    (619) 402-7008

_

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Gila

2. Teleconference: No

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/14/2024

5/21/2024

Meagan Bell

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

1611 W Jackson St, ,  - 4210 MPD PLANNING TEAM

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
103798 $3,100 .

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
72324 ($3,100) CONTINGENCY

10379816. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$3,100

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

($3,100)

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$0

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

03 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

Cancel Project

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This project was inadvertently added to the program and is only a request for Congressional Appropriated Funds and has not 
yet been funded. This request is to remove the project from the program. This is a Gila County project.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

DELETE PROJECT

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024

$3,100
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0000 @ MP EGR

Apache
Northeast
FY 2024

MAIN STREET; CENTRAL AVE-SPRINGERVILLE CITY LIMITS
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: CONSTRUCT STREET LIGHTING

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Pedram Shafieian
T035601C TIP#: 101653

New Program Amount: $2,100,000

8-3

Program Amount: $825,000

Increase budget.

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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MAIN STREET; CENTRAL AVE-SPRINGERVILLE CITY LIMITS CONSTRUCT STREET LIGHTING

0000 EGRNortheast

Pedram Shafieian     @    (602) 712-8166

T035601C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Apache

2. Teleconference: No

0.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/21/2024

5/23/2024

Pedram Shafieian

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, , 068R - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
101653 $825 . 100pct VRU

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
OTHR24 $13 . 100pct HSIP (NACOG)

70124 $1,262 MODERNIZATION 100pct VRU

10165316. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

22-0008580-Amend 1

STAGE V

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$825

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$1,275

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$2,100

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO YESADV:

PRB Item #:

02 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NO

NOT APPLICABLE24f. MATERIALS MEMO COMP:

24h. C&S CLEARANCE:

YES

NO24j. CUSTOMIZED SCHEDULE:

24e. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE:

24g. U&RR CLEARANCE: NO

YES24i. R/W CLEARANCE:

24

6/28/2024

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 #:

HSIPEGR-0(204)T

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Increase budget.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This project is to install lighting along Main St from Central Ave to Airport Rd  to increase visibility for the safety of vulnerable 
road users. This request is for the additional construction funds required.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

CHANGE IN BUDGET

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024

$825

1>11111\111111()\1~1) 
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86 @ MP 127.0

Pima
Southcentral
FY 20 24

KITT PEAK LINKAGE WILDLIFE CROSSING
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: OVERPASS AND FENCING

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Rehnuma Rahman
F036901C TIP#: 101390

New Program Amount: $5,250,000

8-4

Program Amount: $5,250,000

Defer construction to FY 26.

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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KITT PEAK LINKAGE WILDLIFE CROSSING OVERPASS AND FENCING

86 127.0Southcentral

Rehnuma Rahman     @    (602) 712-7382

F036901C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Pima

2. Teleconference: No

7.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/14/2024

5/16/2024

Rehnuma Rahman

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

1221 N 21st Ave, Next, O68R - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
101390 $5,250 . PAG RTA funding

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

10139016. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

STAGE I

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$5,250

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$0

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$5,250

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

04 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:

 24

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:

 26

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Defer construction to FY 26.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

Additional time is required to secure concurrence from the tribe regarding final design alternatives. As a result the construction 
project needs to change from Fiscal Year 24 to fiscal year 26. Staff will work with PAG to change construction to FY 26 once 
the new TIP is published which is expected by the end of June.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

CHANGE IN FY

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024

$5,250

1111111\11111l()l1n) 
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0000 @ MP TBC

Coconino
Northcentral
FY 2024

MOENAVE ST & ARIZONA BLVD
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: INSTALL INTERSECTION LIGHTING

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Rehnuma Rahman
T047801D TIP#: 103652

New Program Amount: $30,000

8-5

Program Amount: $30,000

Defer Design subphase to FY25.

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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MOENAVE ST & ARIZONA BLVD INSTALL INTERSECTION LIGHTING

0000 TBCNorthcentral

Rehnuma Rahman     @    (602) 712-7342

T047801D

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Coconino

2. Teleconference: No

0.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/21/2024

5/23/2024

Rehnuma Rahman

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, Next, O68R - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
103652 $30 . HSIP

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
70124 ($30) MODERNIZATION 100pct HSIP

70125 $30 . 100pct HSIP

10365216. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

23-0009370

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$30

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$0

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$30

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO YESADV:

PRB Item #:

05 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:

24

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:

 25

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

HSIPTBC-0(200)T

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Defer Design subphase to FY25.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

Additional time is needed to address the comments on IGA from local agency. 

Staff: $30K

TIP ID# HSIP 24-0003P

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

CHANGE IN FY

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024

$30

1111111\11111l()l1!1) 
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0000 @ MP TBC

Coconino
Northcentral
FY 2024

MOENAVE ST & ARIZONA BLVD
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: INSTALL INTERSECTION LIGHTING

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Rehnuma Rahman
T047803D TIP#: 103652

New Program Amount: $288,000

8-6

Program Amount: $288,000

Defer Design subphase to FY25

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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MOENAVE ST & ARIZONA BLVD INSTALL INTERSECTION LIGHTING

0000 TBCNorthcentral

Rehnuma Rahman     @    (602) 712-7342

T047803D

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Coconino

2. Teleconference: No

0.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/21/2024

5/22/2024

Rehnuma Rahman

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, Next, O68R - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
103652 $288 . HSIP

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
70125 $288 . 100pct HSIP

70124 ($288) MODERNIZATION 100pct HSIP

10365216. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

23-0009370

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$288

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$0

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$288

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO YESADV:

PRB Item #:

06 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:

24

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:

 25

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

HSIPTBC-0(200)T

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Defer Design subphase to FY25

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

Additional time is needed to address the comments on IGA from local agency. 

Consultant:$288K ($287,800)

TIP ID# HSIP 24-0003D

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

CHANGE IN FY

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024

$288

1111111\11111l()l1!1) 
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10 @ MP 167.1

Maricopa
Central

RIGGS RD - SR-387
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: WIDEN ROADWAY IN BOTH DIRECTIONS

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Trent Kelso
_ TIP#: 103007

New Program Amount: $0

8-7

Program Amount: $13,800,000

Decrease budget

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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RIGGS RD - SR-387 WIDEN ROADWAY IN BOTH DIRECTIONS

10 167.1Central

Trent Kelso     @    (602) 723-8313

_

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Maricopa

2. Teleconference: No

17.9

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/21/2024

5/23/2024

Trent Kelso

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, 295., 614E - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
103007 $20,000 . State 100pct 

103007 ($6,200) . State 100pct

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
79924 ($13,800) . State 100pct 

10300716. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$13,800

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

($13,800)

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$0

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

04 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

Decrease budget

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

The money is no longer needed in FY24.  The scope of work that this funding was to be used for is being deferred to FY26.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

CHANGE IN BUDGET

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024

$13,800

t>Jlll 1\l1111l()l1n) 
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0000 @ MP ISC

Gila
Southeast
FY 2024

WHITE MTN AVE (BIA 10); BIA 170 - 5000 FEET NORTH
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: STREET LIGHTS AND STRIPING

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Tricia Brown
T031301C TIP#: 102261

New Program Amount: $920,000

8-8

Program Amount: $679,000

Increase budget

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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PS1P

WHITE MTN AVE (BIA 10); BIA 170 - 5000 FEET NORTH STREET LIGHTS AND STRIPING

0000 ISCSoutheast

Tricia Brown     @    (602) 712-7046

T031301C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Gila

2. Teleconference: No

0.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/21/2024

5/23/2024

Tricia Brown

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, , 614E - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
102261 $679 .

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
70124 $241 MODERNIZATION 100pct VRU and/or HRRR

10226116. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

NOT APPLICABLE

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$679

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$241

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$920

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

11 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:

24

6/14/2024

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 #:

HSIPISC-0(203)T

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Increase budget

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This project is to install lighting along White Mtn Ave from BIA 170 for approximately 1 mile north to increase visibility for the 
safety of vulnerable road users. This request is for the additional construction funds required.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

CHANGE IN BUDGET

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024

$679
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30 @ MP  57.0

Maricopa
Central

SR 30, TRES RIOS
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: CONSTRUCT NEW FENCING FOR NEW FREEWAY

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Troy Sieglitz
H687601R TIP#: 8892  

New Program Amount: $514,379,000

8-9

Program Amount: $512,889,000

Increase Budget.

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION

108  
Page 166 of 186

G0106
Stamp



JG1H

SR 30, TRES RIOS CONSTRUCT NEW FENCING FOR NEW FREEWAY

30 57.0Central

Troy Sieglitz     @    (602) 712-2211

H687601R

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Maricopa

2. Teleconference: No

13.8

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 4/30/2024

5/2/2024

Troy Sieglitz

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

1611 W Jackson St, ,  -  

PROJECT FUNDING VERIFIED BY PM

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
40208 $15,000 .

49918 $60,000 . .

8892 $56,944 SR 303L - SR 202L 
(SOUTH MOUNTAIN), 
PHASE I

.

8892 $10,000 SR 303L - SR 202L 
(SOUTH MOUNTAIN), 
PHASE I

.

OTHR10 $100 . .

8892 $66,944 SR 303L - SR 202L 
(SOUTH MOUNTAIN), 
PHASE I

.

8892 $52,100 SR 303L - SR 202L 
(SOUTH MOUNTAIN), 
PHASE I

.

49822 $27,976 . .

49922 $60,381 . .

8892 $32,532 SR 303L - SR 202L 
(SOUTH MOUNTAIN), 
PHASE I

49823 $42,451 .

49923 $4,108 .

49923 ($3,000) .

8892 $1,768 SR 303L - SR 202L 
(SOUTH MOUNTAIN), 
PHASE I

5.7pct RARF Match

8892 $36,239 SR 303L - SR 202L 
(SOUTH MOUNTAIN), 
PHASE I

100pct RARF

8892 $29,252 SR 303L - SR 202L 
(SOUTH MOUNTAIN), 
PHASE I

NHPP

49824 $15,264 . NHPP

49924 $3,907 . 100pct RARF

49924 $923 . 5.7pct RARF Match

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
3660-
24R

$1,490 . 100pct RARF

8892  16. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$512,889

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$1,490

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$514,379

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

09 Project Review Board (PRB) Request Form - Version 4.0
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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:

15. Fed Id #:

$512,889
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STAGE I

NO

NO24f. MATERIALS MEMO COMP:

24h. C&S CLEARANCE:

YES

NO24j. CUSTOMIZED SCHEDULE:

24e. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE:

24g. U&RR CLEARANCE: NO

NO24i. R/W CLEARANCE:

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Increase Budget.

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

The environmental decision document (Environmental Assessment) was approved on 11/06/2019 with a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) allowing for right-of-way acquisition to move forward for the SR 30, Tres Rios Freeway. Right-of-
Way acquisition and funding is programmed over several years. This request will add FY 2024 funding for continued right-of -
way acquisitions. Funds will be transferred from the advanced acquisitions subprogram.

Additional FY24 funding for right-of-way and utilities was updated and approved by the MAG Regional Council through a TIP 
Amendment in March 2024.

DOT 24-804
Right-of-Way: $1,350K
ICAP: $140K

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

CHANGE IN BUDGET

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024 t>Jlll 1\J>J>JtC)l1~1) 
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0000 @ MP YYV

Yavapai
Northcentral
FY 2024

CORNVILLE RD & TISSAW RD; CORNVILLE
Route & MP:

County:
District:

Schedule:

Project Name:
Type of Work: INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

Project Manager:
Project:

Requested Action:

Wesley Scatena
T048901C TIP#: 103284

New Program Amount: $2,723,000

8-10

Program Amount: $2,723,000

Defer Project to FY25

8. PPAC - PROJECT MODIFICATIONS AND NEW PROJECTS - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION
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LI1Q

CORNVILLE RD & TISSAW RD; CORNVILLE INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

0000 YYVNorthcentral

Wesley Scatena     @    (602) 712-8555

T048901C

6. Project Name:

11. County:9. District:

7. Type of Work:

4. Project Manager / Presenter:

Yavapai

2. Teleconference: No

0.0

10. Route:8. CPSID: 12. Beg MP: 13. TRACS #: 14. Len (Mi.):

1. PRB Meeting Date: 5/14/2024

5/21/2024

Wesley Scatena

3. Form Date / 5. Form By:

205 S 17th Ave, , E741 - 4983 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

?

CURRENTLY APPROVED:
19. BUDGET ITEMS:

Item # Amount Description Comments
103284 $2,723 .

CHANGE / REQUEST:
19A. BUDGET ITEMS:

10328416. Program Budget: 17. Program Item #:

STAGE III

18. Current Approved Program Budget:

$2,723

18a. (+/-) Program Budget Request:

$0

18b Total Program Budget After Request:

$2,723

20. JPA #'s: SIGNED: NO NOADV:

PRB Item #:

14 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:

24

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:

25

NO NO NO24a: PROJECT NAME: 24b. TYPE OF WORK:CHANGE IN:

15. Fed Id #:

YYV-0(216)T

25. DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

Defer Project to FY25

26. JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST

This project is being deferred to FY 25 to allow Yavapai County more time to prepare their bid package to meet federal 
requirements.
NACOG is amending their TIP to program funds for T048901C in FY25 through an administrative amendment. The 
Amendment letter was sent to ADOT from NACOG on April 30, 2024.

This amendment is in accordance with funding deadlines per the congressional earmark.  

These changes will appear in the FY25 - FY29 Five Year Program.

27. CONCERNS OF REQUEST

28. OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

24c. SCOPE: 24d. CURRENT STAGE:

24k. SCOPING DOCUMENT: NO

CHANGE IN FY

REQUESTED ACTIONS: APPROVED / RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

REQUEST APPROVED
SUBJECT TO PPAC APPROVAL - 5/31/2024

$2,723

t>Jlll 1\l1111lC)\1~1) 
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UPCOMING MEETINGS

Listed below are the regularly scheduled meetings of the Priority Planning Advisory Committee (PPAC). 
Times and dates are subject to change. The time, date, and instructions to access each meeting will be 
announced on the PPAC Meetings page when the agenda is distributed.

6/10/2024 Monday 12:00 PM

6/5/2024 Wednesday 10:00 AM 

7/2/2024 Tuesday 10:00 AM 

7/31/2024 Wednesday 10:00 AM 

9/4/2024 Wednesday 10:00 AM 

10/2/2024 Wednesday 10:00 AM 

10/30/2024 Wednesday 10:00 AM 

12/4/2024 Wednesday 10:00 AM 

ADJOURNMENT
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STATE ENGINEER’S REPORT
May 2024

The Status of Projects Under Construction report for May
2024 shows 95 projects under construction valued at
$2,150,40,183.98. The transportation board awarded 12 projects
during May valued at approximately $243.1 million.

During May, the Department finalized 11 projects valued at
$76,887,430.78. 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 63 projects. The total
cost of these 63 projects has exceeded the contractors bid amount
by 2.4%. Deducting incentive/bonus payments, revisions,
omissions and additional work paid for by others, fiscal year to
date reduces this percentage to 0.0%.
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MONTHLY CONSTRUCTION REPORT

May 2024

PROJECTS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 95

MONETARY VALUE OF CONTRACTS $2,150,407,183.98)

PAYMENTS MADE TO DATE $1,425,762,589.52)

STATE PROJECTS 72

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 23

OTHER

CONTRACTS EXECUTED IN MAY 2024 7

MONETARY AMOUNT OF CONTRACTS EXECUTED $17,684,307.98)
        

FIELD REPORTS SECTION

EXT. 7301
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No. of Contracts

63

State Estimate

Accumulative

Monetary Percent

2.4%

Prepared By:

Bid Amount Final Cost

$6,087,658.84$264,873,335.69

Accumulation to Date (FiscalYear 2024 ONLY)

$258,785,676.85$251,778,482.94

Checked By:

X7321               

Field Reports Unit, X7301

IRENE DEL CASTILLO, FR Manager

Field Reports, X7321

DocuSign Envelope ID: D137C77F-6EBC-46D1-96B4-FD57490D52FC

6/3/2024

For

6/3/2024
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Arizona Department of Transportation
Field Reports Section

May, 2024
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2024

Project Number Contractor Bid Amount Final Cost PercentMonetaryState Estimate
Location
District

015-A-(212)T   

H881201C

 Working Days:

NorthCent District

VIRGIN RIVER 
BRIDGES# 2, 4 & 5

345 = 260 + 25 + 37 + 1 + 18 + 2 + 2
Days Used: 345

Low Bid =       $595,914.35 or 10.31% over State Estimate

16.3 % $1,037,886.18$7,412,886.18

FISHER SAND & GRAVEL CO.
DBA SOUTHWEST ASPHALT
PAVING

$6,375,000.005,779,085.65

019-A-(232)T   

H893501C

 Working Days:

SouthCent District

TUBAC - WEST 
ARIVACA RD       

445 = 420 + 25
Days Used: 442

Low Bid =      ($2,404,173.66) or 12.22% under State Estimate

8.4 % $1,447,802.67$18,714,468.67

FISHER SAND & GRAVEL CO.
DBA SOUTHWEST ASPHALT
PAVING

$17,266,666.0019,670,839.66

089-B-(213)T   

HX24701C

 Working Days:

NorthWest District

SR 89 AT ROAD 1 
NORTH         

161 = 150 + 11
Days Used: 142

Low Bid =      ($13,748.68) or 1.59% under State Estimate

5.0 % $42,296.22$892,613.29

ASPHALT PAVING & SUPPLY,
INC. $850,317.07864,065.75

202-C-(207)T   

H887301C

 Working Days:

Central District

LINDSAY ROAD 
TRAFFIC 
INTERCHAN

620 = 380 + 73 + 167
Days Used: 620

Low Bid =      ($474,839.35) or 2.14% under State Estimate

5.1 % $1,112,203.84$22,781,175.24

HAYDON BUILDING CORP

$21,668,971.4022,143,810.75
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Arizona Department of Transportation
Field Reports Section

May, 2024
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2024

Project Number Contractor Bid Amount Final Cost PercentMonetaryState Estimate
Location
District

090-A-(208)T   

F035601C

 Working Days:

SouthCent District

KARTCHNER 
CAVERNS - CAMINO 
DE 

162 = 150 + 12
Days Used: 162

Low Bid =      ($119,579.80) or 4.36% under State Estimate

7.6 % $200,160.63$2,825,752.83

FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC.

$2,625,592.202,745,172.00

264-A-(222)T   

F040301C

 Working Days:

NorthEast District

MP 465 to NEW 
MEXICO State Lin

94 = 80 + 5 + 9
Days Used: 94

Low Bid =       $950,954.00 or 18.85% over State Estimate

15.6 % $933,235.54$6,928,735.54

SUNLAND ASPHALT &
CONSTRUCTION LLC $5,995,500.005,044,546.00

040-D-(243)T   

F040801C

 Working Days:

NorthCent District

SECOND MESA - 
JOSEPH CITY     

100
Days Used: 94

Low Bid =       $284,591.00 or 5.27% over State Estimate

5.2 % $295,944.66$5,982,539.66

FNF CONSTRUCTION, INC.

$5,686,595.005,402,004.00

A89-A-(211)T   

F040901C

 Working Days:

NorthWest District

GLASSFORD HILL RD
- COYOTE SPR

85
Days Used: 69

Low Bid =      ($211,563.20) or 20.54% under State Estimate

-12.5 %($102,572.06)$715,886.74

ASPHALT PAVING & SUPPLY,
INC. $818,458.801,030,022.00

 
Page 176 of 186



Arizona Department of Transportation
Field Reports Section

May, 2024
Completed Contracts Fiscal Year 2024

Project Number Contractor Bid Amount Final Cost PercentMonetaryState Estimate
Location
District

077-A-(220)T   

F040101C

 Working Days:

SouthCent District

SADDLEBROOKE 
BLVD - REDINGTON 

125 = 110 + 15
Days Used: 125

Low Bid =      ($52,419.50) or 1.15% under State Estimate

0.9 % $39,655.62$4,534,132.62

GRANITE CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY $4,494,477.004,546,896.50

PPN-0-(226)T   

T031001C

 Working Days:

SouthCent District

OVERFIELD RD & 
SIGNAL PEAK RD 

35
Days Used: 30

Low Bid =       $72,641.70 or 30.18% over State Estimate

-13.1 %($41,164.90)$272,148.10

HAWK CONTRACTING LLC

$313,313.00240,671.30

068-A-(208)T   

F040602C

 Working Days:

NorthWest District

Laughlin Bridge - W of 
Golden 

110
Days Used: 72

Low Bid =       $407,283.00 or 7.47% over State Estimate

-0.6 %($35,081.09)$5,827,091.91

PAVECO, INC.

$5,862,173.005,454,890.00
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 Monetary

($964,940.14)

May, 2024

 No. of Contracts  State Estimate  Bid Amount

$72,922,003.6111
 Totals

# of Projects: 11

 Final Cost

 Monetary
$4,930,367.31

$71,957,063.47 $76,887,430.78

Completed Contracts (FiscalYear 2024)
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Final Cost Summary FY 24

FINAL COST VS BID ADJUSTED
FISCAL YEAR 2024

 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-23 ($ 13,395,066)   ($ 506,929)               ($ -  )                 ($ -  )                    ($ 506,929)      ($ 16,548,940)     ($ 12,888,137)   -22.1%
Aug-23 ($ 26,439,742)   ($ 141,023)               ($ 7,685)             ($ -  )                    ($ 655,637)      ($ 29,251,431)     ($ 25,784,105)   -11.9%
Sep-23 ($ 43,835,967)   ($ 163,553)               ($ 56,494)           ($ -  )                    ($ 875,684)      ($ 46,977,564)     ($ 42,960,283)   -8.6%
Oct-23 ($ 60,444,968)   ($ 201,322)               ($ (4,647)            ($ -  )                    ($ 1,072,359)   ($ 57,667,418)     ($ 59,372,609)   3.0%
Nov-23 ($ 71,119,986)   ($ 188,078)               ($ 100,000)         ($ -  )                    ($ 1,360,437)   ($ 68,833,739)     ($ 69,759,548)   1.3%
Dec-23 ($ 81,462,305)   ($ 175,369)               ($ (10,303)          ($ -  )                    ($ 1,525,504)   ($ 79,797,152)     ($ 79,936,801)   0.2%
Jan-24 ($ 115,857,727) ($ 999,468)               ($ 98,065)           ($ 45,457)              ($ 2,668,493)   ($ 112,119,817)    ($ 113,189,233) 1.0%
Feb-24 ($ 137,522,421) ($ 1,280,854)            ($ 449,837)         ($ -  )                    ($ 4,399,185)   ($ 132,872,637)   ($ 133,123,237) 0.2%
Mar-24 ($ 142,414,179) ($ 30,542)                 ($ 49,916)           ($ -  )                    ($ 4,479,642)   ($ 142,366,696)   ($ 137,934,537) -3.1%
Apr-24 ($ 187,985,905) ($ 482,095)               ($ (13,217)          ($ -  )                    ($ 4,948,520)   ($ 186,828,613)   ($ 183,037,385) -2.0%

May-24 ($ 264,873,336) ($ 444,375)               ($ 623,058)         ($ -  )                    ($ 6,015,952)   ($ 258,785,677)   ($ 258,857,384) 0.0%
Jun-24 ($ 6,015,952)   ($ (6,015,952)   

($ 4,613,609)            ($ 1,356,886)      ($ 45,457)              ($ 6,015,952)   
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Page 1 of 2 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS 

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, JUNE 7, 2024, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.) 

TRACS NO 
PROJECT NO 
TERMINI 
LOCATION 

095 LA 054 F063201C 
095-B-NFA
SAN LUIS – YUMA – QUARTZSITE HIGHWAY (US 95) 
Castle Dome Mine Rd. - La Paz County Ln.

ROUTE NO. MILEPOST DISTRICT ITEM NO. 
US 95 54.0 to 67.0 SOUTHWEST 103823 

The amount programmed for this contract is $3,891,000.  The location and description of 
the proposed work are as follows: 

The proposed project is located in Yuma and La Paz Counties on US 95 between mileposts 
54.0 and 67.0, between Yuma and Quartzsite. The proposed work consists of removing the 
existing asphaltic concrete surface course by milling and replacing it with a hot-applied chip 
seal coat followed by micro-surfacing. The work also includes spot repair work by milling 
and replacing the existing asphaltic concrete surface, replacing pavement markings, and 
other related work. 

The time allowed for the completion of the work included in this contract will be 90 working 
days. 

The Arizona Department of Transportation, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252, 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000d to §§ 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. 

Contract documents, and other project documents, if applicable, are available as electronic 
files, at no charge, from the Department’s website through the ADOT Contracts and 
Specifications Group (https://azdot.gov/business/contracts-and-specifications/current-
advertisements). 

Documents will be available within one week following the advertisement for bids. 

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.   

 
Page 181 of 186

https://azdot.gov/business/contracts-and-specifications/current-advertisements
https://azdot.gov/business/contracts-and-specifications/current-advertisements


Page 2 of 2 

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 proposal will be accepted from any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in 
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03. 

Persons that require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability should 
contact ADOT’s Contracts and Specifications Office by phone (602) 712-7221. Requests 
should be made as early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the 
accommodation. 

Las personas que requieran asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma o 
discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto con ADOT (602) 712-7221. 

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. 

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. 

Iqbal Hossain, P.E. 
Group Manager 
Contracts & Specifications 

PROJECT ADVERTISED ON:  FEBRUARY 2, 2024 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS 
 

BID OPENING: FRIDAY, JUNE 7, 2024, AT 11:00 A.M. (M.S.T.) 
 
TRACS NO  303 MA 118 F047201C 
PROJECT NO  303-A-NFA 
TERMINI  BOB STUMP MEMORIAL PARKWAY (SR 303L) 
LOCATION  SR 303L & US 60 TI 
 
 

ROUTE NO.  MILEPOST  DISTRICT  ITEM NO. 
SR 303  118.55 to 119.27  CENTRAL  102792 

       
 
This project is being re-advertised. Firms that already obtained contract documents are 
instructed to destroy them as the contract documents have been revised. All bidders and 
subcontractors may download the revised project documents from the Contracts and 
Specifications Website.  Contractors that previously registered for the project are advised to 
register for the re-advertised project. 
 
It is the intent of the Department to recommend this project for award consideration at the 
Transportation Board meeting on Friday, June 21, 2024. 
 
The amount programmed for this contract is $4,390,000.  The location and description of 
the proposed work are as follows: 
 
The proposed project is located in Maricopa County within the City of Surprise on SR 303L 
from MP 118.55 to MP 119.27. The work consists of widening the Northbound SR 303L exit 
ramp to US 60 (Grand Avenue), mill and replace AC, mill and replace AR-ACFC, restriping 
the intersection of 163rd Avenue and US 60 to accommodate additional turn lanes, 
restriping US 60 to provide additional lanes, lighting, signing, pavement marking, and other 
related work. 
 
The time allowed for the completion of the work included in the Construction Phase of the 
contract will be 120 working days. 
 
The time allowed for the completion of the work included in the Landscape Establishment 
Phase of the contract will be 90 calendar 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 to §§ 2000d-4) and the 
Regulations, hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract 
entered into pursuant to this advertisement, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises will be 
afforded full and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be 
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discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in consideration for an 
award. 
 
Contract documents, and other project documents, if applicable, are available as electronic 
files, at no charge, from the Department’s website through the ADOT Contracts and 
Specifications Group (https://azdot.gov/business/contracts-and-specifications/current-
advertisements). 
 
Documents will be available within one week following the advertisement for bids. 
 
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 proposal will be accepted from any contractor who is not a duly licensed contractor in 
accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes 32-1101 through 32-1170.03. 
 
Persons that require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability should 
contact ADOT’s Contracts and Specifications Office by phone (602) 712-7221. Requests 
should be made as early as possible to ensure the State has an opportunity to address the 
accommodation. 
 
Las personas que requieran asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma o 
discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto con ADOT (602) 712-7221. 
 
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. 
 
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 
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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. 
 
 
 
 
Kirstin Huston, P.E. 
Group Manager 
Contracts & Specifications 
 
PROJECT ADVERTISED ON:  APRIL 25, 2024 
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