MINUTES OF THE
STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
SPECIAL BOARD MEETING
1:00 P.M., Tuesday, August 2, 2005
Arizona Department of Transportaticn (ADOT)
State Transportation Board Room, Room 147
206 South 17" Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

The State Transportation Board met in official session for a Special Board meeting at 1:00 p.m., Tuesday,
August 2, 2005, with Chairman Dallas Gant presiding. Other Board members present included: Delbert
Householder, Joe Lane, Jim Martin, Bob Montoya and Si Schorr. Dick Hileman was absent, Also present were
Director Victor Mendez; David Jankofsky, Deputy Director; Dan Lance; John McGee, Chief Financial Officer,
Administrative Services Division; Dale Buskirk, Director, Planming Division; Jim Dickey and Barclay Dick,
Division Director, Aeronautics Division.

PLEDGE
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chairman Dallas Gant.

Recommended Reprogramming of projects from FY 05 to FY 06. These are
projects that were unable to be advertised in FY 05 and therefore need to be
programmed in FY 061 m order to preserve project fundmg (D'l e Buskirk)
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Board Action: A motion to approve the above recommendation was made by Mr. Mamn seconded by

Mr. Lane and passed unanimously.
Adjournment

Board Action: A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Martin, seconded by Mr. Montoya and passed
unanimously.

The meeting adjourned at 1:05 p.m.
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MINUTES OF THE
STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
STUDY SESSION
1:05 P.M., Tuesday, August 2, 2005
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
State Transportation Board Room, Room 147
206 South 17" Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

The State Transportation Board met in official session for a Study Session at 1:05 p.m., Tuesday,
August 2, 2005, with Chairman Dallas Gant presiding, Other Board members present included:
Delbert Householder, Joe Lane, Jim Martin, Bob Montoya and Si Schorr. Dick Hileman was
absent. Also present were Director Victor Mendez; David Jankofsky, Deputy Director; Dan
Lance; John McGee, Chief Financial Officer, Administrative Services Division; Dale Buskirk,
Director, Planning Division; Jim Dickey; Barclay Dick, Division Director, Aeronautics Division;
Arnold Burnham, Transportation Planning Division; Mike Andazola, Project Manager; Troy
Sieglitz, Consultant; Andy Smith; Dianne Kresich; Sam Chavez; Greg Kiely and Scott Friedson.

PLEDGE AND OPENING REMARKS
The Study Session immediately followed a Special Board meeting.

CALL TO AUDIENCE

Eric Anderson, Transportation Director, MAG
Mr. Anderson thanked the Board for their support of Proposition 400 in Maricopa County and
asked for further consideration of State Route 801, the [-10 reliever.

Janet Annyome, Secretary, Transportation Committee, Beaver Creek Community Plan

The speaker thanked the Board for reconsidering the deletion of funds for the reconstruction of
the McGuireville Traffic Interchange. The communities she’s representing would like to see the
$900,000 posted on the June agenda for the purchase of right of way and exit reinstated on the
five year plan. She stated that the McGuireville Traffic Interchange reconstruct was an important
part of the 1992 community plan. That plan was readapted by Yavapai County in its 2003
general plan. She stated that they are currently revising their plan, and it is still the number one
transportation goal for the region. In the year 2000, environmental assessments were completed
and the information was presented to the community and the preferred alternative was agreed on
by all parties. The no action alternative was eliminated because it would not meet projected
requirements or correct deficiencies identified in the criteria. If the Board does not feel it does
not have enough information to reinstate and refund the McGuireville TI at the next meeting, the
Beaver Creek Transportation Committee would like to be on the next study session agenda to
provide a presentation.

Scott Nodes, Traffic Engineer, City of Goodyear
Mr. Nodes spoke in support of the designation that State Route 801 be included in the state
highway system.

I-17 McGuireville TI

Mr. Amold Burtham discussed the history of the McGuireville T1 and how it was put into the
program. The location of the McGuireville TI is at mile post 293 between the lower Verde
Valley interchange and the following exit is the Sedona exit. In 1999-2003, to design the



program for 2001 for $900,000 a right of way was put in the year 2002 for $1 million. In the
2000-2004 program of construction it was programmed at that time and in fiscal year 2004, $8.5
million. The 2001-2005 program, construction was moved to fiscal year 2005 and it remained
the same amount and in the 2000-2006 program, there were no changes. In the 2003-2007
program, the right of way was carried for $900,000 and to move forward. Construction was
increased to $13.1 million and was moved into fiscal year 2007. In the 2004-2008 program, the
right of way was carried over and in 2005-2009 the right of way was carried over but the project
was deleted at the February 18, 2005, meeting in Holbrook. There is $900,000 for the right of
way and no major construction money in at this time for the program. There is a possibility of
using hazard elimination money. The project does not qualify for HES funding.

Bob Flan, Vice President, Property Owners Association

Mr. Flan wondered if under the Hazard Elimination and Safety funding whether local road for
services has influence on that designation for funding, This is the local road for gas, groceries,
medicine and does that come under the safety requirements? (It was noted that all they look at
are the number of accidents, frequency, etc...)

Mr. Mike Andazola presented the existing conditions and various design options being reviewed
for the McGuireville TI. Board members reviewed a visual presentation of the ramps while Mr.
Andazola explained traffic acceleration and deceleration lanes. Ramp costs were shared.
Alternate designs were included in Board packets. 2002 usage numbers were reported for each
ramp and 2025 projections indicate 104,000 vehicles per day on the 1-17 main line and usage
number projections per ramp were shared. The projection for the ultimate design is 2005. Cost
comparisons to other TI projects were discussed.

Interim improvements to the ramps have been developed and can be prioritized. It is the
consensus of the board to explore the possibility of programming those interim improvements as
part of the annual five year construction program update.

Corridor Definition Studies

Mr. Dale Buskirk reported that the corridor definition studies are being done as a response to a
legislative mandate and that the studies are on the fast track with an attempt to present to the
Board in November. Andy Smith and Dianne Kresich are the project managers and presented a
status report including an overview of the purpose, a needs analysis, preliminary findings,
feasibility analysis and preliminary recommendations. A map was shared and identified was the
Southeast Maricopa Northern Pinal County Transportation Study which identified a variety of
transportation improvements. This was taken a step further and included additional areas. Based
on House Bill 2456, another approach was taken to further the Southeast Area Study looking at
corridors. Throughout the study process, work will not be done that is not needed. Each study is
guided by a technical advisory committee comprised of representatives of local, state and federal
agencies. To date, there have been six open houses, state open meetings, focus meetings and
consultations. The first task was an inventory of current conditions in the study areas in terms of
populiation, employment and current traffic and a forecast of future conditions. Jurisdiction plans
were reviewed, Several concepts were reviewed as potential corridors, looking for general
location for what is needed, a parkway in Apache Junction for example. The Arizona
Department of Transportation will work with local jurisdictions on their planning studies. The
purpose of the feasibility is to identify opportunities and constraints for corridors and locations,
Feasibility components include engineering, environmental, socio-economic land use,
community concerns, costs and right of way. Community concerns will be addressed in the next
round of public participation. A number of recommended corridors involved state land



departments at a technical level throughout the study process to ensure consistency. Right of way
preservation and access management are crucial and further studies will be needed. Support
from Pinal County and the local jurisdictions were received for US 60 re-route and the north
south corridor. Preliminary recommendations include new corridors and opportunities to
upgrade the existing state highway system when and where warranted. There is public and
agency support for the preliminary recommendations. Open houses, focus groups and meetings
with elected officials are scheduled. The final report will be presented in November

SR 801 Recommendation

Mr., Andy Smith referenced the population growth and that the southwest portion of the valley is
having mobility issues as I-10 is the only east west limited access facility from I-17 out of
Maricopa County. Mr. Smith provided a summary of the previous studies, benefits of a new
limited access facility and outlined the statewide significance of a new limited access facility and
described the general corridor location. In 2003, MAG concluded a Southwest Area
Transportation Study that was in support of their regional transportation plan. It was one of the
first identifications of a need for an east west facility. The study was incorporated into MAG’s
Regional Transportation Plan, The Plan identified a variety of projects that added capacity with a
limited capacity to widen I-10 being a major issue. MAG looked at a sales tax extension. An
additional facility would improve the mobility on the local arterial network and would improve I-
10. Based on Board policy #35 State Highway System Priorities Policy, it states in part, to
connect Arizona’s regions and population centers by an efficient network of highways and to
connect major population centers and through routes within urban areas with high volume routes
that increase mobility of people and goods, A map indicating the general location of SR 801 was
shared. Based on Board policy #5, connectivity and mobility regionally and statewide, projected
volumes and limited capability to widen the existing [-10 and improve economic generators; it is
recommended that SR 801 be added to the State Highway system. The funding process for the
project, as a State Route, was discussed.

PTD (Public Transportation Division) Issues

Mr. Jim Dickey discussed four mandatory programs. The Public Transportation Division
administers the Federal Transit Administration programs required by federal statute, provides
technical assistance to local transit agencies and governments, coordinates and funds transit and
rail planning effoits, sets and monitors light rail safety and policy and ensures a multi-modal
approach to problems. The four areas of the Division were reviewed as well as the amount of
funds the Division administered which totaled $13.5 million. The Rural Transit Program (FTA
Section 5311) focus is to award funding to municipalities with populations of less than 50,000; to
provide technical assistance, program oversight and Federal Transit Administration-State
compliance to fund recipients; {o enhance access for people in rural communities to health care,
shopping, education and employment services; to facilitate the most efficient use of federal funds
and promote safe and reliable public transportation. The services provided include technical
assistance to develop 3-year transit plans; training through RTAP Funds, marketing, technical
assistance to elected officials, consultant assistance to improve coordination of transit services,
support of intra-city bus service and procurement process direction. A view of all 16 transit
systems was shared, serving 39 communities and three Native American Tribes. The FTA
formula funding, total funding and funding by category for "05-06 was shared, The Elderly and
Disabled Transit Program (FTA Section 5310) focus is primarily capital support of programs,
For many rural communities, this is the only transit service available. Services provided inciude
specify and procure vehicles for qualified agencies; technical expertise on operations and
equipment and operator training through RTAP Funds. A map indicating 150 agencies, serving
75 communities was shared, Funding for the program is on the steady rise. Additional federal



funds are expected. Awards being made this year by district were reported on slides. Arizona
Rides, a new state program, is Arizona’s response to President Bush’s executive order in 2004
termed “United We Ride”. It’s an effort to coordinate the human services transportation. The
Governor’s executive order for the creation of Arizona Rides Council placed ADOT in a key role
serving as Chair. The charge of this initiative is to conduct a statewide assessment and inventory
of what programs are providing transportation or funding for transportation. Parallel to the
statewide effort are the selection of agencies to look at coordination of transportation needs and
the MAG region approved an additional study to help the overall effort and to do an inventory
assessment and another pilot study similar to the Pinal County region. ADOT is involved with
the safety and security of the light rail. The rules, legislation, minimum requirements and
schedule were discussed. The Federal Transit Administration created State Safety Oversight
(SSO) Rule or Part 659 in part in response to Congressional concern regarding catastrophic
accidents and security incidents on rail systems. Oversight agencies are created to address safety
and security requirements for Fixed Guideway Rail System providing passenger services. The
primary responsibility of the Governor is to designate an Oversight Agency to oversee the safety
of the rail transit systems operating. The first function of the State Safety Oversight is to develop
a system safety program standard, the guidelines, In return, Valley Metro Rail develops their
System Safety Program Plan that has to meet the requirements of the guidelines or the standards.
There is a review and approval process. Accident reports are required as well as on-site safety
reviews and more. Examples of SSO safety issues were shared. Dovetail Consulting, Inc was
hired and responsibilities include identify general requirements, develop project requirements,
provide ongoing technical assistance, manage meetings, identify reporting requirements and
checklists. The implementation plan was reviewed and progress to date was reported. SSO
expectations include open communication and coordination, notification of all rail-related
incidents regardless of thresholds, assist in all safety and security exercises related to rail and act
as a resource for data, direction and coordination on mobility issues.

Board Action: A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Lane, seconded by Mr. Martin and
passed unanimously.
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State Transportatioff Board
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