MINUTES OF THE
STATE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
STUDY SESSION
10:00 a.m., Monday, November 5, 2007
Joel D. Valdez Main Library
Lower Level Meeting Room
101 N. Stone Ave.
Tucson, Arizona 85701

The State Transportation Board met in official session for a Study Session at 10:04 a.m., Monday,
November 5, 2007, with Chairman Joe Lane presiding. Other Board members present included:
Bobbie Lundstrom, Si Schorr, Felipe Zubia and Bill Feldmeier via telephone conference. Delbert
Householder and Bob Montoya were absent. Also present were Director Victor Mendez, Richard
Travis, John Schlosser and Ron Aschenbach. There were approximately 60 people in the audience.

OPENING REMARKS AND PLEDGE
Chairman Joe Lane welcomed the audience and led them in the Pledge of Allegiance.

I-16 Bypass Study

Mr. Buskirk gave a presentation to the Board regarding the study. The study area is a route going
around the Metropolitan Phoenix and Metropolitan Tucson areas. In response to the State
Transportation Board’s request, a scope of work was put together and a series of stakeholder
interviews were held  Four public meetings were held to solicit input. A technical Advisory
Committee was formed to represent the region and the state. The Committee is charged with keeping
their respective regional planning entities informed of the study progress, to review the study as it
progressed and provide comments, The purpose of the study is to make a preliminary assessment of
the need for and feasibility of a new transportation corridor that would provide an alternative to I-10.
A statement of project purpose and need were developed. The purpose is to provide an additional
high-capacity transportation corridor to accommodate travel across southern and central Arizona.
Need is measured by: relieve traffic congestion on 1-10; provide shorter, faster route; provide
alternative route; serve expected population growth and context sensitive to environmental and social
elements. A map was shown that identified the number of environmental constraints as well as initial
potential corridors. After the stakeholder interview process and public participation process, a refined
corridor alternatives map was developed. Major constraints were identified and compared to the
refined corridor alternatives. A field survey was undertaken and further adjustments were made. The
corridor could be as long as 250 miles; therefore, it was divided into two segments, a western segment
and an eastern segment. The west segment comparative routes were shown. There are two existing
state highways that serve as a limited bypass function, SR 85 and I-8. ADOT is in the process of
taking SR 85 to a four-lane divided roadway. MAG has done a significant amount of long-range
planning in the Sun Corridor area. Significant development is expected in this area. Context sensitive
issues include the wildlife cormridor (Sonoran Desert National Monument to Sierra Estrelia
Wilderness), near Sonoran Desert National Monument and entitled lands in cities of Goodyear,
Maricopa and Casa Grande. The east segment comparative routes were shown on a map. There are
no existing roadways that could serve as a functional bypass. A number of alternative corridors for the
I-10 bypass were identified and include Route 1, Route 2, Route 3 and Route 4. Route 4 has been
studied by the Pima Association of Governments and could serve significant regional travel. Needs
assessment were compiled and shared and include relieve traffic on [-10, provide shorter, faster route,
provide alternative route and serve expected growth in Sun Corridor. Context sensitive corridor issues
were identified and include Routes 1, 2 and 3 proximity to many protected and environmentally



sensitive lands, particularly in the San Pedro Valley and Aravaipa Valley and Route 4 proximity to
several protected and environmentally sensitive lands, particularly in Avra Valley. There has been due
diligence in identifying the environmentally sensitive lands and the sensitive land use areas.
Preliminary findings include issues related to need including congestion in metropolitan Phoenix and
Tucson areas, anticipated high growth in Sun Corridor and absence of alternative route, particularly
the east segment. Issues related to feasibility with several alternative corridors include no
encroachment into protected lands, identified routes appear {0 be constructible, preservation near
“entitled” lands is needed, strong stakeholder and public opposition to corridors in San Pedro Valley,
cost range of $6-$8 billion for 250 miles and no funding source currently available. Because the
bypass of I-10 has statewide and regional planning implications, presentations of preliminary findings
to appropriate committees are being held. In the first round, four meetings were held; it is
recommended that six meetings be held in the second round and include Buckeye, Casa Grande,
Tucson, Benson, Willcox and Safford.

An audience member asked where the future meeting notices will be announced. It was stated that the
next steps are to schedule the six public meetings as described earlier. They will be appropriately
advertised. The date, time and location will be posted on the web site devoted to this study.

Mr. Schorr asked if this presentation was available to the public. In reply, yes, it has been posted on
the ADOT web site.

Mr. Schorr asked if there are copies available to the public right now. In reply, no, there are no hard
copies available. It is available on the web site. The web site is www.azdot.gov.

Mr. Schorr suggested that regarding Route 4, another meeting will need to be scheduled in Avra
Valley or Marana to accommodate people affected by that particular route.

Mr. Schorr stated that he understands we cannot take action at this meeting. The purpose of this
meeting 1s to receive the report, make comments and ask questions. He asked if the Tucson segment is
the only segment that does not have an alternate route. In reply, the answer was yes.

Mr. Schorr said the study needs o be vetted with the public. The intent is to see if we can’t reach
fruition with the study in January. Action would then determine if it is feasible to have a more
thorough study of the alternatives. In reply, that is correct; this preliminary study was to examine an I-
10 bypass to see if additional study was warranted. A number of issues have been identified that
warrant a more detailed analysis in the future.

Mr. Schorr stated that the preliminary findings do not mention the previous truck studies, trade
corridor studies, that have been performed on the I-10 corridor. In reply, they were taken into account.
An eight state coalition did an I-10 Trade Corridor Study; Arizona was a participant. Mr. Schorr
stated that one of those findings was the need for an alternate route to accommodate the growth in
truck fraffic and the growth is predicted to be twice the growth rate of car traffic. In reply, that is
correct. A high percentage of the traffic on I-10 is truck traffic and that percentage is expected to

ncrease.

Mr. Schorr said that in the presentation with respect to prospective traffic growth, they did not take
into account the growth that would be generated internally, for example, a citizen traveling to and

from their job.



Mr. Schorr said that you cannot compare a truck to a car for the purpose of space occupied on the
system and maintenance. One truck is equivalent to eight to twelve cars on the road. And trucks
cause damage to pavement at a rate of approximately one truck to 9,600 private vehicles.

Mr. Schorr said that we will have a public hearing in Qro Valley on December 21 and in Casa Grande
on January 18. This item will probably be on the agenda. He continued stating that generally ADOT
has been criticized for not doing advanced planning. That is being changed and has been changed for
awhile. This study is an effort to get ahead of the curve.

In reply to a question by Mr. Schorr, Mr. Buskirk said that the purpose of the study was to assess the
need for feasibility of alternative corridors for I-10. It does not get into the design; however the I-10
bypass would be a limited access highway. There are only very specific and well defined points at
which one can enter or depart from the roadway. The spacing of those access points is very important.
There are a number of design features that can be employed that blend the roadway to a better
integration into its surrounding environment limiting the impact of that roadway on the surrounding

environment.
Mr. Schorr stated that he is looking at the core route and determining from the report what the savings
in miles and time would be. He suggested that at the next meeting we prepare a schedule matrix to

show specifics at a glance. In reply, those statistics were for planning purposes only. Mr. Schorr feels
the statistics do not take into account the truck traffic.

Mr. Buskirk suggested a seventh public meeting take place in Marana.

ADJOURN

The study session was adjourned at 11:00 a.m.
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BIDS OPENED: QOctober 26

HIGHWAY: YUMA-CASA GRANDE HIGHWAY (I-8)
SECTION: Adonde Road — Mohawk Canal
COUNTY: Yuma

ROUTE NO.: I-8

PROJECT: IM-008-A(201)A 008 YU 029 H624001C
FUNDING: 94%, Federal 6% State

LOW BIDDER: FNF Construction, Inc.

AMOUNT: $ §,110,296.47

STATE AMOUNT: $ 8,920,405.00

§ UNDER: $ 810,108.53

% UNDER: 9.1%

NO. BIDDERS: 7

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

Non-Interstate Federal-Aid (“A” “B”) projects do not need FHWA concurrence, but must comply with
DBE regulations; other projects are subject to FHWA and/or local government concurrence and
compliance with DBE regulations)

Board Action:

BIDS OPENED: October 5

HIGHWAY: PRESCOTT-FLAGSTAFF HIGHWAY (SR 8%A)
SECTION: Cement Plant Road-Black Hills Drive

COUNTY: Yavapai

ROUTE NO.: SR 89A

PROJECT: AC-STP-A89-A(002)A 089A YV 349 H412901C
FUNDING: 94% Federal 6% State

LOW BIDDER: S.J. Louis Construction, Inc.

AMOUNT: $  10,114,376.67

STATE AMOUNT: $ 11,972,346.00

$ UNDER: b 1,857,969.33

% UNDER: 15.5%

NO. BIDDERS: 8

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

A motion to approve the above recommendation was made by Mr. Feldmeier,
seconded by Mr. Householder and passed unanimously. Mr. Schorr recused
himself from this Item.

BIDS OPENED: October 19

HIGHWAY: WICKENBURG-KINGMAN HIGHWAY (US 93)
SECTION: Wickenburg Bypass

COUNTY: Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: US 93

PROJECT: NH-093-B(008)B 093 MA 198 H582501C

FUNDING: 92% Federal 8% State



Board Action:

Board Action:

LOW BIDDER: Markham Contracting Co., Inc.

AMOUNT: $  26,970,653.01
STATE AMOUNT: $ 25,473,900.00
$ OVER: i) 1,496,753.01
% OVER: 5.9%
NO. BIDDERS: O

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

BIDS OPENED: October 5

HIGHWAY: VARIQUS REGIONAL FREEWAYS
SECTION: I-10, SR 101L, SR 202L

COUNTY: Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: I-10, SR 101L, SR 202L

PROJECT: 888-A(202)B 888 MA 000 H701301C
FUNDING: 94% Federal 6% State

LOW BIDDER: Royden Construction Co.

AMOUNT: $ 1,117,092.00

STATE AMOUNT: S 1,618,846.00

$ UNDER: S 501,754.00

% UNDER: 31.0%

NO. BIDDERS: 3

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

A motion to approve the above recommendation was made by Mr, Zubia,
seconded by Mr. Feldmeier and passed unanimously. Mr. Schorr recused
himself from this Item.

BIDS OPENED: October 26

HIGHWAY: CITY OF GOODYEAR

SECTION: Goodyear Traffic Operations Center
COUNTY: Maricopa

ROUTE NO.: N/A

PROJECT: CM-GDY-0(010)X 0000 MA GDY 5S554501C
FUNDING: 94% Federal 6% City of Goodyear

LOW BIDDER: ITS Engineers and Constructors of Utah Inc.
AMOUNT: $ 523,500.00

STATE AMOUNT: $ 473,000.00

$ OVER: § 50,500.00

% OVER: 10.7%

NO. BIDDERS: 4

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

A motion to approve the above recommendation was made by Mr. Schorr,
seconded by Mr. Zubia and passed unanimously.



Non-Interstate Non-Federal Aid

Board Action:

Board Action:

BIDS OPENED: October 5

HIGHWAY: WILLIAMS-GRAND CANYON-CAMERON
HIGHWAY (SR 64)

SECTION: Milepost 187.92 to Milepost 189.39

COUNTY: Coconino

ROUTE NO.: SR 64

PROJECT: 064-A-NFA 064 CN 187 H681301C

FUNDING: 100%

LOW BIDDER: Haydon Building Corp.

AMOUNT: $ 2,238,566.73

STATE AMOUNT: b 1,984,250.00

$ OVER: hS 254,316.73

% OVER: 12.8%

NO. BIDDERS: 7

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

A motion to approve the above recommendation was made by Mr. Schorr,
seconded by Mr. Householder and passed unanimously.

BIDS OPENED: October 26

HIGHWAY: COTTONWOOD-CAMP VERDE-MOGOLLON RIM
HIGHWAY (SR 260)

SECTION: Western Drive — Thousand Trails

COUNTY: Yavapai

ROUTE NO.: SR 260

PROJECT: 032-6-NFA 260 YV 208 H386802C

FUNDING: 100% State

LOW BIDDER: Ames Construction, Inc.

AMOUNT: $  14,238,190.00

STATE AMOUNT: $  17,497,600.00

$ UNDER: $ 3,259,410.00

% UNDER: 18.6%

NO. BIDDERS: 8

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

A motion to approve the above recommendation was made by Mr. Householder,
seconded by Mr. Feldmeier and passed unanimously. Mr. Schorr recused
himself from this Item,

BIDS OPENED: October 5

HIGHWAY: STATE HIGHWAY — MARICOPA ROAD (SR 347)
SECTION: SR 347 — Maricopa Road — Casa Grande Highway
COUNTY: Pinal

ROUTE NO.: SR 347



PROJECT: S5-347-A-502 347 PN 173 HX17601C
FUNDING: 28% State 72% City of Maricopa
LOW BIDDER: AJP Electric, Inc.

AMOUNT: $ 157,691.00

STATE AMOUNT: $ 160,399.00

$ UNDER: $ 2,708.00

% UNDER: 1.7%

NO. BIDDERS: 6

RECOMMENDATION: AWARD

PRIORITY PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PPAC)

SUBJECT:

PRIORITY PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING (PPAC)

FY 2008-2012 Transportation Facilities Construction

ROUTE NO: SR 85 @ MP 53

COUNTY: Pima

SCHEDULE: FY 2008

SECTION: Lukeville Port of Entry Modifications

TYPE OF WORK: Remove median and add two lanes for POE.

PROGRAM AMOUNT: 3§ 1,500,000

PROJECT MANAGER: Rudulfo Perez

PROJECT: H745001C

REQUESTED Establish a new construction project in the FY 2008

ACTION: Highway Construction Program. Funds are
available from the FY 2008 Statewide Contigency
Fund #72308. The remaining cost of this project
will be financed with private funds.

NEW PROGRAM AMOUNT: $1,500,000

Board Action: A motion to approve the above recommendation upon contingent that private

funds are contributed was made by Mr. Feldmeier, seconded by Mr.
Householder and passed unanimously.

COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS
Board Members had the opportunity to suggest items they would like to have placed on future Board
Meeting Agendas. There were no suggestions.

Board policy regarding placement of items on Board Meeting and Study Session Agendas

Mr. Feldmeier moved to go into Executive Session to obtain legal
advice. The motion was seconded by Mr. Householder and passed
unanimously.

Board Action:



Attorney’s advice was received and Itemn 44 was taken care of. A sealed cassette recording exists of
the Executive Session held for Item 44.

CONSENT AGENDA

Board Action: A motion to approve the Consent Agenda was made by Mr. Zubia, seconded by
Mr. Feldmeier and passed unanimously.

ADJOURN

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

The meeting adjourned at 11:57 a.m.
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*Denotes items approved in the consent agenda



