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Minutes of October 9, 2009, Meeting

Committee Members Public/Agencies
Charles Barclay, ADOT OES NRMG David Grandmaison, AZGFD
Carolyn Campbell, CSDD Mike Ingraldi, AZGFD
Mike Demlong, AZGFD Siobhan Nordhaugen, ADOT NRMG
Rick Ellis, Pima County, Chair Geoffrey Soroka, SWCA
Trevor Hare, Sky Island Alliance Ray Schweinsburg, AZGFD
Chris McVie, Tucson Audubon Society
Janine Spencer, Town of Marana Staff
Phil Trenary, Town of Oro Valley Jim DeGrood

Steve Matthews

Joan Reedy

Teresa Ruiz

1. Call to Order and Introductions

The meeting was called to order by Rick Ellis at 9:03 a.m. Introductions were made. A
welcome was extended to new representatives Mike Demlong and Trevor Hare.

2. Approval of Minutes of Sept. 11, 2009

Motion was made by Phil Trenary to approve the minutes of the Sept. 11, 2009,
meeting, seconded by Mike Demlong, and unanimously approved.

3. In-Kind Contribution Form
An in-kind form was routed for member participation.
5. Focus of Wildlife Linkages Funding

The “RTA Wildlife Linkage Guidelines for Projected Funding Allocation” document as
revised and discussed at last month’s meeting was sent to the membership. The

document is a description of the funds and the direction where they would go. Mr. Ellis

said we as a group want to maintain the broad ranges and flexibility.

HANDOUT: RTA Wildlife Linkage, Guidelines for Projected Funding Allocation (revised)



6. Updates and Announcements

Mr. Ellis reported that he attended a meeting with Ms. Nordhaugen, Mr. DeGrood, and Ms.
Ruiz to talk strategy for moving forward with SR 77. It is anticipated that presentations
concerning SR 77 will be to the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Subcommittee,
Transportation Planning Committee (TPC), Management Committee, Regional Council and
RTA Board, before the end of the year. Mr. Ellis noted there is a hierarchy in moving
projects through these committees. Ms. Nordhaugen voiced concern about meeting
cancellations, and being able to meet the ADOT design schedule, which will start after the
New Year. Mr. DeGrood said that if that happens, he would ask the TIP Subcommittee to
schedule a special meeting and identify the need.

Mr. DeGrood said the main thing the TIP Subcommittee is concerned with is whether the
projects are in line with the funding available, such as, are funds sufficient to cover costs
over the three years, in what fiscal year these dollars are needed and if/when there
construction dollars. That is something that could be worked out in the TIP process later
on. What will raise an issue with this particular project is the magnitude of the costs
relative to our overarching objectives. That is the reason the Working Group needs to
address how we are going to allocate the money in the Wildlife Linkages category by
determining the aims and objectives of the funding.

Mr. DeGrood referenced the TIP application request for funding out of the Wildlife
Linkages category. Annually, jurisdictions are asked to come with their projects and every
year all applications for projects are reviewed comparatively, and recommendations are
made for the five-year program. Even though the wildlife projects are different from the
other jurisdictional requests since they require research, study and testing before they are
brought forward. Mr. DeGrood emphasized that it is his goal to get this Working Group on
this annual cycle program and advocated that the group begin next year. By following
that discipline, all of the projects and categories end up being compared, being brought
out for overall public transparency, in one document. The public can see what is being
proposed and budgeted for the next five years.

The Working Group discussed the proposed Ecoduct which is new in southern Arizona;
however, this type of structure has been built in other places including northern Arizona.
Ms. Nordhaugen said she has met with the project manager and the bridge group. The
bridge group does not like and will not accept the arch over the road with a precast
structure. Mr. DeGrood said the RTA is concerned with the overall objective of a span of
the appropriate length for the ultimate need, so that the project does not need to be
redone if the road is again widened.

When ADOT designs the SR 77 widening project, the engineers will be made to go
through a bridge selection report and redo what Ms. Nordhaugen has been doing with the
bridge structures group. Mr. DeGrood said he is confident all will be fine, regardless of
what the bridge is made of. If ADOT wants a structure they prefer to use, and they are
willing to pay the difference, that is their prerogative. We just need a commitment. Mr.
Demlong said he doesn’t care what it's made of; the important thing is that it meets the
biological requirements of the animals using it.

Mr. Ellis said in order to be where the rest of the working groups are going, Wildlife needs
to get on the TIP cycle and review proposals annually, rather than on a case-by-case basis.
Mr. DeGrood said we have been working in an environment where, if it has merit, we fund



