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MEETING SUMMARY NOTES 
 

Date Produced: February 27, 2009 
Meeting: Tribal Communities Common Interest Group Workshop 
Date: February 26, 2009; 7:30 AM – 11 AM 
Location: Radisson Phoenix City Center; 3600 N. 2nd Avenue, Phoenix 
Purpose: Gather input from tribal communities on the three transportation 

scenarios. 
 

Participants 
See attached roster 
 
The following meeting summary notes are intended to be a summary of the discussions at the meeting. 
Any changes or corrections to the meeting summary notes must be received by the author within ten 
days. After that date, they will be final. 
 
Welcome and Opening Remarks 
Jennifer Toth, ADOT Project Manager called the meeting together at approximately 
8:30 a.m. and thanked the participants for attending.  Don Sneed, ADOT Tribal Liason, 
Kenneth Poocha, Arizona Commission of Indian Affairs, followed Jennifer’s introduction 
with opening remarks.  A presentation was given by the project’s Planning Management 
Consultant John McNamara.   
 
Overview of Scenarios 

Scenario A - Personal Vehicle Mobility  

This scenario assumes a continuation of the existing approach of 
focusing on transportation solutions (primarily roadways) that assume 
people will continue to choose to drive their cars as their primary 
mode of transportation. However, the scenario assumes that 
automobile technology will continue to advance and that more high-
fuel-efficiency vehicles such as hybrids, etc. will be more prominent 
than today.  This scenario also includes significantly more transit than 
is currently available today. 
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Scenario B - Transit Mobility  

This scenario shifts the focus from personal vehicles to a heavier 
emphasis on public transit, walking, and bicycling for regular daily trips 
in response to increased cost of owning and operating personal 
vehicles (fuel, insurance, and vehicle maintenance costs) and 
socioeconomic trends such as an aging population, environmental 
considerations, and a desire for a wider range of transportation 
choices. 

Scenario C – Focused Growth 

This scenario envisions a change in community development patterns 
toward more compact instead of spread-out development. It shifts the 
focus from personal vehicles only to transportation improvements 
emphasize local travel using transit, bicycling, and walking. This 
scenario responds to a growing trend toward a non-auto-dependent 
lifestyle that encourages a mix of land uses close to one another. 

 
Small Group Discussions 
Following the presentation the participants were asked to divide into three small groups 
to discuss the three scenarios.  John McNamara; Dianne Kresich (ADOT); and Peggy 
Fiandaca (Public Involvement Management Consultant) lead the groups in their 
discussions. The following is a summary of all three small group discussions.  
 
Scenario A: 
 
Group 1 

• There is a shift in Arizona towards transit, but we will always need personal 
vehicle mobility in Arizona. A lot of new population in Arizona will be used 
to transit.   

• Parker, AZ will always rely on personal mobility. How will I-10 connect to I-
40? There is a problem with truckers using roads in CRIT to avoid 
checkpoints. Transportation issues in Arizona are not unlike those in 
California, on the other side of the Colorado River.  

• There needs to be communication with tribes from Arizona and surrounding 
states and involvement from them early in the process. 

• Arizona cities and towns were not prepared for the population growth over 
the past few decades creating a strain on existing roads. This makes it difficult 
to accommodate the large population today. We need to be prepared for 
the expected growth.  

• There have been discussions of creating a Tribal COG. 
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• Maricopa County does not consider the impact of its decisions on the GRIC.  
It increase the speed limit on 51st Avenue without taking into consideration 
the impact on the community.  

• There is no tax base on reservation lands. Transportation funding needs to 
come from other sources.  

• This study shouldn’t commit the State of Arizona to extend SR 77 past 
where it currently ends. It cannot be called a State Route on tribal land.  

• Piñon should be shown on the map because it is developing as a commercial 
center.  

• The BIA has lower standards for construction of roads, which should be 
taken into consideration before ADOT takes over a BIA road. 

• Tribal communities may not want to developed/improved roadways on their 
land. Improved roadways will create higher traffic volumes and development. 
Simply showing these roads on a map may upset some communities. Affected 
communities should be able to make the decision on these roads.  

• Usery Pass Road is not shown.  It gets traffic from East Mesa to SR 87 and is 
an existing corridor.  

• SR 87 between Payson and Winslow is a major commuter route for tribal 
members.  

• SCAT is expecting increases in traffic on US 70 because of improvements on 
US 60. There is a rail study from Globe to the Apache Gold Casino. SCAT 
wants a partnership with ADOT. 

• There is a tiered transportation structure in Arizona: state, county, local. 
Maricopa County has a different role than other counties – it maintains the 
51st Avenue-Beltline-Riggs Road alignment. 

 
Group 2  

• Scenario A is an “environmental disaster”. More roads will lead to larger 
impacts to the environment. 

• Planning that has occurred in the past has not worked.  It wasn’t prepared 
for the amount of growth. Effects of that planning has lead to high pollution, 
erosion and damage to riparian areas. 

• People want their own cars to expand the way they do business.  
• More efficient vehicles would help Scenario A. Cleaner vehicles may change 

the impacts. SUV’s are a problem. Why hasn’t our mindset changed from big 
vehicles and single occupants. 

• When shoulders were built on some of these roads, drainage was not taken 
into account. This leads to erosion and oil leaking into the riparian areas. 

• This scenario doesn’t account for what is happening with the global climate 
change. Lifestyles need to change mostly in urban areas, rural areas rely on 
roads. 
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• What about different types of vehicles?  If we make smarter vehicles, we can 
leave less of a footprint.  

• Why are there so many bus lines in northeast Arizona? The community 
wanted it.  It is understood that this means more money. 

• Need funding to sustain the public transit investments.  
• Hazardous material transportation should be considered. This poses big 

potential for a disaster. Where would a route go that would allow for such 
hazardous material transportation? 

• Arizona should participate in the NAFTA Train Line that crosses Arizona 
east to west. 

• Would like to see enhanced technology to use Scenario A.  
 
Group 3 

• Why was the road from Globe to Payson not recommended to be widened? 
• Were environmental impacts considered when developing the scenarios? 
• Why was SR 188 not improved or included in this scenario? 
• What is the driving factor for improvements in the Tohono O’odham tribal 

area along SR 86? 
• Was an I-17 alternative route considered for Scenario A and if so where 

would the alignment be?  
• SR 87 is an artery to get out of the megapolitan area.  
• What is happening in the Chino Valley area to justify all the new roads 

(several master plans)? 
• Why are there no proposed improvements to SR 99 and SR 87? 
• Is the proposed expressway near Flagstaff on the south side or the north side 

of the mountain? 
• Development between Camp Verde and Cottonwood. 
• SR 347 can potentially become a parkway. 
• Look for more conductivity to Casa Grande and relievers for I-10. 
• Are you looking to make Hunt Highway an east – west connector? GRIC are 

conducting their SATS and would like to see it on maps for Scenario A. 
• Scenario A makes sense in regards to the area personally traveled by the 

tribes.  The sheer number of people that travel in the future on Arizona 
roads is difficult to comprehend. For Northeast Arizona A makes sense.  
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Scenario B: 
Group 1 
 

• The railroad station is active in Parker. They disregard the noise ordinance 
and park trains on across roads. This causes traffic issues. There needs to be 
grade separated crossings with passenger rails.  

• It would be logical to include CalTrans in this study. 
• Bouse, Poston and other small communities are growing and need to be 

dealt with. Need a transition on the California side. The port of entry needs 
to be moved. 

• An interstate planning effort between Arizona and California is needed. 
• Pinta will not be a commercial center; the casino is going to Twin Arrows. 

Transit should be shown in Sanders since it will become a new commercial 
area. 

• Transit needs to tie into airports.  
• There is a different perspective in urban areas (MAG) because of the greater 

level of transit. 
• There is an effort under way between Navajo, Hopi and Sun Country 

Transit. 
• GRIC is a member of MAG and is also considering joining CAAG. 
• The Colorado River is somewhat used for transit. This type of transportation 

needs to be considered.  
• The connection for rail on the GRIC is north of SR 87. How does GRIC 

benefit from transit? A new hospital is planned at Price and Loop 202, which 
will generate need for transit. 

• A medical facility is planned for Red Mesa on the Navajo Nation. How do we 
get people to terminal sites? A feeder system is needed. 

 
Group 2 

• There needs to be a bus route through Page, Fredonia, and Kanab. People 
travel to Page for services.  

• What is the impact on the environment to construct roads vs. transit 
(platforms, concrete, etc.). 

• There is more attention towards tribal areas in Scenario B.  
• There is a lack of north-south train routes. 
• There needs to be access transit stops in tribal areas.  
• Is there a difference between an express bus and an intercity bus? 
• Priority indicated for paving a road between Hopi and Black Mesa. This road 

is shown on the map as a new road. 
• Concern that tribal voice is not heard through COG/MPOs. Are MAG and 

PAG coordinating with tribes? Is there a tribal process to be heard at MAG 
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and PAG? Their process does not negate our process. Is NACOG doing 
something? 

• There needs to be all weather roads for medical transport.  
• The facilitator described a difference between Scenarios A and B was some 

freeways were downgraded to parkways. This improves transit and helps 
with transport, for example, fewer freeway miles.  

 
Group 3 

• Chandler South Corridor along SR 87 for passenger rail is needed. 
• Tempe South along SR 347 for passenger rail is needed. 
• Coolidge current sunset route for passenger rail is needed. 
• Expand transit service in Navajo Nation.  Who would be responsible for 

maintenance and operation? 
• Transit through GRIC to Casa Grande is needed.  GRIC is looking to have a 

transit study of their own and would like to connect with the two studies 
currently underway being conducted by MAG and Metro. 

• Bus Rapid transit along SR 347 is needed. 
• Bus Rapid transit along I-10 to Casa Grande is needed.  
• How were local transit needs and areas identified on the Navajo Nation? 
• Route 12 is a very hazardous route and in need of improvement. 
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Scenario C: 
Group 1 

• There is a conflict between smart growth and culture on reservations. 
Families want to live together. This makes it more difficult to predict where 
growth will be.  

• Smart growth is based on economic development but tribes want to maintain 
their culture. 

• There is still a feeling in GRIC that ADOT did not keep promises made when 
I-10 was first planned. Issues need to be resolved from initial promises that 
were never followed through with. 

• Water supply will dictate development. Availability of water needs to be 
incorporated into planning for the long range plan. 

• Green connectivity needs to be a part of transportation planning. Animals 
and ecosystems need to be connected. 

• Highways were not built to benefit Indian communities; they disrupt ancient 
trails. ADOT needs to maintain contact with the community to see how 
things are going. Smart growth needs to take Indian needs into account. 
Highways can bisect tribal communities. 

• Roads need to follow trails in the Navajo area.  
 
Group 2 

• Keep more open space. 
• Scenario C has more emphasis on biking and walking. There is a large 

interest in biking and walking.  
• There is a lot of change that would need to happen to make Scenario C a 

reality.   
• This scenario seems unrealistic, but it would benefit the environment and 

communities most.  
• Policies would need to change to make this scenario a reality.  Communities 

would need to be smaller.  Schools would need to build smaller campuses. 
These smaller communities would need to begin at a local level not a state 
level. 

• Expand the bus services beyond community boundaries.  
• Focused growth is how tribal communities work now, more roads encourage 

sprawl. 
• Maintenance of roads is important. 
• Weather in Arizona makes many roads impassible four months out of the 

year.   
• Kaibab is considering buying golf carts for its community because they are 

more environmentally friendly. 
• Many changes in policy and legislation need to occur for this scenario to 

become a reality and to protect our future.  
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• Soverign nation discussions need unilateral implementation. 
• Growing Smarter Planning Grant (AZ Commerce) applies to tribes in order 

for them to get funds.  
• Convenience is key for transit to work. 
• There is a concern of environmental impacts of rail construction. 

 
Group 3 

• Does this scenario take airports into consideration? 
• Water impacts need to be considered.  
• What is the funding mechanism for the different scenarios? 
• Has the planning process taken the lack of water or water availability into 

consideration? 
• Safety improvements along State Routes on tribal lands should be considered 

in all scenarios. 
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Closing Comments: 
Group 1 

• ADOT needs to contact tribes to see what their priorities are. Every tribe is 
different. Do not assume that staff members will convey information to the 
tribal council. 

• Need to maintain continuity throughout the state. 
• GRIC will be the green belt for the urban area.  The counties also need to be 

involved in the studies. 
• Open to partnering to discuss wildlife connectivity 
• Growth in traffic puts pressure on community roads. The problem is 

determining what roads to develop. 
• The lack of green connectivity in the plans is a serious omission. Arizona 

Game and Fish wants to work with the reservations. 
• Residents of reservations still collect native plants such as acorns and piñons 

along roadways. There is concern about the effects of weed spraying. 
• More partnering efforts are needed. 
• Water will impact how growth occurs. This needs to be planned for in the 

long range plan.  
• Tribes want to preserve their identity.  

 
Group 3 

• Scenario A serves the Navajo Nation well. 
• Scenario C may be better because as costs increase in the future we may all 

rely more on transit.  
• Scenario C is better because of transit needs.  
• The tribal nations want to be heard. 
• Growth impacting the Gila River area requires improvements to SR 347, I-10 

and transit.  GRIC is a major employer for the East Valley. 
• Navajo routes being included in the process are good.  
• Navajo Nation should be focused on and concentrated on throughout the 

process.  
• Peach Springs connectivity to Diamond Bar Road is important, and roads of 

regional significance to the tribes should be considered.  
 

Additional comment received after workshop: 
See the attached comment on page 11. 
 

Meeting summary notes prepared by Amy 
Rosar, KDA Creative amy@kdacreative.com  

 
















































