
September 4, 2012

TO: Members of the MAG Management Committee

FROM: David Cavazos, City of Phoenix, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Wednesday, September 12, 2012 - 12:00 noon 
MAG Office, Suite 200 - Saguaro Room 
302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix

The next Management Committee meeting will be held at the MAG offices at the time and place noted
above. Members of the Management Committee may attend the meeting either in person, by
videoconference or by telephone conference call. The agenda and summaries also are being transmitted
to the members of the Regional Council to foster increased dialogue between members of the
Management Committee and Regional Council.  You are encouraged to review the supporting
information enclosed.  Lunch will be provided at a nominal cost.  

Please park in the garage under the building, bring your ticket, parking will be validated.  For those using
transit, Valley Metro/RPTA will provide transit tickets for your trip.  For those using bicycles, please lock
your bicycle in the bike rack in the garage.

Pursuant to Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), MAG does not discriminate on the basis
of disability in admissions to or participation in its public meetings.  Persons with a disability may request
a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Valerie Day at the MAG
office.  Requests should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.

Members are reminded of the importance of attendance by yourself or a proxy.  Any time that a quorum
is not present, we cannot conduct the meeting.  Please set aside sufficient time for the meeting, and for
all matters to be reviewed and acted upon by the Management Committee.  Your presence and vote
count.



MAG MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
TENTATIVE AGENDA
September 12, 2012

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

1. Call to Order

2. Pledge of Allegiance

3. Call to the Audience

An opportunity is provided to the public to address
the Management Committee on items that are not
on the agenda that are within the jurisdiction of
MAG, or non-action agenda items that are on the
agenda for discussion or information only. Citizens
will be requested not to exceed a three minute
time period for their comments. A total of 15
minutes will be provided for the Call to the
Audience agenda item, unless the Management
Committee requests an exception to this limit.
Please note that those wishing to comment on
agenda items posted for action will be provided
the opportunity at the time the item is heard.

3. Information.

4. Executive Director’s Report

The MAG Executive Director will provide a report
to the Management Committee on activities of
general interest.

4. Information and discussion.

5. Approval of Consent Agenda

Prior to action on the consent agenda, members
of the audience will be provided an opportunity to
comment on consent items that are being
presented for action. Following the comment
period, Committee members may request that an
item be removed from the consent agenda.
Consent items are marked with an asterisk (*).

5. Recommend approval of the Consent Agenda.

ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONSENT*

MINUTES

*5A. Approval of July 11, 2012, Meeting Minutes 5A. Review and approval of the July 11, 2012, meeting
minutes.
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TRANSPORTATION ITEMS

*5B. ADOT Red Letter Process

In June of 1996, the MAG Regional Council
approved the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) Red Letter process, which
requires MAG member agencies to notify ADOT
of potential development activities in freeway
alignments. Development activities include actions
on plans, zoning and permits. ADOT has
forwarded a list of notifications from January 1,
2012, to June 30, 2012. Of the 89 notices
received, none had an impact to the State
Highway System. Please refer to the enclosed
material.

5B. Information.

*5C. Project Changes – Amendment and Administrative
Modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, and to the
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update

The Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-2015 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) 2010 Update were
approved by the MAG Regional Council on July
28, 2010, and have been modified eighteen times
with the last modification approved by the
Regional Council on July 25, 2012.  Since then,
there is a need to modify projects in the programs.
The changes included may be categorized as
exempt from conformity determinations, and
administrative modifications do not require a
conformity determination. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

5C. Recommend approval of amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY 2011-2015
MAG Transportation Improvement Program, and
to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update,
as appropriate.

*5D. MAG Design Assistance for the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Facilities Program

The FY 2013 MAG Unified Planning Work
Program and Annual Budget, approved by the
MAG Regional Council in May 2012, includes
$200,000 for MAG Design Assistance for the
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Program. The
Design Assistance Program allows MAG member
agencies to apply for funding for the preliminary
engineering portion of a bicycle or pedestrian
project. According to federal law, any project
which is not constructed after being designed with

5D. Recommend approval of the Mesa Crosscut Canal
West Mesa Regional Connector for $80,000; the
Glendale 55th Avenue Bike Route Spot
Improvement for $70,000; and the Scottsdale
Non-motorized Crossing of the Loop 101 at the
Central Arizona Project Canal for $50,000 for
MAG Design Assistance for the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Facilities Program.
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federal transportation funds could be required to
return the funds used for design to the Federal
Highway Administration. At the July 17, 2012
meeting, the Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee
reviewed and ranked applications for project
funding. Five applications requesting $359,300 in
funding were originally submitted for consideration
and one jurisdiction subsequently pulled its
application. The Committee voted to recommend
approval of three projects for $200,000. Due to a
limited amount of funds, the fourth project could
not be awarded. On August 23, 2012, the
Transportation Review Committee recommended
approval of the three Design Assistance projects.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

*5E. Amendment to the Arup North America, Ltd.,
Contract to Continue Stakeholder Work for the
Sustainable Transportation and Land Use
Integration Study

In May 2010, the Regional Council approved the
FY 2011 MAG Unified Planning Work Program
(UPWP) and Annual Budget, which included a
Sustainable Transportation and Land Use
Integration Study. On September 13, 2010, the
Regional Council Executive Committee selected
Arup North America, Ltd., to conduct the study
for an amount not to exceed $750,000.
Additionally, on March 14, 2011, the Regional
Council Executive Committee approved an
amendment to the MAG FY 2011 UPWP and
Annual Budget to include $48,650 for the Urban
Land Institute (ULI) to conduct two public/business
forums with stakeholder participation in
coordination with the Sustainable Transportation
and Land Use Integration Study. The ULI
completed the two public/business forums and the
contract is complete with $23,740.78 unspent.  It
is requested that $23,000 be added to the
contract with Arup North America, Ltd., for
stakeholder work to complete the Sustainable
Transportation and Land Use Integration Study.
This funding will support four stakeholder
meetings related to the findings of the high capacity
transit and land use integration modeling exercise,
the Sustainable Transportation Toolkit, and the
recommendations of the Study. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

5E. Recommend approval to amend the Arup North
America, Ltd., contract by $23,000 to conduct the
additional stakeholder work for the Sustainable
Transportation Land Use Integration Study.
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*5F. Local Match Consideration for Glendale
Right-of-Way Costs for Northern Parkway

Glendale has acquired significant right-of-way for
the planned Northern Parkway project, which is
included in the Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP).
Since the project will include federal funds, the
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
are involved in determining the eligibility of project
costs for reimbursement with federal funds.  The
ALCP Policies and Procedures states that for
federally funded projects, the eligibility for both the
reimbursement of costs with federal funds and for
the calculation of the required local match will
follow federal guidelines.  ADOT and FHWA have
determined that $560,597 of right of costs
submitted by Glendale are ineligible for federal
reimbursement.  MAG staff has reviewed all of the
information and analysis provided by Glendale,
ADOT and FHWA and determined that the costs
incurred by Glendale are directly related to the
right-of-way needed for Northern Parkway and
would be acceptable for either reimbursement or
the required ALCP local match if the project did
not include federal funds.  MAG staff
recommended that an exception to the adopted
ALCP policy be made to allow the $560,597 to be
included in the calculation of the local match for
Northern Parkway.  On August 23, 2012, the
MAG Transportation Review Committee
concurred with the recommendation. Please refer
to the enclosed material.

5F. Recommend allowing Glendale to include the
$560,597 of Northern Avenue right-of-way
expenditures as part of the required local match
for the project.

AIR QUALITY ITEMS

*5G. Conformity Consultation

The Maricopa Association of Governments is
conducting consultation on a conformity
assessment for an amendment and administrative
modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.  The
amendment and administrative modification
involve several projects, including revisions to
several Arizona Department of Transportation
projects, new Job Access Reverse Commute and
New Freedom transit projects, and Arterial Life

5G. Consultation. 
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Cycle Program projects. The amendment includes
projects that may be categorized as exempt from
conformity determinations.  The administrative
modification includes minor project revisions that
do not require a conformity determination.
Comments are requested by September 21,
2012.  Please refer to the enclosed material.

*5H. Update on the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for
PM-10 and Exceptional Events

On May 23, 2012, the MAG Regional Council
adopted the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-
10.  The Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality adopted the plan and officially transmitted
it to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
on May 25, 2012.  A completeness finding was
issued by EPA on July 20, 2012, which stopped
the sanctions clocks that were triggered when the
prior Five Percent Plan was withdrawn.  To avoid
the imposition of a federal implementation plan,
EPA must approve the plan by February 14, 2013.
The region will also need at least three years of
clean data as measured by the air quality monitors
for attainment of the PM-10 standard (2010, 2011,
and 2012). To date, there have been twelve
exceedance days in 2012. The Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality now has
consultant assistance to prepare the
documentation required for exceptional events.
Also, EPA published a notice of availability and
public comment period for the Draft Guidance to
Implement Requirements for the Treatment of Air
Quality Monitoring Data Influenced by Exceptional
Events and associated attachments.  The
documents clarify key provisions, respond to
questions and issues that have arisen since EPA
promulgated the Exceptional Events Rule, and
update the prior May 2011 guidance.  While some
improvements have been made, the revised
guidance includes additional requirements and the
documentation required remains resource
intensive.  MAG staff submitted comments by the
September 4, 2012 deadline.  Please refer to the
enclosed material.

5H. Information and discussion.
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GENERAL ITEMS

*5I. Update on the Economic Development
Committee - Survey Results and Charter

In October 2010, the Regional Council approved
the creation of the Economic Development
Committee (EDC).  At that time, it was suggested
that a two year sunset review by the Regional
Council be included with the formation of this
committee.  October 2012 will be two years since
the EDC was formed.  In April 2012, a survey
instrument was sent out to the EDC members to
gauge the effectiveness of the committee.  At that
time, it was also suggested that a charter for the
EDC be created to clarify the focus moving
forward. At the May 2012 EDC meeting, the
results of the survey and the draft charter were
discussed. The EDC reviewed the purpose,
mission, goals and activities of the committee, and
the comments and recommendations made by the
committee members were incorporated into the
charter. On June 5, 2012, the EDC
recommended approval of the charter to the
Regional Council. Please refer to the enclosed
material.

5I. Information and discussion.

ITEMS PROPOSED TO BE HEARD

6. Rebalancing of the Draft FY 2013 Arterial Life
Cycle Program

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) identified
94 arterial street projects to receive funding from
the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF), MAG
Surface Transportation Program (STP-MAG)
funds, and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
(CMAQ) funds. The Arterial Life Cycle Program
(ALCP) provides information for each project
spanning a 20-year life cycle. On July 25, 2012,
the Regional Council approved project changes
contained in the ALCP, the amendments and
modifications to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update, and
the associated new finding of conformity. Due to
lower revenue projections, the ALCP needs to be
rebalanced. Based on the information provided by
the ALCP working group and Lead Agencies, and

6. Recommend approval of (1) the Draft FY 2013
Arterial Life Cycle Program and (2) the
amendments and administrative modifications to
the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program and to the Regional
Transportation Plan 2010 Update, as appropriate.
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revenue streams from RARF, STP-MAG, and
CMAQ funds, MAG staff has financially rebalanced
a Draft FY 2013 ALCP. The draft ALCP includes a
recommendation for a policy exception that
eliminates bonding and adjustments for inflation on
reimbursements, which will allow the draft
program to be in balance. On August 23, 2012,
the MAG Transportation Review Committee
recommended approval. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

7. Update on the Southeast Corridor Major
Investment Study

The fiscal year (FY) 2010 MAG Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget, approved by
the MAG Regional Council in May 2009, was
amended by the MAG Regional Council Executive
Committee in March 2010 to include $300,000 to
conduct the Southeast Corridor Major Investment
Study. On May 17, 2010, the MAG Regional
Council Executive Committee selected HDR, Inc.
to conduct the study. The consultant has
completed its efforts with the project, and a
presentation on the study's findings will be made.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

7. Information and discussion.

8. Update on Environmental Impact Statements for
Interstates 10 and 17

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) studies for
capacity expansion of Interstate 10 between the
SR-51/SR-202L “MiniStack” and SR-202L “Pecos
Stack” traffic interchanges and Interstate 17 (I-17)
between the Interstate 10 (I-10) “Split” and
SR-101L “North Stack” traffic interchanges have
been underway for a number of years.  Since the
studies were initiated, a number of factors have
changed, including the economic situation (which
substantially impacted revenues).  The proposed
projects that were being studied for each corridor
substantially exceeded the resources available by
two to four billion dollars.  In addition, the possible
implementation of managed lanes and potential
conflicts with Sky Harbor International Airport
have resulted in a decision to suspend both studies
at this time.  One option that is being considered
is to study the I-17 / I-10 spine that stretches from
the I-17/SR-101L “North Stack” to the SR-202L

8. Information and discussion.
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“Pecos Stack” as one corridor rather than as two
separate corridors.  The section of I-17 around
the Durango Curve is at the end of its service life
and could be significantly improved to add capacity
to the system rather than directing more traffic
through the I-10 tunnel. A presentation will be
provided to update the Management Committee
on this decision and potential steps for moving
forward with projects in both corridors. Please
refer to the enclosed material.

9. ADOT Passenger Rail Corridor Study Update

The Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) Passenger Rail Corridor Study has begun
the alternatives analysis portion of the study and
has met with numerous stakeholders to discuss a
set of alternatives to carry forward through an
evaluation process. This presentation will provide
an overview of the alternatives analysis to date and
propose a set of alternatives to carry forward as
conceptual alternatives. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

9. Information and discussion.

10. Domestic Violence Awareness Month Activities

October is Domestic Violence Awareness Month.
Each year, MAG coordinates activities to provide
information about efforts to end domestic
violence. Resources have been developed to help
advocates in their work with victims of domestic
violence. A provider inventory and interactive web
map were designed to assist advocates in getting
victims to the help they need. This work results
from a collaborative effort of the MAG Protocol
Evaluation Project, O'Connor House, and A New
Leaf. The MAG Protocol Evaluation Project is
funded by a STOP Violence Against Women grant
from the Governor's Office with the goal of
assessing the way the region arrests and
prosecutes domestic violence offenders.  The
Victim Services Provider Inventory and Interactive
Web Map was approved by the MAG Regional
Domestic Violence Council on August 14, 2012.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

10. Information and discussion.
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11. Request for Future Agenda Items

Topics or issues of interest that the Management
Committee would like to have considered for
discussion at a future meeting will be requested.

11. Information and discussion.

12. Comments from the Committee

An opportunity will be provided for Management
Committee members to present a brief summary
of current events. The Management Committee is
not allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or take
action at the meeting on any matter in the
summary, unless the specific matter is properly
noticed for legal action.

12. Information.

Adjournment
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MINUTES OF THE
MAG MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE MEETING

July 11, 2012
MAG Office, Saguaro Room

Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING

David Cavazos, Phoenix, Chair
Dr. Spencer Isom, El Mirage, Vice Chair

# Matt Busby for George Hoffman, Apache
   Junction 
Rogene Hill for Charlie McClendon,
   Avondale
David Johnson for Stephen Cleveland,
   Buckeye

* Gary Neiss, Carefree
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah,
   Cave Creek 
Rich Dlugas, Chandler
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, Fort
  McDowell Yavapai Nation
Ken Buchanan, Fountain Hills
Rick Buss, Gila Bend

* David White, Gila River Indian Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Horatio Skeete, Glendale

# Romina Khananisho for Brian Dalke,
  Goodyear

* Bill Hernandez, Guadalupe
* Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park

Kari Kent for Christopher Brady, Mesa
* Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley

Carl Swenson, Peoria
# John Kross, Queen Creek
* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
        Indian Community

Chief Alan Rodbell, Scottsdale
Michael Celaya for Chris Hillman, Surprise
Charlie Meyer, Tempe

* Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg
Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown

* John Halikowski, ADOT
Tom Manos, Maricopa County
Steve Banta, Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated by telephone conference call. +  Participated by videoconference call.

1. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by Chair David Cavazos at 12:02 p.m. 

2. Pledge of Allegiance

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited. 

Chair Cavazos noted that Matt Busby from Apache Junction, Romina Khananisho from Goodyear,
and John Kross from Queen Creek were participating by teleconference.

Chair Cavazos welcomed Interim City Manager for Glendale, Horatio Skeete, and Acting City
Manager for Scottsdale, Chief Alan Rodbell.
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Chair Cavazos noted that at each place were revised materials for agenda items #5B and #5D.

Chair Cavazos announced that public comment cards were available to members of the public
who wish to comment. Chair Cavazos noted that parking validation for those who parked in the
MAG parking garage was available from staff and transit tickets were available from Valley
Metro/RPTA for those using transit to come to the meeting. 

3. Call to the Audience

Chair Cavazos stated that Call to the Audience provides an opportunity to the public to address
the Management Committee on items that are not on the agenda that are within the jurisdiction
of MAG, or non-action agenda items that are on the agenda for discussion or information only.
Chair Cavazos noted that those wishing to comment on agenda items posted for action will be
provided the opportunity at the time the item is heard.  Public comments have a three minute time
limit. A total of 15 minutes will be provided for the Call to the Audience agenda item, unless the
Committee requests an exception to this limit.

Chair Cavazos recognized public comment from Dianne Barker, who said there were many
hydration stations in the Valley. She then held up a copy of the MAG bicycle map and said there
are many places to ride a bicycle in the Valley. Ms. Barker commented that she received a copy
of the letter of support for transportation sent by MAG to Congress. She added that she was happy
that multimodal was a part of the letter and she said that multimodalism should be considered
when Interstate 11 or Canamex is being discussed. Ms. Barker commented on organizations
validating parking but not reimbursement of transit tickets. She also mentioned a citizen who
came to a MAG meeting with his concerns about pollution because he thought MAG was the
organization that would get something done. Ms. Barker stated that $60 million of Transit 2000
funds were taken from buses and given to light rail, and she wondered how this would be repaid
because the sales tax revenue is lower than projections. She stated that she reviewed the public
finance management paper from Valley Metro and the money for operations is not there. Ms.
Barker stated that it is time to regroup. Chair Cavazos thanked Ms. Barker for her comments.

4. Executive Director’s Report

Dennis Smith reported on items of interest in the MAG region. Mr. Smith played the new
international video that has been posted on the www.greaterphoenixrising.com website. He stated
that approximately half of the member agencies have linked to the website from their websites.
Mr. Smith encouraged all member agencies and other organizations to link to
greaterphoenixrising.com because the more links there are to a website, the more often the website
will show up in search engine results. Mr. Smith thanked Kelly Taft, Jason Stephens, and Gary
Stafford for their efforts in producing the video.

Mr. Smith stated that a copy of the 2012 overall ranking of states in different measures of
competitiveness was at each place. He noted that Arizona is 22nd overall and ninth in infrastructure
and transportation, but has a lot of work to do in some other areas.
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Mr. Smith noted that the Sun Corridor in the 21st Century Global Network event held on June 13,
2012, was attended by 198 people. He said that the event generated six news articles and was
featured on the Horizon television show. Mr. Smith noted that key messages from the event
included: The world is changing and it doesn’t wait for people to react. New patterns are taking
shape and the Sun Corridor must seize the opportunities or risk being left behind. Capturing
opportunities is largely driven by the vision that the region has of itself. There are two types of
visions: Big picture visions or growth-state visions. The first can be transformative, while the
second leads to incremental improvements. The Sun Corridor has built a remarkable foundation
for the future. The region has a lot of advantages, assets and initiatives. The challenge is to
prioritize, align and link these assets and initiatives together to generate greater synergies. By
putting the pieces together, they can form the framework for a leading-edge global region.

Mr. Smith stated that conclusions from the Sun Corridor event were the focus at the July 10
Economic Development Committee meeting.  Mr. Smith stated that the issue is whether the Sun
Corridor wants to compete as a ‘big picture’ global region or as a more limited regional center.
Achieving a global vision will require a more integrated approach and regional alignment and
cooperation. It will require thinking of the region as a product in the global marketplace,
competing on a worldwide basis. Create a process and structure to build a more comprehensive
and integrated regional vision and framework for long-term growth with a strategy for
implementation.  

Mr. Smith stated that MAG is more in line with the second conclusion. He indicated that
accomplishing this will not be an easy process and he thought it would be accomplished by
organizations other than MAG, for example, the Arizona Commerce Authority needs to be
involved. Mr. Smith stated that we are getting to a decision point and if the big organizations are
not interested in doing this, MAG is wasting its time. Mr. Smith said that there appeared to be
interest on the part of Arizona Commerce Authority. He stated that it goes beyond the
infrastructure element. Mr. Smith stated that MAG does not have the magic answer, but
something needs to happen if the state wants to be more competitive with Texas and increase its
ranking on the list that was handed out.

Mr. Smith spoke of upcoming events. He stated that MAG’s Chair, Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers
of the City of Avondale, will be moderator of a panel at the League of Arizona Cities and Towns
Conference in Scottsdale on August 29. In addition, Arizona State University and the Department
of Commerce will be hosting a national conference September 23-25 in Tempe. Mr. Smith
explained that the Assistant Secretary of the U. S. Department of Commerce will attend the
conference and has agreed to stay on for one additional day for a special Arizona event. He said
that it is envisioned that the event will be attended by the Assistant Secretary along with those
agencies who passed the Resolution of Support for Arizona’s borders. Mr. Smith stated that the
event and will provide an opportunity to discuss Arizona’s needs with the Department of
Commerce, for example, staffing at the border or infrastructure needs, to help the functionality
of our border stations so Arizona can be more competitive. Mr. Smith stated that the Assistant
Secretary also will stay on for the Regional Council meeting.

Mr. Smith stated that presentations on best practices have been made to the Economic
Development Committee by Rick Buss and Josh Wright, and by the City of Phoenix on the Buy
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Local First policy. He requested he or Denise McClafferty be contacted if anyone would like to
present at the Economic Development Committee meeting. 

Chair Cavazos thanked Mr. Smith for his report. No questions for Mr. Smith were noted.

5. Approval of Consent Agenda

Chair Cavazos stated that agenda items #5A, #5B, #5C, #5D, #5E, and #5F were on the Consent
Agenda.

Mr. Meyer moved to recommend approval of consent agenda items #5A, #5B, #5C, #5D, #5E,
and #5F. Mr. Swenson seconded. Chair Cavazos asked if there was any discussion of the motion.
Being none, the vote on the motion passed unanimously.

Chair Cavazos apologized to Ms. Barker for overlooking her request for public comment. Ms.
Barker noted the material said, “Broad new conceptions which have gripped the imagination of
the people may have more influence over the future development of the community than the
completion of numerous specific projects.” Ms. Barker stated that the Broadway curve has the
most pollution, congestion and accidents on the Interstate 10 corridor, and creating more heat
island effect by adding more traffic lanes is not needed. She spoke to someone who pointed out
a room with a blue skies mural where news interviews could take place. Ms. Barker said that the
mural should be of a brown cloud, because it will be that way until people take responsibility and
be a part of the solution. Ms. Barker commented on the light rail extension and expressed concern
for how the Transit 2000 bus funds will be repaid with Proposition 400 revenue, which is lower
than expected. Ms. Barker commented that she did not support the light rail extension along
Interstate 10 and encouraged looking at the whole region. Ms. Barker suggested getting the federal
government interested with the TIGER program, and having elevated transportation, whether it
be buses, etc., at the Broadway curve, not at-grade systems. Ms. Barker suggested that this system
could even run from the Arizona-Mexico border through Tucson to Las Vegas. She stated that she
thought we are at a crossroads and that neither the TIP or conformity will pass the EPA budget.
Ms. Barker stated that six cities have waylaid the reimbursement for street sweepers. She said that
the devil is in the details and she is not the devil, just a citizen trying to do her share. Chair
Cavazos thanked Ms. Barker for her comments.

5A. Approval of June 13, 2012, Meeting Minutes

The MAG Management Committee, by consent, approved the June 13, 2012, meeting minutes.

5B. Project Changes – Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program and to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update

The MAG Management Committee, by consent, recommended approval of amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program,
and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update. The Fiscal Year (FY)
2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) 2010 Update were approved by the MAG Regional Council on July 28, 2010, and have
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been modified sixteen times with the last modification approved on June 27, 2012. Since then,
there is a need to modify projects in the programs.  The amendment requires a new conformity
determination on the FY 2011-2015 TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.  In
addition, the administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a
conformity determination.  The new Finding of Conformity and conformity consultation on these
projects were included as separate agenda items. Table A includes all Highway and Transit
Program project requests for changes and modifications to the FY 2011-15 TIP and 2010 Regional
Transportation Plan. Table B includes all Highway and Transit Program project requests for
changes and modifications that are outside of the TIP window. The project modifications related
to the rebalancing of the Freeway Life Cycle Program, approved by the MAG Regional Council
on May 23, 2012, are also included in Table A and Table B. In 2008, the light rail Northwest
Phase 1 Extension Project, originally planned for 2012, was put on hold until 2023 due to
economy driven reductions in Transit 2000 tax revenues. METRO is proposing accelerating this
extension project to be completed in 2016, consistent with the sequence of project implementation
in the original RTP. The majority of the design was completed in fall of 2009. The City of
Phoenix has completed most of the land acquisition. The project line items for the Northwest
Phase 1 Extension are included in Table A. METRO requested line item changes to the Central
Mesa light rail extension to reflect budget changes that meet the updated schedules and the grant
agreement. Items are included in Table A. The projects listed in Table C are requested
modifications to Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) projects in the FY 2011 - 2015 TIP. The
City of Mesa and the Town of Gilbert are requesting to change the lead agency responsibilities
on the Power Road: Santan Freeway to Pecos Road project from the Town of Gilbert to the City
of Mesa.  At the request of Maricopa County, the reimbursement years listed for the County's
projects in the Arterial Life Cycle Program have been changed to “TBD.” The projects listed in
Table D are ALCP projects outside the current TIP window.  The changes in Table C will be
incorporated into the TIP pending approval, but will not be included in the approved ALCP until
the program is rebalanced.  It is anticipated that the rebalanced ALCP will be presented for
approval through the Committee process in October 2012.  At that time, the schedule changes in
Tables C and D will be incorporated into the ALCP.

5C. Status of Remaining MAG Approved PM-10 Certified Street Sweeper Projects That Have Not
Requested Reimbursement

A status report is being provided on the remaining PM-10 certified street sweeper projects that
have received approval, but have not requested reimbursement. To assist MAG in reducing the
amount of obligated federal funds carried forward in the MAG Unified Planning Work Program
and Annual Budget, MAG is requesting that street sweepers be purchased and reimbursement be
requested by the agency within one year plus ten calendar days from the date of the MAG
authorization letter. At the June 10, 2009 MAG Management Committee meeting, discussion took
place on the implications of delaying the expenditure of MAG Federal Funds. In addition to
projects listed in the Transportation Improvement Program, street sweepers were given as an
example. In some cases approved sweeper projects have taken up to three years to request
reimbursement. The delay in requesting reimbursement for street sweepers results in obligated
federal funds being carried forward in the MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual
Budget. The Federal Highway Administration has expressed concern regarding the amount of
obligated funds being carried forward in the Work Program. To assist MAG member agencies in
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tracking the purchase of approved sweepers, periodic updates will be provided on the status of the
reimbursement requests. The purchase of PM-10 certified street sweeper projects supports the
measure “PM-10 Efficient Street Sweepers” in the Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate
Plan for PM-10. In addition, the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 includes PM-10
Certified Street Sweepers. Also, it is important to note that for the conformity analysis for the
Transportation Improvement Program and Regional Transportation Plan, MAG only takes
emission reduction credit for approved street sweeper projects that have received reimbursement.

5D. New Finding of Conformity for the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program
and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update, As Amended

The MAG Management Committee, by consent, recommended approval of the new Finding of
Conformity for the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and Regional
Transportation Plan 2010 Update, as amended. On July 28, 2010, the MAG Regional Council
approved a Finding of Conformity for the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) and MAG Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update. Since that time, an
amendment has been proposed that includes project modifications resulting from the MAG
Regional Freeway and Highway Life Cycle Program 2012 rebalancing, the Arterial Life Cycle
Program, the advancement of the Northwest Light Rail Extension transit project, and other various
projects.  MAG has conducted a regional emissions analysis for the proposed amendment and the
results of the regional emissions analysis, when considered together with the TIP and RTP as a
whole, indicate that the transportation projects will not contribute to violations of federal air
quality standards.  On June 8, 2012, a 30-day public review period began on the conformity
assessment and amendment.

5E. Conformity Consultation

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment
for an amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP).  The amendment and administrative modification involve several
projects, including new Arizona Department of Transportation projects and changes to Arterial
Life Cycle Program projects. The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt
from conformity determinations. The administrative modification includes minor project revisions
that do not require a conformity determination.  Comments were requested by July 20, 2012. 

5F. 2012 Heat Relief Network

The Maricopa Association of Governments has developed two maps of resources to help make
water and refuge available to vulnerable populations during the hot summer months.  This activity
supports the regional heat relief activities. The water hydration and refuge map shows the
locations of places people can go for water, refuge, and other resources.  The collection and
donation map shows locations throughout the region where people can donate water and resources
to the heat relief network.  Many heat relief efforts have been implemented over the past seven
years to help prevent heat related death.
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6. Phoenix West Extension Locally Preferred Alternative Report Recommendations

Chair Cavazos recognized public comment from Ms. Barker, who stated that elevated rail disrupts
neighborhoods but at-grade rail has accidents. Ms. Barker suggested using express bus along the
proposed route, and once their usage is proven, then fixed rail could be constructed. Chair
Cavazos thanked Ms. Barker for her comments.

Eileen Yazzie, MAG staff, provided a report on the Phoenix West Extension Locally Preferred
Alternative Report Recommendations. She stated that METRO, in partnership with the City of
Phoenix and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), initiated a study in May 2007 to analyze
potential high-capacity transit (HCT) improvements in the west Phoenix area. As part of the
process to request funding from the FTA, the project underwent an Alternatives Analysis (AA)
where several modes and alignments were evaluated to address the project's purpose and need and
to define the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).

Ms. Yazzie noted that the requested motion was a three part process. She said that this is not
uncommon; in the past, the Tempe LPA for the modern streetcar was a five-part process and the
Mesa Light Rail extension was a three-part process. She explained that this is the final step in the
approval process for the Phoenix West extension. Ms. Yazzie displayed a map of the study area
and noted that it was broken down into two different areas: mainline and downtown. 

Ms. Yazzie stated that the Alternatives Analysis process for the Phoenix West extension started
five years ago. Ms. Yazzie stated that the study documents are available on the MAG Transit
Committee web page if people would like to download the materials. 

Ms. Yazzie reviewed approvals to date: Recommendations for high capacity transit improvements
in the Interstate 10 right-of-way west of Interstate 17: Phoenix City Council, April 2008; METRO
Board, June 2008; MAG Regional Council, July 2008. Recommendations for acceptance for the
Alternatives Analysis Locally Preferred Alternative: Phoenix City Council, May 15, 2012, and
the METRO Board, May 17, 2012.

Ms. Yazzie then described the Phoenix West extension study area, which is bounded on the north
by Thomas Road, on the south by Buckeye Road, on the west by Loop 101, and on the east by 7th

Street. For the purposes of alternatives development and analysis, the corridor was divided into
two sections: the mainline and downtown alignments. Ms. Yazzie noted that there was extensive
community involvement and input in the development of the recommended route, especially by
the St. Matthew’s neighborhood. She stated that hundreds of people attended City of Phoenix,
METRO and Valley Metro stakeholder meetings. Ms. Yazzie stated that community leaders spoke
at the METRO Board meeting when the alignment was approved, and indicated they were pleased
with the alignment. Ms. Yazzie then noted that the recommended alignment will utilize the
western frontage road of Interstate 17. She stated that the light rail passes the state capitol complex
and continues past Central Avenue for a turnaround.

Ms. Yazzie stated that light rail transit and bus rapid transit technologies were studied. She
advised that over the duration, light rail has lower costs. Ms. Yazzie stated that the projected 2030
daily boardings for light rail is almost 33,000, for bus rapid transit it is 9,200; hourly capacity one-
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way of light rail is 5,000 and bus rapid transit is 1,000; the travel time for light rail is 19 minutes
and for bus rapid transit is 26 minutes.

Ms. Yazzie reviewed the funding sources for capital costs, which include the Public
Transportation Fund, the City of Phoenix Transit 2000 tax, Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement funds, and FTA Section 5309 New Starts funds.

Ms. Yazzie stated that the opening year (2023) annual operating cost for the Phoenix West
extension LRT project from 79th Avenue to Downtown Phoenix is $17 million and from 79th

Avenue to 19th Avenue/Dunlap is $29.3 million.

Ms. Yazzie stated that four elements along this corridor, called corridor advanced transit
opportunities, will be built as a part of this light rail project. She noted that the elements include
adding HOV ramps, expanding the 79th Avenue park and ride lot, adding a park and ride lot at 59th

Avenue, and building a direct access ramp to the Interstate 17 southbound frontage road. Ms.
Yazzie noted that these improvements will provide better transit times for bus riders in the West
Valley.

Ms. Yazzie concluded her presentation by displaying the three-part motion on screen. She advised
that Tom Callow, who works with METRO, was present to assist with technical questions.

Chair Cavazos thanked Ms. Yazzie for her report. He asked Mr. Banta for his input on this
project.

Mr. Banta stated that this project is valuable to the Valley. He said that it serves the Capitol,
which is a destination area for many. Mr. Banta stated that METRO hopes the project is advanced
by the Management Committee and approved by the Regional Council.

Kari Kent moved to recommend acceptance of the Phoenix West Alternatives Analysis for (1) A
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the Phoenix West project, including a light rail alignment
along I-10 from 79th Avenue to I-17; southbound along I-17 southbound frontage road; east along
Van Buren Street to 18th Avenue; southbound along 18th Avenue to Jefferson Street and then east
to downtown Phoenix along Jefferson Street; (2) Inclusion of the Corridor Advanced Transit
Opportunities (CATO) Program that consists of near term improvements and investments to
improve existing mobility, enhance transit service and lay the groundwork for future high capacity
transit (HCT) service within the study area. The set of proposed projects includes: construction
of a direct HCT access ramp from I-10 to I-17, expansion of the 79th Avenue Park-and-Ride,
identification and development of new park and ride stations, and construction of direct
connection I-10 HOV ramps on the west side of 79th Avenue; and (3) Future consideration for
increased transit service for areas within and west of the study area, per the long range transit
needs identified in MAG's Regional Transit Framework Study, through the regional transportation
system planning process. Mr. Skeete seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

8. Report on the City of Phoenix “Buy Local First” Ordinance

This agenda item was taken out of order.
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James Scarboro, from the City of Phoenix Finance Department, provided a report on the “Buy
Local First” policy. He said that this program is of interest to the Mayor and City Council who
brought it to staff as a policy objective. Mr. Scarboro stated that the program creates jobs, reduces
unemployment, increases state and local sales and income tax revenue, encourages economic
development, and has support from local business community. He noted that the business
community has been a champion of the program during implementation.

Mr. Scarboro stated that the City of Phoenix has maintained a small business entity program with
an extensive certification process to identify companies for certain classes of programs. He then
described the program and the online vendor registration. Mr. Scarboro stated that the local small
business set aside program expands the existing small business entity program and limit set aside
to contracts under $50,000. Mr. Scarboro stated that the Phoenix vendor management system went
live in April 2012.

Kimber Lanning, Director of Local First Arizona, a statewide organization working with locally
owned businesses with a goal of strengthening Arizona’s economy, continued the presentation.
Ms. Lanning noted that Local First Arizona includes members from each of MAG’s communities.

Ms. Lanning stated that Local First Arizona works in several different areas, including the Buy
Local First campaign to drive consumers to support locally owned business, business to business
support (such as supply chains), and advocacy to create an environment where local businesses
can survive and thrive. Ms. Lanning noted that the Local First Arizona effort has been ongoing
for six years. 

Ms. Lanning said that Arizona is one of three states that do not acknowledge that local business
does more for the local economy than a non-local business. Ms. Lanning stated that they had done
studies to explore the advantages of locally owned business. She reported two $5 million state
contracts for office supplies – one using a non-local business and one using a local business –
were compared. Ms. Lanning stated that with the local business, 100 percent of the jobs were full-
time jobs with benefits; with the non-local business, 62 percent of the jobs were part-time with
no benefits. She said that the local business gave $35,000 to local charities and the non-local
business gave nothing. Ms. Lanning also noted that there are secondary and tertiary jobs with local
businesses: local designers, attorneys, accountants, etc., and this ends up with their dollars staying
and recirculating in the area creating additional jobs. She said that not one non-local businesses
did business with a local company and the money spent at the non-local business left the area
instead.

Ms. Lanning noted that the City of Phoenix policy is not a preference but a competitive process
and supportive of free markets. She said they are not “Local Always Arizona” or “Local Only
Arizona,” just “Local First Arizona.” Ms. Lanning stated that any time the opportunity arises to
award contracts under the amount of $50,000 is a boon to the local economy.

Ms. Lanning stated that it is important to acknowledge that the office supply story illustrates that
the cheapest price is not always the cheapest price. She said that this is provable, and when
investing in a company that is not invested in our community, it is actually not a cost savings
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when measured over the life of the contract. Ms. Lanning stated that is why 47 other states have
taken steps on the way they evaluate bids.

Ms. Lanning stated that she works in the field with businesses in every community in the region,
and she would be more than happy to increase the number of local businesses registered in the
database. She expressed her appreciation to Phoenix Mayor Greg Stanton and David Cavazos for
their regional thinking and support. Ms. Lanning stated there are two parts that will make this
program successful: 1) Registering a significant number of businesses in the database; 2) Getting
finance and procurement staff to understand and utilize the system. Ms. Lanning stated that she
and Mr. Scarboro have been meeting with municipal officials and staff and chambers of
commerce in the region.

Mr. Scarboro added that when they are seeking a business they will look first a company’s
certification status. If they do not find a sufficient number of companies, they will open it up to
all registered companies. Mr. Scarboro stated that this process is not for the exclusion or
preference of companies, or adding points. When most local governments issue solicitations for
informal contracts at the $50,000 level, they limit the number of offers, and this is just one
additional criteria.

Chair Cavazos thanked Ms. Lanning and Mr. Scarboro for their reports. He encouraged members
to do this in their own communities because it benefits the entire region.

7. MAG Federally Funded Locally Sponsored Projects Development Status Report

Teri Kennedy, MAG staff, provided a report on the MAG Federally Funded Locally Sponsored
Projects Development Status Report. She stated that the MAG Federal Fund Programming
Guidelines & Procedures was approved by the MAG Regional Council on October 26, 2011, and
outlines the requirements for local agencies to submit status information on the development of
their federal funded projects. Ms. Kennedy noted that this Project Development Status Report
focuses mainly on projects funded with Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement
(CMAQ) funds that are programmed to obligate in Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2012, 2013, and
2014. 

Ms. Kennedy then described the process for submitting the project development status workbook
to member agencies that began in April. Ms. Kennedy stated that the project development report
is a tool in the Dynamic Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) process, which allows MAG
to fully program federal funds. She noted that the TIP is required to be fiscally constrained. Ms.
Kennedy stated that the process includes three decision levels for each reporting cycle: Tier One,
current year priorities are determined and approved; Tier Two, future year projects may advance
if funding is available; and Tier Three, multiple options available to add new projects, increase
funding, etc.

Ms. Kennedy stated that federal transportation authorization was extended by the Moving Ahead
for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) bill signed by President Obama on July 6, 2012. She
noted that the final funding amounts for FFY 2012 have not yet been published but will be
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evaluated and integrated into future reports after they are released. She reported that MAG will
use all of its CMAQ Obligation Authority for 2012.

Ms. Kennedy stated that MAG coordinates with the ADOT Local Governments section on this
process. She noted that the ADOT Local Governments section is reviewing project submittals and
will continue to move projects through to federal authorization. Ms. Kennedy stated that the June
estimate based on FFY 2012 project submittals shows an availability for the FFY 2013 of an
estimated $11-14 million.

Ms. Kennedy pointed out that the June 2012 status report shows the projects that are on time: 28
projects in FFY 2012, 31 projects in FFY 2013, and 32 projects in FFY 2014. She stated that it
is important to note that the process is working; in the January 2012 report, 64 percent of projects
were on time and in June 2012, 93 percent of the projects were on time.

Ms. Kennedy stated that all agencies have returned their commitment letters for their FFY 2013
projects. She noted that commitment letters for FFY 2014 projects are due from agencies to MAG
in December 2012. Ms. Kennedy advised that staff sends out notification reminders in July and
again with the workbooks in November. 

Ms. Kennedy explained the Tier One process for FFY 2013 projects, which includes the review,
comment and recommendation of projects. Upon completion of Tier One, the Tier Two process
begins. She said that the agency is required to submit a letter signed by the agency engineer
affirming that the requirements of the schedule (design, environmental, right-of-way, construction/
procurement) can be met and that the agency has all resources readily available to complete the
project based on the advanced schedule. Ms. Kennedy advised that the letters need to be submitted
by August 1, 2012, in order to be considered at the August Transportation Review Committee
(TRC) meeting. 

Ms. Kennedy stated that the TRC will discuss available funding and project milestone information
and make a recommendation on moving Tier Two projects (FFY 2014) into the upcoming federal
fiscal year (FFY 2013) of the TIP. She noted that the recommended projects will move forward
to the Management Committee, Transportation Policy Committee, and Regional Council in
September.

Chair Cavazos thanked Ms. Kennedy for her report and asked members if they had questions.
Hearing none and noting no requests for public comment, he called for a motion.

Mr. Swenson moved to recommend approval of federal fund projects to be deferred, deleted, and
changed and of the necessary amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2011-2015
MAG Transportation Improvement Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation
Plan 2010 Update. Mr. Skeete seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

Chair Cavazos stated that the meeting was running behind schedule and no informational items
would be presented.
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9. Update on the Economic Development Committee - Survey Results and Charter

This agenda item was not heard.

10. Legislative Update

This agenda item was not heard.

11. Request for Future Agenda Items

An opportunity was provided for Management Committee members to present a brief summary
of current events.  The Management Committee is not allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or
take action at the meeting on any matter in the summary, unless the specific matter is properly
noticed for legal action.  

No requests for future agenda items were noted.

11. Comments from the Committee

An opportunity will be provided for Management Committee members to present a brief summary
of current events. The Management Committee is not allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or
take action at the meeting on any matter in the summary, unless the specific matter is properly
noticed for legal action.

No comments from the committee were noted.

Adjournment

There being no further business, Mr. Buss moved, Mr. Wright seconded, and the meeting was
adjourned at 1:10 p.m. 

______________________________________
                   Chair

____________________________________
Secretary
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Agenda Item #5B

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT:
ADOT Red Letter Process

SUMMARY:  
The MAG Regional Council approved the Red Letter Process in 1996 to provide early notification of
potential development in planned freeway alignments.  Development activities include actions on plans,
zoning, and permits.  Key elements of the process include:

Notifications:
• ADOT will periodically forward Red Letter notifications to MAG.
• Notifications will be placed on the consent agenda for information and discussion at the Transportation

Review Committee, Management Committee, and Regional Council meetings.
• If a member wishes to take action on a notification, the item can be removed from the consent agenda

for further discussion.  The item could then be placed on the agenda of a subsequent meeting for
action.

Advance acquisitions:
• The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is authorized to proceed with advance right-of-way

acquisitions up to $2 million per year in funded corridors.
• Any change in the budgets for advance right-of-way acquisitions constitutes a material cost change

as well as a change in freeway priorities and therefore, would have to be reviewed by MAG and would
require Regional Council action.

• With the passage of Proposition 400 on November 2, 2004, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
includes funding for right-of-way acquisition as part of the funding for individual highway projects.  This
funding is spread over the four phases of the Plan.  Funding for advance acquisitions may be made
available on a case-by-case basis.

For information, the ADOT Advance Acquisition policy allows the expenditure of funds to obtain right-of-
way where needed to address hardship cases (residential only), forestall development (typical Red Letter
case), respond to advantageous offers or, with remaining funds, acquire properties in the construction
sequence for which right-of-way acquisition has not already been funded.

In addition to forestalling development within freeway corridors, ADOT, under the Red Letter Process,
works with developers on projects adjacent to or close to existing and proposed routes that may have a
potential impact on drainage, noise mitigation, and/or access.  For this purpose, ADOT needs to be
informed of all zoning and development activity within one-half mile of any existing and planned facility. 
Without ADOT input on development plans adjacent to or near existing and planned facilities, there is a
potential for increased costs to the local jurisdiction, the region and/or ADOT.  

ADOT has forwarded a list of notifications from January 1, 2012, to June 30, 2012. Of the 89 notices
received, none had an impact to the State Highway System. 

PUBLIC INPUT:
None.



PROS & CONS:
PROS: Notification can lead to action to forestall development activity in freeway corridors and help
minimize costs as well as ensure eventual completion of the facility. 

CONS:  By utilizing funds for advance purchase of right-of-way, these funds are not available for other
uses such as design and construction.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: Unless precluded early in the process, development within freeway alignments will result in
increased right-of-way costs in the future.  

POLICY:  With the passage of Proposition 400 on November 2, 2004, the RTP includes funding for right-
of-way acquisition as part of the funding for individual highway projects.  This funding is spread over the
four phases of the Plan.  Funding for advance acquisitions may be made available on a case-by-case
basis.

ACTION NEEDED:
Information and discussion.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
Transportation Review Committee: This item was on the August 23, 2012, agenda for information and
discussion.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Scottsdale: David Meinhart, Chair

  Avondale: David Fitzhugh, Vice-Chair
  ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Floyd Roehrich
  Buckeye: Scott Lowe
  Chandler: Dan Cook for Patrice Kraus
  El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum for Lance

Calvert
  Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
* Gila Bend: Eric Fitzer 
* Gila River: Doug Torres
  Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
  Glendale: Bob Darr for Terry Johnson
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
* Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes

  Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten 
Maricopa County: John Hauskins

  Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
  Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
  Peoria: Andrew Granger
  Phoenix: Rick Naimark
  Queen Creek: Troy White
  Surprise: Bob Beckley
  Tempe: Chad Heinrich
  Valley Metro: John Farry
  Wickenburg: Rick Austin
  Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
     Robinson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Charles Andrews,

Avondale
* ITS Committee: Debbie Albert, Glendale  

Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Katherine
Coles, City of Phoenix 

*Transportation Safety Committee: Julian
Dresang, City of Tempe

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ Attended by Videoconference # Attended by Audioconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Eric Anderson, MAG, (602) 254-6300, or Richard Erickson, ADOT, (602) 712-7085.
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Agenda Item #5C

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... 

DATE:
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT:
Project Changes – Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, and to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update

SUMMARY:
The Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) 2010 Update were approved by the MAG Regional Council on July 28,
2010, and have been modified eighteen times with the last modification approved on July 25,
2012, and the last administrative modification completed August 17, 2012. 
 
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and member agencies have requested project
changes that include: deletions, cost changes, and additions for Interstate Maintenance (IM),
National Highway Systems (NH), Surface Transportation Program (STP), and Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funded projects. The City of Phoenix Public Transit
Department, as the designated recipient of Federal Transit Administration funds for the urbanized
area, has completed a competitive application process for the Job Access & Reverse Commute
(5316), and New Freedom (5317), Federal Transit Administration programs and is requesting the
projects be added to the TIP.  Transit preventative maintenance, and adjustments to funding on
transit  items have been added to the project changes. All requested project changes and
additions are included in Table A.  

All of the projects to be amended may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations
and an administrative modification does not require a conformity determination. 

PUBLIC INPUT:  
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Approval of this TIP amendment and administrative modification will allow the projects to
proceed in a timely manner.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: Projects that wish to utilize transportation federal funds need to be shown in the TIP
in the year that they expect to commence and may need to undergo an air quality conformity
analysis or consultation.

POLICY: This amendment and administrative modification request is in accord with MAG
guidelines.



ACTION NEEDED:
Recommend approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, and to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update, as
appropriate.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item was recommended for approval on the August 23, 2012, at the MAG Transportation Review
Committee TRC). Page 4 of the project changes has been added since the TRC took action.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Scottsdale: David Meinhart, Chair

  Avondale: David Fitzhugh, Vice-Chair
  ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Floyd Roehrich
  Buckeye: Scott Lowe
  Chandler: Dan Cook for Patrice Kraus
  El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum for Lance

Calvert
  Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
* Gila Bend: Eric Fitzer 
* Gila River: Doug Torres
  Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
  Glendale: Bob Darr for Terry Johnson
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
* Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes

  Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten 
Maricopa County: John Hauskins

  Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
  Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
  Peoria: Andrew Granger
  Phoenix: Rick Naimark
  Queen Creek: Troy White
  Surprise: Bob Beckley
  Tempe: Chad Heinrich
  Valley Metro: John Farry
  Wickenburg: Rick Austin
  Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
     Robinson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Charles Andrews,

Avondale
* ITS Committee: Debbie Albert, Glendale  

Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Katherine
Coles, City of Phoenix 

* Transportation Safety Committee: Julian
Dresang, City of Tempe

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ Attended by Videoconference # Attended by Audioconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Teri Kennedy, Transportation Improvement Program Manager, (602) 254-6300.
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Maricopa Association of Governments

Page 1 of 4

8/23/2012

TIP # Agency Project Location Project Description Fiscal Year Est. Date 
Open

Lengt
h 

miles

Lanes 
Before Lanes After Fund Type Local Cost Federal Cost Regional Cost Total Cost Requested Change

DOT12-
133 ADOT 17: SR101L - 

Anthem Way Construct FMS 2013 Jun-14 14 8 8 CMAQ $0 $7,638,000 $462,000 $8,100,000
Admin Mod: Change project name to 
"SR101L -Anthem Way" from "SR101L - 
SR74"

DOT12-
141 ADOT 74: Picacho Wash to Jct 

I-17
Design Pavement Preservation and 
Drainage Improvements 2012 May-14 8.8 2 2 STP-AZ $35,055 $579,945 $0 $615,000

Amend: Increase total project budget by $300,000 
from $315,000 to $615,000. Additional funding is 
needed due to adding drainage improvements to this 
project.

DOT13-
191 ADOT 10: 3rd Ave and 3rd St Design Pump Station 

Improvements 2013 Apr-14 0.1 10 10 IM $7,125 $117,875 $0 $125,000 Amend: Delete district minor design project from the 
TIP: Reprioritized Phoenix District Minor Program.

DOT13-
190 ADOT 10: 3rd Ave to 3rd St, 

Deck Park Tunnel Design Drainage Improvements 2013 Jun-14 1 10 10 IM $23,085 $381,915 $0 $405,000
Amend: Increase total project budget by $280,000 
from $125,000 to $405,000.  ADOT District Minor 
project.

DOT13-
106 ADOT 10: SR85 - Verrado 

Way, EB Design Pavement Preservation 2013 Jun-14 7 6 6 IM $18,696 $309,304 $0 $328,000 Amend: Add a new pavement preservation design 
project in FY 2013 for $328,000.  

DOT13-
192 ADOT 10: Wild Horse Pass to 

Queen Creek Design Widening, EB 2013 Jun-14 2 4 5 IM $17,157 $283,843 $0 $301,000 Amend: Increase total project budget by $51,000 from 
$250,000 to $301,000.  ADOT District Minor Project.

DOT13-
108 ADOT 101 (Agua Fria Fwy): I-

10 to I-17 Design FMS 2013 Dec-14 22 6 6 NH $74,100 $1,225,900 $0 $1,300,000
Amend: Add a new FMS design project in FY 2013 for 
$1,300,000. To complete FMS project before 
February 2015. 

DOT13-
154 ADOT 74: I-17 and Lake 

Pleasant Parkway Design Drainage Improvements 2013 Mar-16 0.3 2 2 STP $4,275 $70,725 $0 $75,000 Amend: Delete district minor design project from the 
TIP: Reprioritized Phoenix District Minor Program.

DOT13-
109 ADOT 87: at McDowell Rd Design Signal Light 2013 Jun-14 0.1 4 4 STP $11,685 $193,315 $0 $205,000 Amend: Add a new traffic signal light design project in 

FY 2013 for $205,000.  

DOT13-
107 ADOT 88: Apache Jct - Tortilla 

Flat Design Pavement Preservation 2013 Nov-14 9 2 2 STP $19,095 $315,905 $0 $335,000 Amend: Add a new pavement preservation design 
project in FY 2013 for $335,000.  

DOT13-
163 ADOT Various - I10 and 

SR101L
Scope Drainage Tunnel System 
Improvements 2013 Jun-15 0.2 8 8 NH $5,700 $94,300 $0 $100,000 Amend: Delete district minor scoping project from the 

TIP: Reprioritized Phoenix District Minor Program.

DOT13-
162 ADOT

SR101L at various locations: 
Southern Ave., Broadway Rd., 
University Dr.; I-17 at Thomas 
Rd. and Van Buren St.

Construct Pump Station 
Improvements 2013 Jun-13 0.2 8 8 STP $106,590 $1,763,410 $0 $1,870,000

Amend: Increase total project budget by $200,000 
from $1,670,000 to $1,870,000. ADOT District Minor 
project.

HIGHWAY

Table A.  Non-ALCP Project Changes to the Fiscal Year 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program
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TIP # Agency Project Location Project Description Fiscal Year Est. Date 
Open

Lengt
h 

miles

Lanes 
Before Lanes After Fund Type Local Cost Federal Cost Regional Cost Total Cost Requested Change

MES07-
315 Mesa Southern Ave at Country 

Club Dr Construct intersection improvement 2013 2014 0.5 6 6 CMAQ  $            390,000  $               910,000  $               -    $              1,300,000 
Amend: Change the work description to match that 
used in the ALCP and reduce to the minimum federal 
match. Mulitiple funding sources on this project.

MES14-
117CZ Mesa Southern Ave at Country 

Club Dr Construct intersection improvement 2013 0.5 6 6 CMAQ  $                     -    $               910,000  $               -    $                 910,000 
Amend: Delete. The line item duplicates an existing 
line item and the TIP ID for that line item is already in 
use by ADOT.

TIP # Agency Project Location Project Description Fiscal Year Match Year of 
Fund Fund Type Local Cost Federal Cost Regional Cost Total Cost Requested Change

PHX12-
105T

Phoenix 
(CASS) Regionwide

Operating Assistance: temporary 
employment operating assistance - 
FY2012 JARC funding

2012 50% 2012 5316  $              24,208  $                 24,208  $                 -  $                   48,416 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

GLN12-
102T Glendale Glendale

Operating Assistance: Rt 60 - 
Bethany Home Road - FY2012 
JARC funding

2012 50% 2012 5316  $            336,208  $               336,208  $                 -  $                 672,416 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

PHX12-
106T Phoenix  Phoenix Operating Assistance: Routes 3, 17 

& 29 - FY2012 JARC funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $            808,519  $               808,519  $                 -  $              1,617,038 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

SUR12-
101T Surprise Surprise Operating Assistance: Route 571 - 

FY2012 JARC funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $            195,000  $               195,000  $                 -  $                 390,000 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

TOL12-101 Tolleson Tolleson Operating Assistance: Zoom Route  
- FY2012 JARC funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $            120,500  $               120,500  $                 -  $                 241,000 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

VMT12-
105T

RPTA/ Valley 
Metro Regionwide Operating Assistance: NextRide 

Project - FY2012 JARC funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $              25,000  $                 25,000  $                 -  $                   50,000 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

VMT12-
106T

RPTA/ Valley 
Metro Regionwide Operating Assistance: Route 251 - F   2012 50% 2012 5316  $            290,000  $               290,000  $                 -  $                 580,000 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

VMT12-
107T

RPTA/ Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Mobility Management: Travel 
Training Program - "Get Transit 
Smart" - FY2012 JARC funding

2012 20% 2012 5316  $              23,595  $                 57,365  $                 -  $                   80,960 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

GLN12-
103T Glendale Glendale

Operating Assistance: Taxi 
Voucher Program - FY2012 New 
Freedom Funding

2012 50% 2012 5317  $              62,500  $                 62,500  $                 -  $                 125,000 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

GLN12-
104T Glendale Glendale

Bus Stop Accessibility 
Enhancements - FY2012 New 
Freedom Funding

2012 20% 2012 5317  $              56,000  $               224,000  $                 -  $                 280,000 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

Changes to TIP in Red

TRANSIT

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

11.7L.00

30.09.01

11.92.02

HIGHWAY

A.L.I.
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TIP # Agency Project Location Project Description Fiscal Year Match Year of 
Fund Fund Type Local Cost Federal Cost Regional Cost Total Cost Requested Change

PEO12-
101T Peoria Peoria Operating Assistance: DAR Plus - 

FY2012 New Freedom Funding 2012 50% 2012 5317  $              28,420  $                 28,420  $                 -  $                   56,840 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

PHX12-
107T Phoenix Phoenix

Operating Assistance: Senior Cab 
Coupon Program (utilizing FY 2007 
funds of $82,101 returned & 
FY2011 funds of $17,899)

2012 50% 2012 5317  $            100,000  $               100,000  $                 -  $                 200,000 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

PHX12-
108T Phoenix Phoenix Program Administration - FY2012 

New Freedom Funding 2012 0% 2012 5317  $                       -  $                 27,989  $                 -  $                   27,989 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

PHX12-
109T Phoenix Phoenix

Operating Assistance: ADA Cab 
Coupon Program (utilizing FY2011 
funds of $23,634 returned & 
FY2012 funds of $26,366)

2012 50% 2012 5317  $              50,000  $                 50,000  $                 -  $                 100,000 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

TOL12-102 Tolleson Tolleson
Operating Assistance: Taxi 
Voucher Program - FY2011 New 
Freedom Funding

2012 50% 2012 5317  $              14,830  $                 14,830  $                 -  $                   29,660 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

PHX12-
110T Phoenix (NAU) Phoenix

Operating Assistance: Senior 
Companion Program - FY2012 
New Freedom Funding

2012 50% 2012 5317  $              68,715  $                 68,715  $                 -  $                 137,430 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

PHX12-
111T

Phoenix 
(Benevilla) Phoenix

Operating Assistance: Senior 
Program - FY2012 New Freedom 
Funding

2012 50% 2012 5317  $              31,800  $                 31,800  $                 -  $                   63,600 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

VMT12-
108T

RPTA/ Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Misc Bus Equip: Personal 
securement loops for vheelchair 
passengers -  FY2011 New 
Freedom funding of $7,879 and 
FY2012 New Freedom of $761 

2012 20% 2012 5317  $                2,160  $                   8,640  $                 -  $                   10,800 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

VMT12-
109T

RPTA/ Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Operating Assistance: Cab Coupon 
& Voucher Program - FY2012 New 
Freedom Funding

2012 50% 2012 5317  $            545,083  $               545,083  $                 -  $              1,090,166 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

VMT12-
110T

RPTA/ Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Mobility Management: Travel 
Training Program - FY2011 New 
Freedom funding

2012 20% 2012 5317  $              56,888  $               103,363  $                 -  $                 160,251 Amend: Add new project to the TIP

Changes to TIP in Red

TRANSIT

11.7L.00

30.09.01

11.44.20

30.09.01

A.L.I.

30.09.01

44.21.00

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01
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TIP # Agency Project Location Project Description Fiscal Year Match Year of 
Fund Fund Type Local Cost Federal Cost Regional Cost Total Cost Requested Change

GLN12-
813T Glendale Glendale: Citywide 

Paratransit & GUS Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $            109,222  $               436,886  $                 -  $                 546,108 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

PEO12-
807T Peoria Peoria: Citywide 

Paratransit Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $              33,402  $               133,607  $                 -  $                 167,009 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

PHX12-
101T Phoenix Citywide Install bus stop improvements (1% 

enhancement) 2013 20% 2012 5307  $            132,782  $               531,130  $                 -  $                 663,912 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

PHX12-
825T Phoenix Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $         6,411,956  $          25,647,825  $                 -  $            32,059,781 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

SCT12-
101T Scottsdale Scottsdale: Fixed Route Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $              76,309  $               305,235  $                 -  $                 381,544 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

SUR12-
802T Surprise Surprise: Citywide 

Paratransit Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $              14,555  $                 58,221  $                 -  $                   72,776 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

TMP12-
807T Tempe Tempe: Fixed Route Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $         1,471,646  $            5,886,582  $                 -  $              7,358,228 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

VMR12-
105T

Valley Metro 
Rail

Central Phoenix / East 
Valley (CP/EV) 20-mile 
light rail transit starter line

Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $         1,071,909  $            4,287,637  $                 -  $              5,359,546 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

VMT12-
813T

Valley Metro/ 
RPTA

Regionwide: Fixed 
Route Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $         2,030,281  $            8,121,124  $                 -  $            10,151,405 Admin Mod: Increase federal funding

AVN12-
101T Avondale Regionwide Operating:Operating Assistance 2013 50% 2012 5307-AVN 

UZA  $         1,000,279  $            1,000,279  $                 -  $              2,000,558 Admin Mod: Decrease Funding

PHX13-
191T Phoenix

Phoenix -Buses serving 
Rapid Routes on HOV 
system

Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5309-FGM  $              41,135  $               164,539  $                 -  $                 205,674 Amend: New Project

VMR13-
106

Valley Metro 
Rail

Phoenix, Mesa, Tempe - 
Light Rail Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5309-FGM  $              45,997  $               183,986  $                 -  $                 229,983 Amend: New Project

VMT13-
105T

Valley Metro/ 
RPTA

Regionwide -Buses 
serving Express Routes on 
HOV system

Preventive Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5309-FGM  $            283,335  $            1,133,341  $                 -  $              1,416,676 Amend: New Project

PHX13-
192T Phoenix Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 2013 5.7% 2012 STP-AZ  $              12,248  $               202,621  $                 -  $                 214,869 

New Project: The total amount of PM for City of 
Phoenix is not higher than the total distrubution 
calculation

Changes to TIP in Red

A.L.I.

TRANSIT - All Projects listed below have been added since the August 23, 2012 TRC Meeting

11.7A.00

11.92.02

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

30.09.01

11.7A.00

11.7A.00



Agenda Item #5D

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT: 
MAG Design Assistance for the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Program

SUMMARY: 
The FY 2013 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget, approved by the MAG
Regional Council in May 2012, includes $200,000 for MAG Design Assistance for the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Facilities Program. The Design Assistance Program allows MAG member agencies to
apply for funding for preliminary engineering of a bicycle or pedestrian project. According to federal
law, any project which is not constructed after being designed with federal transportation funds could
be required to return the funds used for design to the Federal Highway Administration. 

This year, five applications requesting $359,300 in funding were submitted for consideration. One
jurisdiction subsequently pulled its application. At the July 17, 2012, meeting, the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Committee reviewed and ranked applications for project funding. The MAG Bicycle and
Pedestrian Committee recommended the Mesa Crosscut Canal West Mesa Regional Connector for
$80,000; the Glendale 55th Avenue Bike Route Spot Improvement for $70,000; and the Scottsdale
Non-motorized Crossing of the Loop 101 at the Central Arizona Project Canal for $50,000 for MAG
Design Assistance for the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Program. Due to a limited amount of funds,
the fourth project could not be awarded. On August 23, 2012, the Transportation Review Committee
concurred with the recommendation of the MAG Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee.

PUBLIC INPUT:
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: This program assists MAG member agencies by offering professional preliminary engineering
assistance to develop bicycle and pedestrian facilities that help reduce congestion and improve air
quality. 

CONS:  According to federal law, any project which is not constructed after being designed with federal
transportation funds could be required to return the funds used for design to the Federal Highway
Administration.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The Design Assistance Program encourages implementation of the adopted MAG
Pedestrian Policies and Design Guidelines and nationally accepted bicycle facilities design practices. 

POLICY: These programs encourage the development of facilities to encourage walking and bicycling.

ACTION NEEDED:
Recommend approval of the Mesa Crosscut Canal West Mesa Regional Connector for $80,000; the
Glendale 55th Avenue Bike Route Spot Improvement for $70,000; and the Scottsdale Non-motorized
Crossing of the Loop 101 at the Central Arizona Project Canal for $50,000 for MAG Design Assistance
for the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Program.



PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
On August 23, 2012, the Transportation Review Committee recommended the Mesa Crosscut Canal
West Mesa Regional Connector for $80,000; the Glendale 55th Avenue Bike Route Spot Improvement
for $70,000; and the Scottsdale Non-motorized Crossing of the Loop 101 at the Central Arizona Project
Canal for $50,000 for MAG Design Assistance for the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Program.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Scottsdale: David Meinhart, Chair

  Avondale: David Fitzhugh, Vice-Chair
  ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Floyd Roehrich
  Buckeye: Scott Lowe
  Chandler: Dan Cook for Patrice Kraus
  El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum for Lance

Calvert
  Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
* Gila Bend: Eric Fitzer 
* Gila River: Doug Torres
  Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
  Glendale: Bob Darr for Terry Johnson
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
* Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes

  Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten 
Maricopa County: John Hauskins

  Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
  Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
  Peoria: Andrew Granger
  Phoenix: Rick Naimark
  Queen Creek: Troy White
  Surprise: Bob Beckley
  Tempe: Chad Heinrich
  Valley Metro: John Farry
  Wickenburg: Rick Austin
  Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
     Robinson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Charles Andrews,

Avondale
* ITS Committee: Debbie Albert, Glendale  

Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Katherine
Coles, City of Phoenix 

*Transportation Safety Committee: Julian
Dresang, City of Tempe

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ Attended by Videoconference # Attended by Audioconference

On July 17, 2012, the MAG Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee reviewed the applications and
recommended the Mesa Crosscut Canal West Mesa Regional Connector for $80,000; the Glendale
55th Avenue Bike Route Spot Improvement for $70,000; and the Scottsdale Non-motorized Crossing
of the Loop 101 at the Central Arizona Project Canal for $50,000 for MAG Design Assistance for the
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Program.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Reed Kempton, Scottsdale, Chair
Margaret Boone, Avondale, Vice-Chair
Michael Sanders, ADOT 
Tiffany Halperin, ASLA, Arizona Chapter
Robert Wisener, Buckeye
D.J. Stapley, Carefree

* Bob Beane, Coalition of Arizona Bicyclists
Jason Crampton, Chandler

# Mark Smith, El Mirage
# Nicole Dailey, Gilbert
# Steve Hancock, Glendale

Joe Schmitz, Goodyear

Julius Diogenes for Michael Cartsonis,
  Litchfield Park 
Denise Lacey, Maricopa County
Jim Hash, Mesa
Brandon Forrey, Peoria
Katherine Coles, Phoenix

*Rich Purcell, Queen Creek
Dawn Coomer, RPTA
Karen Savage, Surprise
Eric Iwersen, Tempe
Mark Hannah, Youngtown

*Members neither present nor represented by proxy
#Attended via audioconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Maureen DeCindis, MAG, (602) 254-6300



Agenda Item #5E

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT: 
Amendment to the Arup North America, Ltd., Contract to Continue Stakeholder Work for the Sustainable
Transportation and Land Use Integration Study

SUMMARY:  
In May 2010, the Regional Council approved the MAG FY 2011 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP)
and Annual Budget, which included a Sustainable Transportation and Land Use Integration Study. On
September 13, 2010, the Regional Council Executive Committee selected Arup North America, Ltd., to
conduct the study for an amount not to exceed $750,000. 

Additionally, on March 14, 2011, the Regional Council Executive Committee approved an amendment
to the MAG FY 2011 UPWP and Annual Budget to include $48,650 for the Urban Land Institute (ULI) to
conduct two public/business forums with stakeholder participation in coordination with the Sustainable
Transportation and Land Use Integration Study. The ULI completed the two public/business forums and
the contract is complete with $23,740.78 unspent.

It is requested that $23,000 is added to the contract with Arup North America, Ltd., for stakeholder work
to complete the Sustainable Transportation and Land Use Integration Study.  This funding will support
four stakeholder meetings related to the findings of the high capacity transit and land use integration
modeling exercise, the Sustainable Transportation Toolkit, and the recommendations of the Study.

PUBLIC INPUT:
No public input has been received concerning the specific requested change. 

PROS & CONS:
PROS:  This study will provide a coordinated, comprehensive approach for promoting sustainable
transportation and transit supportive land use patterns.  

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The study will provide planning tools to assist local jurisdictions in preparing for future high
capacity transit services.

POLICY: The study will define how transit can help support the development of a sustainable
transportation system in the MAG region.  The study will also recommend development patterns and
densities necessary to support various types of high capacity transit service (e.g., bus rapid transit and
commuter rail).  

ACTION NEEDED:
Recommend approval to amend the Arup North America, Ltd., contract by $23,000 to conduct the
additional stakeholder work for the Sustainable Transportation Land Use Integration Study.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
None.

CONTACT PERSON:
Jorge Luna, Transit Planner III 602-254-6300.



Agenda Item #5F

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT: 
Local Match Consideration for Glendale Right-of-Way Costs for Northern Parkway

SUMMARY:  
Glendale has acquired significant right-of-way for the planned Northern Parkway project, which is
included in the Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP).  Since the project will include federal funds, the
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) are
involved in determining the eligibility of project costs for reimbursement with federal funds.  The ALCP
Policies and Procedures states that for federally funded projects, the eligibility for both the
reimbursement of costs with federal funds and for the calculation of the required local match will follow
federal guidelines.  The required local match for ALCP projects is 30 percent compared to the required
minimum federal match requirement of 5.7 percent.

ADOT and FHWA have determined that $560,597 of right of costs submitted by Glendale are ineligible
for federal reimbursement.  The attached chart shows the costs that were disallowed and Glendale’s
comments related to each. MAG staff has reviewed all of the information and analysis provided by
Glendale, ADOT and FHWA and determined that the costs incurred by Glendale are directly related
to the right-of-way needed for Northern Parkway and would be acceptable for either reimbursement
or the required ALCP local match if the project did not include federal funds.  MAG staff is
recommending that an exception to the adopted ALCP policy be made to allow the $560,597 to be
included in the calculation of the local match for Northern Parkway.

PUBLIC INPUT: 
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The costs incurred by Glendale were for the benefit of the Northern Parkway project and were 
part of the City’s effort to acquire right-of-way for the project. There is no financial impact on the ALCP.

CONS: The recommendation is an exception to the adopted ALCP Policies and Procedures that state
that for federal funded ALCP projects the determination of eligibility of projects costs will be made
following FHWA guidance.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: None.

POLICY: The recommendation is an exception to the adopted ALCP Policies and Procedures that
state that for federal funded ALCP projects the determination of eligibility of projects costs will be made
following FHWA guidance.

1



ACTION NEEDED: 
Recommend allowing Glendale to include the $560,597 of Northern Avenue right-of-way expenditures
as part of the required local match for the project.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 
On August 23, 2012, the Transportation Review Committee recommended allowing Glendale to
include the $560,597 of Northern Avenue right-of-way expenditures as part of the required local match
for the project.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Scottsdale: David Meinhart, Chair

  Avondale: David Fitzhugh, Vice-Chair
  ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Floyd Roehrich
  Buckeye: Scott Lowe
  Chandler: Dan Cook for Patrice Kraus
  El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum for Lance Calvert
  Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
* Gila Bend: Eric Fitzer 
* Gila River: Doug Torres
  Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
  Glendale: Bob Darr for Terry Johnson
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
* Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes

  Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten 
Maricopa County: John Hauskins

  Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
  Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
  Peoria: Andrew Granger
  Phoenix: Rick Naimark
  Queen Creek: Troy White
  Surprise: Bob Beckley
  Tempe: Chad Heinrich
  Valley Metro: John Farry
  Wickenburg: Rick Austin
  Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
     Robinson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Charles Andrews, Avondale
* ITS Committee: Debbie Albert, Glendale  

Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Katherine
Coles, City of Phoenix 

*Transportation Safety Committee: Julian
Dresang, City of Tempe

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ Attended by Videoconference # Attended by Audioconference

CONTACT PERSON: 
Eric Anderson, Eanderson@azmag.gov, (602) 254-6300
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Agenda Item #5G

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT:
Conformity Consultation

SUMMARY:
The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for an
amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.  The amendment and administrative modification involve
several projects, including revisions to several Arizona Department of Transportation projects, new Job Access
Reverse Commute and New Freedom transit projects, and Arterial Life Cycle Program projects.  The
amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations.  The
administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity determination. 
A description of the projects is provided in the attached interagency consultation memorandum.  Comments
on the conformity assessment are requested by September 21, 2012.

PUBLIC INPUT:
Copies of the conformity assessment have been distributed for consultation to the Federal Transit
Administration, Federal Highway Administration, Arizona Department of Transportation, Arizona Department
of Environmental Quality, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department, METRO/RPTA, Maricopa County Air
Quality Department, Central Arizona Association of Governments, Pinal County Air Quality Control District,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and other interested parties including members of the public.

PROS & CONS:
PROS:  Interagency consultation for the amendment and administrative modification notifies the planning
agencies of project modifications to the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.

CONS:  The review of the conformity assessment requires additional time in the project approval process.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL:  The amendment and administrative modification may not be considered until the consultation
process for the conformity assessment is completed.

POLICY: Federal transportation conformity regulations require interagency consultation on development of
the transportation plan, TIP, and associated conformity determinations to include a process involving the
Metropolitan Planning Organization, State and local air quality planning agencies, State and local
transportation agencies, Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Highway Administration, and the Federal
Transit Administration.  Consultation on the conformity assessment has been conducted in accordance with
federal regulations, MAG Conformity Consultation Processes adopted by the Regional Council in February
1996 and MAG Transportation Conformity Guidance and Procedures adopted by the Regional Council in
March 1996.  In addition, federal guidance is followed in response to court rulings regarding transportation
conformity.

ACTION NEEDED:
Consultation.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
None.

CONTACT PERSON:
Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist, (602) 254-6300.
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TO: Leslie Rogers, Federal Transit Administration
Karla Petty, Federal Highway Administration
John Halikowski, Arizona Department of Transportation
Henry Darwin, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Neal Young, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department
Stephen Banta, METRO/RPTA
William Wiley, Maricopa County Air Quality Department
Brian Tapp, Central Arizona Association of Governments
Donald Gabrielson, Pinal County Air Quality Control District
Gregory Nudd, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
Other Interested Parties

FROM: Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist

SUBJECT: CONSULTATION ON A CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED AMENDMENT
  AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2011-2015 MAG TRANSPORTATION
  IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2010 UPDATE

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for an
amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.  The amendment and administrative modification involve
several projects, including revisions to several Arizona Department of Transportation projects, new Job Access
Reverse Commute and New Freedom transit projects, and Arterial Life Cycle Program projects.  Comments on
the conformity assessment are requested by September 21, 2012.

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and has found that consultation
is required on the conformity assessment.  The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt
from conformity determinations.  The administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not
require a conformity determination.  The conformity finding of the TIP and the associated Regional Transportation
Plan 2010 Update, as amended, that was made by the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit
Administration on August 22, 2012 remains unchanged by this action.  The conformity assessment is being
transmitted for consultation to the agencies listed above and other interested parties.  If you have any questions
or comments, please contact me at (602) 254-6300.

Attachment

cc: Eric Massey, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Scott Omer, Arizona Department of Transportation



ATTACHMENT

CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION
TO THE FY 2011-2015 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2010 UPDATE

The federal transportation conformity rule (40 CFR 93.105) requires interagency consultation when making
changes to a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Transportation Plan.  The consultation processes
are also provided in the Arizona Conformity Rule (R18-2-1405).  This information is provided for consultation
as outlined in the MAG Conformity Consultation Processes document adopted by the MAG Regional Council on
February 28, 1996.  In addition, federal guidance is followed in response to court rulings regarding transportation
conformity.

The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations.  Types
of projects considered exempt are defined in the federal transportation conformity rule at 40 CFR 93.126.  The
administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity determination. 
Examples of minor project revisions include schedule, funding source, and funding amount changes.  The
proposed amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update include the projects on the attached table.  The project
number, agency, and description is provided, followed by the conformity assessment.

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and consultation is required on
the conformity assessment.  The projects are not expected to create adverse emission impacts or interfere with
Transportation Control Measure implementation.  The conformity finding of the TIP and the associated Regional
Transportation Plan 2010 Update, as amended, that was made by the Federal Highway Administration and
Federal Transit Administration on August 22, 2012 remains unchanged by this action.
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TIP # Agency
Project 
Location

Project Description
Fiscal 
Year

Length 
miles

Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

DOT12‐
133 ADOT

17: SR101L ‐ 
Anthem Way Construct FMS 2013 14 8 8 CMAQ $0 $7,638,000 $462,000 $8,100,000

Admin Mod: Change 
project name to "SR101L ‐
Anthem Way" from 
"SR101L ‐ SR74"

The revised project is considered exempt 
under the category "Traffic signal 
synchronization project", and may be 
approved, funded, and implemented, 
subject to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses.  The conformity status of the TIP 
and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

DOT12‐
141 ADOT

74: Picacho 
Wash to Jct I‐
17

Design Pavement 
Preservation and 
Drainage 
Improvements 2012 8.8 2 2 STP‐AZ $35,055 $579,945 $0 $615,000

Amend: Increase total 
project budget by 
$300,000 from $315,000 
to $615,000. Additional 
funding is needed due to 
adding drainage 
improvements to this 
project.

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

DOT13‐
191 ADOT

10: 3rd Ave 
and 3rd St 

Design Pump 
Station 
Improvements 2013 0.1 10 10 IM $7,125 $117,875 $0 $125,000

Amend: Delete district 
minor design project 
from the TIP: 
Reprioritized Phoenix 
District Minor Program.

The deleted project is considered exempt 
under the category "Projects that correct, 
improve, or eliminate a hazardous location 
or feature."  The conformity status of the 
TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

DOT13‐
190 ADOT

10: 3rd Ave 
to 3rd St, 
Deck Park 
Tunnel

Design Drainage 
Improvements 2013 1 10 10 IM $23,085 $381,915 $0 $405,000

Amend: Increase total 
project budget by 
$280,000 from $125,000 
to $405,000.  ADOT 
District Minor project.

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

DOT13‐
106 ADOT

10: SR85 ‐ 
Verrado 
Way, EB

Design Pavement 
Preservation 2013 7 6 6 IM $18,696 $309,304 $0 $328,000

Amend: Add a new 
pavement preservation 
design project in FY 2013 
for $328,000.  

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Pavement resurfacing 
and/or rehabilitation."  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2011‐2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update

HIGHWAY
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TIP # Agency
Project 
Location

Project Description
Fiscal 
Year

Length 
miles

Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

DOT13‐
192 ADOT

10: Wild 
Horse Pass to 
Queen Creek

Design Widening, 
EB 2013 2 4 5 IM $17,157 $283,843 $0 $301,000

Amend: Increase total 
project budget by 
$51,000 from $250,000 
to $301,000.  ADOT 
District Minor Project.

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

DOT13‐
108 ADOT

101 (Agua 
Fria Fwy): I‐
10 to I‐17 Design FMS 2013 22 6 6 NH $74,100 $1,225,900 $0 $1,300,000

Amend: Add a new FMS 
design project in FY 2013 
for $1,300,000. To 
complete FMS project 
before February 2015. 

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Traffic signal 
synchronization project", and may be 
approved, funded, and implemented, 
subject to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses.  The conformity status of the TIP 
and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

DOT13‐
154 ADOT

74: I‐17 and 
Lake Pleasant 
Parkway

Design Drainage 
Improvements 2013 0.3 2 2 STP $4,275 $70,725 $0 $75,000

Amend: Delete district 
minor design project 
from the TIP: 
Reprioritized Phoenix 
District Minor Program.

The deleted project is considered exempt 
under the category "Projects that correct, 
improve, or eliminate a hazardous location 
or feature."  The conformity status of the 
TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

DOT13‐
109 ADOT

87: at 
McDowell Rd Design Signal Light 2013 0.1 4 4 STP $11,685 $193,315 $0 $205,000

Amend: Add a new 
traffic signal light design 
project in FY 2013 for 
$205,000.  

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Intersection 
signalization projects at individual 
intersections."  The conformity status of the 
TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

DOT13‐
107 ADOT

88: Apache 
Jct ‐ Tortilla 
Flat

Design Pavement 
Preservation 2013 9 2 2 STP $19,095 $315,905 $0 $335,000

Amend: Add a new 
pavement preservation 
design project in FY 2013 
for $335,000.  

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Pavement resurfacing 
and/or rehabilitation."  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

DOT13‐
163 ADOT

Various ‐ I10 
and SR101L

Scope Drainage 
Tunnel System 
Improvements 2013 0.2 8 8 NH $5,700 $94,300 $0 $100,000

Amend: Delete district 
minor scoping project 
from the TIP: 
Reprioritized Phoenix 
District Minor Program.

The deleted project is considered exempt 
under the category "Projects that correct, 
improve, or eliminate a hazardous location 
or feature."  The conformity status of the 
TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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TIP # Agency
Project 
Location
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Fiscal 
Year

Length 
miles

Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After

Fund 
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Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

DOT13‐
162 ADOT

SR101L at 
various 
locations: 
Southern 
Ave., 
Broadway 
Rd., 
University 
Dr.; I‐17 at 
Thomas Rd. 
and Van 
Buren St.

Construct Pump 
Station 
Improvements 2013 0.2 8 8 STP $106,590 $1,763,410 $0 $1,870,000

Amend: Increase total 
project budget by 
$200,000 from 
$1,670,000 to 
$1,870,000. ADOT 
District Minor project.

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

MES07‐
315 Mesa

Southern Ave 
at Country 
Club Dr

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2013 0.5 6 6 CMAQ  $    390,000   $          910,000   $             ‐     $  1,300,000 

Amend: Change the work 
description to match 
that used in the ALCP 
and reduce to the 
minimum federal match. 
Mulitiple funding sources 
on this project.

A minor project revision is needed to revise 
work description and decrease project 
funding.  The conformity status of the TIP 
and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES14‐
117CZ Mesa

Southern Ave 
at Country 
Club Dr

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2013 0.5 6 6 CMAQ  $               ‐     $          910,000   $             ‐     $      910,000 

Amend: Delete. The line 
item duplicates an 
existing line item and the 
TIP ID for that line item is 
already in use by ADOT.

A minor project revision is needed to delete 
duplicate project.  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.
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TIP # Agency
Project 
Location

Project Description
Fiscal 
Year

Match
Year of 
Fund

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

PHX12‐
105T

Phoenix 
(CASS) Regionwide

Operating 
Assistance: 
temporary 
employment 
operating 
assistance ‐ FY2012 
JARC funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $      24,208   $             24,208   $               ‐   $        48,416 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

GLN12‐
102T Glendale Glendale

Operating 
Assistance: Rt 60 ‐ 
Bethany Home 
Road ‐ FY2012 JARC 
funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $    336,208   $          336,208   $               ‐   $      672,416 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

PHX12‐
106T Phoenix   Phoenix

Operating 
Assistance: Routes 
3, 17 & 29 ‐ FY2012 
JARC funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $    808,519   $          808,519   $               ‐   $  1,617,038 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

SUR12‐
101T Surprise Surprise

Operating 
Assistance: Route 
571 ‐ FY2012 JARC 
funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $    195,000   $          195,000   $               ‐   $      390,000 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

TOL12‐
101 Tolleson Tolleson

Operating 
Assistance: Zoom 
Route  ‐ FY2012 
JARC funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $    120,500   $          120,500   $               ‐   $      241,000 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

VMT12‐
105T

RPTA/ 
Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Operating 
Assistance: 
NextRide Project ‐ 
FY2012 JARC 
funding 2012 50% 2012 5316  $      25,000   $             25,000   $               ‐   $        50,000 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

A.L.I.

TRANSIT

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01

30.09.01
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Project 
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Fiscal 
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Year of 
Fund

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

VMT12‐
106T

RPTA/ 
Valley 
Metro Regionwide Operating Assistance 2012 50% 2012 5316  $    290,000   $          290,000   $               ‐   $      580,000 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

VMT12‐
107T

RPTA/ 
Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Mobility 
Management: 
Travel Training 
Program ‐ "Get 
Transit Smart" ‐ 
FY2012 JARC 
funding 2012 20% 2012 5316  $      23,595   $             57,365   $               ‐   $        80,960 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

GLN12‐
103T Glendale Glendale

Operating 
Assistance: Taxi 
Voucher Program ‐ 
FY2012 New 
Freedom Funding 2012 50% 2012 5317  $      62,500   $             62,500   $               ‐   $      125,000 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

GLN12‐
104T Glendale Glendale

Bus Stop 
Accessibility 
Enhancements ‐ 
FY2012 New 
Freedom Funding 2012 20% 2012 5317  $      56,000   $          224,000   $               ‐   $      280,000 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Reconstruction or 
renovation of transit buildings and 
structures (e.g. rail or bus buildings, storage 
and maintenance facilities, stations, 
terminals, and ancillary structures."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

PEO12‐
101T Peoria Peoria

Operating 
Assistance: DAR 
Plus ‐ FY2012 New 
Freedom Funding 2012 50% 2012 5317  $      28,420   $             28,420   $               ‐   $        56,840 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.30.09.01

A.L.I.

30.09.01

11.7L.00

30.09.01

11.92.02
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TIP # Agency
Project 
Location

Project Description
Fiscal 
Year

Match
Year of 
Fund

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

PHX12‐
107T Phoenix Phoenix

Operating 
Assistance: Senior 
Cab Coupon 
Program (utilizing 
FY 2007 funds of 
$82,101 returned & 
FY2011 funds of 
$17,899) 2012 50% 2012 5317  $    100,000   $          100,000   $               ‐   $      200,000 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

PHX12‐
108T Phoenix Phoenix

Program 
Administration ‐ 
FY2012 New 
Freedom Funding 2012 0% 2012 5317  $                 ‐   $             27,989   $               ‐   $        27,989 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

PHX12‐
109T Phoenix Phoenix

Operating 
Assistance: ADA 
Cab Coupon 
Program (utilizing 
FY2011 funds of 
$23,634 returned & 
FY2012 funds of 
$26,366) 2012 50% 2012 5317  $      50,000   $             50,000   $               ‐   $      100,000 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

TOL12‐
102 Tolleson Tolleson

Operating 
Assistance: Taxi 
Voucher Program ‐ 
FY2011 New 
Freedom Funding 2012 50% 2012 5317  $      14,830   $             14,830   $               ‐   $        29,660 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

PHX12‐
110T

Phoenix 
(NAU) Phoenix

Operating 
Assistance: Senior 
Companion 
Program ‐ FY2012 
New Freedom 
Funding 2012 50% 2012 5317  $      68,715   $             68,715   $               ‐   $      137,430 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

PHX12‐
111T

Phoenix 
(Benevilla) Phoenix

Operating 
Assistance: Senior 
Program ‐ FY2012 
New Freedom 
Funding 2012 50% 2012 5317  $      31,800   $             31,800   $               ‐   $        63,600 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

30.09.01

30.09.01

A.L.I.

30.09.01

44.21.00

30.09.01

30.09.01

6 of 38



September 4, 2012

TIP # Agency
Project 
Location

Project Description
Fiscal 
Year

Match
Year of 
Fund

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

VMT12‐
108T

RPTA/ 
Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Misc Bus Equip: 
Personal 
securement loops 
for vheelchair 
passengers ‐  
FY2011 New 
Freedom funding of 
$7,879 and FY2012 
New Freedom of 
$761  2012 20% 2012 5317  $        2,160   $               8,640   $               ‐   $        10,800 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Purchase of operating 
equipment for vehicles (e.g. radios, 
fareboxes, lifts, etc."  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

VMT12‐
109T

RPTA/ 
Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Operating 
Assistance: Cab 
Coupon & Voucher 
Program ‐ FY2012 
New Freedom 
Funding 2012 50% 2012 5317  $    545,083   $          545,083   $               ‐   $  1,090,166 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

VMT12‐
110T

RPTA/ 
Valley 
Metro Regionwide

Mobility 
Management: 
Travel Training 
Program ‐ FY2011 
New Freedom 
funding 2012 20% 2012 5317  $      56,888   $          103,363   $               ‐   $      160,251 

Amend: Add new project 
to the TIP

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Operating assistance to 
transit agencies."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 
2010 Update would remain unchanged.

GLN12‐
813T

Glendale

Glendale: 
Citywide 
Paratransit & 
GUS

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $    109,222   $          436,886   $               ‐   $      546,108 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

PEO12‐
807T

Peoria

Peoria: 
Citywide 
Paratransit

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $      33,402   $          133,607   $               ‐   $      167,009 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

PHX12‐
101T

Phoenix Citywide

Install bus stop 
improvements (1% 
enhancement) 2013 20% 2012 5307  $    132,782   $          531,130   $               ‐   $      663,912 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.11.92.02

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7L.00

11.44.20

30.09.01

A.L.I.
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TIP # Agency
Project 
Location

Project Description
Fiscal 
Year

Match
Year of 
Fund

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

PHX12‐
825T

Phoenix Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $ 6,411,956   $     25,647,825   $               ‐   $32,059,781 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
101T

Scottsdale
Scottsdale: 
Fixed Route

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $      76,309   $          305,235   $               ‐   $      381,544 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

SUR12‐
802T

Surprise

Surprise: 
Citywide 
Paratransit

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $      14,555   $             58,221   $               ‐   $        72,776 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

TMP12‐
807T

Tempe
Tempe: Fixed 
Route

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $ 1,471,646   $       5,886,582   $               ‐   $  7,358,228 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

VMR12‐
105T

Valley 
Metro Rail

Central 
Phoenix / 
East Valley 
(CP/EV) 20‐
mile light rail 
transit 
starter line

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $ 1,071,909   $       4,287,637   $               ‐   $  5,359,546 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

VMT12‐
813T Valley 

Metro/ 
RPTA

Regionwide: 
Fixed Route

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012 5307  $ 2,030,281   $       8,121,124   $               ‐   $10,151,405 

Admin Mod: Increase 
federal funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.

AVN12‐
101T

Avondale Regionwide
Operating:Operatin
g Assistance 2013 50% 2012

5307‐
AVN UZA  $ 1,000,279   $       1,000,279   $               ‐   $  2,000,558 

Admin Mod: Decrease 
Funding

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update would 
remain unchanged.30.09.01

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

A.L.I.
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TIP # Agency
Project 
Location

Project Description
Fiscal 
Year

Match
Year of 
Fund

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost
Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Requested Change Conformity Assessment

PHX13‐
191T

Phoenix

Phoenix ‐
Buses serving 
Rapid Routes 
on HOV 
system

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012

5309‐
FGM  $      41,135   $          164,539   $               ‐   $      205,674  Amend: New Project

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Rehabiltiation of transit 
vehicles."  The conformity status of the TIP 
and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

VMR13‐
106

Valley 
Metro Rail

Phoenix, 
Mesa, Tempe 
‐ Light Rail

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012

5309‐
FGM  $      45,997   $          183,986   $               ‐   $      229,983  Amend: New Project

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Rehabiltiation of transit 
vehicles."  The conformity status of the TIP 
and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

VMT13‐
105T Valley 

Metro/ 
RPTA

Regionwide ‐
Buses serving 
Express 
Routes on 
HOV system

Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 20% 2012

5309‐
FGM  $    283,335   $       1,133,341   $               ‐   $  1,416,676  Amend: New Project

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Rehabiltiation of transit 
vehicles."  The conformity status of the TIP 
and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PHX13‐
192T

Phoenix Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 2013 5.7% 2012 STP‐AZ  $      12,248   $          202,621   $               ‐   $      214,869 

New Project: The total 
amount of PM for City of 
Phoenix is not higher 
than the total 
distrubution calculation

The new project is considered exempt 
under the category "Rehabiltiation of transit 
vehicles."  The conformity status of the TIP 
and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

11.7A.00

A.L.I.
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September 4, 2012

TIPID Agency Location Work
Work 
Year Funding  Federal   Regional   Local   Total 

New 
Reimbursement 

FY
Fund 
Type

 Regional 
Reimb.   Notes  RTPID  Conformity Assessment 

CHN12‐
110RWZ Chandler

Gilbert Rd: Queen 
Creek to Hunt Hwy

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      236,485  $        788,284  2013 RARF $      551,799 

Amend: FY13ALCP 
partial 
reimbursement 
deferred ACI‐GIL‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer partial reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN13‐
110RWZ Chandler

Gilbert Rd: Queen 
Creek to Hunt Hwy

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 RARF $                ‐    $      866,515  $      371,364  $     1,237,879  2013 RARF $      866,515 

Amend: add new 
FY13 update ACI‐GIL‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN12‐
103CZ Chandler

Gilbert Rd:  Queen 
Creek to Ocotillo

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,429,393  $     8,097,978  2013 RARF $   5,668,585 

Amend: FY13ALCP 
reimbursement 
deferred to 2013 ACI‐GIL‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

CHN12‐
103CZ2 Chandler

Gilbert Rd:  Queen 
Creek to Ocotillo

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      800,822  $     2,669,406  2014 RARF $   1,868,585 

Amend: FY13ALCP 
reimbursement 
deferred to 2014 ACI‐GIL‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
104C2Z Chandler

Gilbert Rd:  Ocotillo 
Rd to Chandler 
Heights

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,320,000  $     4,285,714  2019 RARF $   3,000,000 

Amend: new ALCP 
reimbursement ACI‐GIL‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
104CZ Chandler

Gilbert Rd:  Ocotillo 
Rd to Chandler 
Heights

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,320,000  $     4,514,286  2018 RARF $   3,160,000 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐GIL‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
adjust the reimbursement amount.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN15‐
108CZ Chandler

Gilbert Rd: 
Chandler Heights 
Rd to Riggs Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      428,571  $     1,428,571  2019 RARF $   1,000,000 

Amend: new ALCP 
reimbursement ACI‐GIL‐10‐03‐E

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN10‐
101D2Z Chandler

McQueen Road:  
Ocotillo Road to 
Riggs Road

Design roadway 
widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,428,571  $     1,428,571  2017 RARF $      929,974 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2011‐2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update
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TIPID Agency Location Work
Work 
Year Funding  Federal   Regional   Local   Total 

New 
Reimbursement 

FY
Fund 
Type

 Regional 
Reimb.   Notes  RTPID  Conformity Assessment 

CHN10‐
101DZ Chandler

McQueen Road:  
Ocotillo Road to 
Riggs Road

Design roadway 
widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      136,736  $        136,736  2017 RARF $      136,736 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise reimbursement year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN10‐
101RW2Z Chandler

McQueen Road:  
Ocotillo Road to 
Riggs Road

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,242,771  $     1,242,771  2018 RARF $   1,242,771 

Amend: add new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN10‐
101RWZ Chandler

McQueen Road:  
Ocotillo Road to 
Riggs Road

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      929,974  $        929,974  2017 RARF $      929,974 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN11‐
102DZ Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Design roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      111,226  $        370,754  2018 RARF $      259,528 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise reimbursement amount.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN12‐
102RWZ Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Acquire right‐of‐
way for roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      630,497  $        969,996  2018 RARF $      339,499 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise reimbursement amount.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
102C2Z Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,866,999  $     6,223,330  2014

STP‐
MAG $   4,356,331 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
102C3Z Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,842,466  $     2,321,564  2027

STP‐
MAG $      479,098 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
102CZ Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,132,791  $     2,801,901  2027

STP‐
MAG $      669,110 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
102DZ Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Design roadway 
widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      111,226  $        370,754  2018 RARF $      259,528 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise reimbursement year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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New 
Reimbursement 

FY
Fund 
Type

 Regional 
Reimb.   Notes  RTPID  Conformity Assessment 

CHN14‐
102RWZ Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Acquire right‐of‐
way for roadway 
widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      630,497  $        969,996  2018 RARF $      339,499 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PRC‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
109RWZ Chandler

Chandler Blvd at 
Alma School Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2014 RARF $                ‐    $      339,125  $      259,186  $        598,311  2014 RARF $      339,125 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐CHN‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
109RZ Chandler

Chandler Blvd at 
Alma School Rd

Reimbursement 
for acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2015 RARF $                ‐    $      326,685  $                 ‐    $        326,685  2015 RARF $      326,685 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐CHN‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN15‐
109RZ Chandler

Chandler Blvd at 
Alma School Rd

Reimbursement 
for construction of 
intersection 
improvement 2015 RARF $                ‐    $  1,334,806  $                 ‐    $     1,906,866  2015 RARF $   1,334,806 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐CHN‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN14‐
106DZ Chandler

Ray Rd at 
McClintock Dr

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      161,066  $        536,887  2016

STP‐
MAG $      375,821 

Admin: advance 
reimbursement 
year AII‐RAY‐40‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise reimbursement year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

CHN13‐
103CZ3 Chandler

Gilbert Rd:  Queen 
Creek to Ocotillo

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      607,849  $     2,026,163  2013 RARF $   1,418,314 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

CHA14‐
102CZ Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Relocate utilities 
and construct 
roadway 
widening. 2014 HSIP $  2,250,773  $                 ‐    $   3,830,396  $     6,081,169  2014 HSIP $   2,250,773 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

CHN13‐
102CZ Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Relocate utilities 
and construct 
roadway. 2013 HSIP $  1,157,061  $                 ‐    $      139,878  $     1,296,939  2013 HSIP $   1,157,061 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.
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Reimbursement 
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 Regional 
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CHN15‐
102CZ Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      840,570  $     2,103,726  2016 RARF $   1,263,156 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

CHN15‐
102CZ2 Chandler

Ocotillo Road:  
Arizona Avenue to 
McQueen Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,026,429  $     3,421,429  2022 RARF $   2,395,000 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

ELM12‐
101D2Z El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: 
Cactus to Grand & 
Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage to Grand 

Design roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      383,146  $     1,277,152  2014 RARF $      894,006 

Amend: add new 
design 
reimbursement ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

ELM12‐
101DZ El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: 
Cactus to Grand & 
Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage to Grand 

Design roadway 
widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      383,146  $     1,277,152  2014 RARF $      894,006 

No reimbursement 
changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

MMA13‐
103RWZ El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: 
Peoria Avenue to 
Cactus Road

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      932,615  $     3,108,718  2017 RARF $   2,176,103 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

MMA14‐
103CZ El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: 
Peoria Avenue to 
Cactus Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      736,308  $     2,454,359  2017 RARF $   1,718,051 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

MMA15‐
103CZ El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: 
Peoria Avenue to 
Cactus Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,593,450  $     5,311,501  2018 RARF $   3,718,051 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA13‐
102RWZ El Mirage

Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage Road to 
Grand Avenue

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      150,888  $        502,961  2016 RARF $      352,073 

Amend: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐ELM‐30‐03‐E

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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MMA14‐
102C2Z El Mirage

Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage Road to 
Grand Avenue

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      841,931  $     2,806,439  2017 RARF $   1,964,508 

Amend: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐ELM‐30‐03‐E

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA14‐
102CZ El Mirage

Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage Road to 
Grand Avenue

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      214,286  $        714,286  2016 RARF $      500,000 

Amend: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐ELM‐30‐03‐E

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA15‐
102CZ El Mirage

Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage Road to 
Grand Avenue

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      528,109  $     1,760,363  RARF $   1,232,254 

Amend: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐ELM‐30‐03‐E

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

ELM13‐
103RWZ El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: 
Peoria Avenue to 
Cactus Road

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      932,615  $     3,108,718  2016 RARF $   2,176,103 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

ELM14‐
103CZ El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: 
Peoria Avenue to 
Cactus Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      736,308  $     2,454,359  2016 RARF $   1,718,051 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

ELM15‐
103CZ El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: 
Peoria Avenue to 
Cactus Road

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,593,450  $     5,311,501  2018 RARF $   3,718,051 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

ELM13‐
102RWZ El Mirage

Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage Road to 
Grand Avenue

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      150,888  $        502,961  2015 RARF $      352,073 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

ELM14‐
102CZ El Mirage

Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage Road to 
Grand Avenue

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      214,286  $        714,286  2015 RARF $      500,000 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.
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ELM15‐
102CZ El Mirage

Thunderbird Rd: El 
Mirage Road to 
Grand Avenue

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      841,932  $     2,806,440  2016 RARF $   1,964,508 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

FTH09‐908
Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: 
Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $          4,599  $          15,328  2013 RARF $         10,730 

Amend: advance 
reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI‐SHA‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
advance reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

FTH10‐909
Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: 
Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      303,905  $     1,013,016  2014 RARF $      709,111 

Amend: decrease 
reimburse and 
partial defer to 
FY15, FY17 ACI‐SHA‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease and defer reimbursement.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

FTH11‐
101CZ

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: 
Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      214,286  $        714,286  2015 RARF $      500,000 

Amend: Deferred 
reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI‐SHA‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

FTH12‐
002DZ

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: 
Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Design roadway 
widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $        67,274  $        28,832  $          96,106  2012 RARF $         67,274 

Amend: decrease 
and defer to FY13 ACI‐SHA‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease and defer reimbursement.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

FTH12‐
002DZ2

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: 
Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Design roadway 
widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        34,517  $        115,055  2013 RARF $         80,539 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SHA‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

FTH12‐
02RWZ

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: 
Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 RARF $                ‐    $        10,730  $          4,599  $          15,328  2013 RARF $         10,730 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SHA‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

FTH13‐
002CZ

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: 
Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,148,158  $     2,742,154  2017 RARF $   1,593,996 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SHA‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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GLB09‐728 Gilbert
Germann Rd: Val 
Vista Dr to Higley

Design roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      437,281  $     1,256,000  2015 RARF $      879,200 

Admin: increase 
local costs ACI‐GER‐20‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

GLB14‐
103C2Z Gilbert

Germann Rd: Val 
Vista Dr to Higley

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      538,639  $     1,795,464  2018 RARF $   1,256,825 

Amend: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐GER‐20‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB14‐
103CZ Gilbert

Germann Rd: Val 
Vista Dr to Higley

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      538,639  $     1,795,464  2017 RARF $   1,256,825 

Amend: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐GER‐20‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB14‐
103RW2Z Gilbert

Germann Rd: Val 
Vista Dr to Higley

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      229,600  $     1,579,500  2016 RARF $   1,205,650 

Amend: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐GER‐20‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB14‐
103RWZ Gilbert

Germann Rd: Val 
Vista Dr to Higley

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      229,600  $     1,579,500  2015 RARF $   1,005,650 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐GER‐20‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

GLB12‐
107ADZ2 Gilbert

Queen Creek Rd: 
Val Vista Dr to 
Higley Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      288,481  $        961,604  2012 RARF $      673,123 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐QNC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

GLB12‐
107CZ Gilbert

Queen Creek Rd: 
Val Vista Dr to 
Higley Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,815,958  $     6,053,194  2015 RARF $   4,237,236 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐QNC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

GLB13‐
107ARWZ2 Gilbert

Queen Creek Rd: 
Val Vista Dr to 
Higley Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      229,816  $        766,054  2013 RARF $      536,238 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐QNC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

16 of 38



September 4, 2012

TIPID Agency Location Work
Work 
Year Funding  Federal   Regional   Local   Total 

New 
Reimbursement 

FY
Fund 
Type

 Regional 
Reimb.   Notes  RTPID  Conformity Assessment 

GLB14‐
107ACZ Gilbert

Queen Creek Rd: 
Val Vista Dr to 
Higley Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,815,958  $     6,053,194  2014 RARF $   4,237,236 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐QNC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

NONE Gilbert

Queen Creek Rd: 
Val Vista Dr to 
Higley Rd

Project savings for 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $                 ‐    $     2,466,448  2015 RARF $                  ‐   

Project savings 
Reallocated to 
other projects ACI‐QNC‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GIL15‐
108DZ Gilbert

Elliot Rd at Cooper 
Dr

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      105,450  $        351,500  2016 CMAQ $      246,050 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐ELT‐30‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GIL15‐
108RWZ Gilbert

Elliot Rd at Cooper 
Dr

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      189,839  $        609,839  2016 CMAQ $      420,000 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐ELT‐30‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB120‐
08RW  Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2011 RARF $                ‐    $        19,933  $          8,543  $          28,475  2011 RARF $         19,933 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐30‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB12‐
107CZ Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      642,857  $     2,142,857  2015 RARF $   1,500,000 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐30‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

GLB12‐
107DZ Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      125,388  $        417,961  2013 RARF $      292,573 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐30‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB13‐
107CZ Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,387,497  $     3,405,143  2015 RARF $   2,017,646 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐30‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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GLB13‐
107DZ Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2013 RARF $                ‐    $      292,573  $      125,388  $        417,961  2013 RARF $      292,573 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐30‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB13‐
107RWZ Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2013 RARF $                ‐    $      700,000  $      300,000  $     1,000,000  2013 RARF $      700,000 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐30‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB130‐
07D Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Gilbert Rd

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2013 RARF $                ‐    $      492,100  $      210,900  $        703,000  2013 RARF $      492,100 

Amend: Advanced 
reimbursement AII‐GUD‐40‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
advance reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB130‐
08C2Z Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Gilbert Rd

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2015 RARF $                ‐    $  1,221,409  $   1,541,091  $     2,762,500  2015 RARF $   1,221,409 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐40‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB130‐
08CZ Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Gilbert Rd

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,541,091  $     2,762,500  2015 RARF $   1,221,409 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐40‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB130‐
08RW Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Gilbert Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2013 RARF $                ‐    $      507,900  $      217,671  $        725,571  2013 RARF $      507,900 

Amend: Advanced 
reimbursement AII‐GUD‐40‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
advance reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GLB130‐
08RW2Z Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Gilbert Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2014 RARF $                ‐    $      332,100  $      142,329  $        474,429  2014 RARF $      332,100 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐GUD‐40‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

GBL14‐
103CZ Gilbert

Germann Rd: Val 
Vista Dr to Higley

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   3,754,822  $     5,011,647  2016 RARF $   1,256,825 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.
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GLB15‐
103CZ Gilbert

Germann Rd: Val 
Vista Dr to Higley

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   3,794,294  $     5,051,119  2018 RARF $   1,256,825 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

GLB15‐
103CZ2 Gilbert

Germann Rd: Val 
Vista Dr to Higley

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,906,861  $     9,689,537  2021 RARF $   6,782,676 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

GLB120‐
08CZ Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,384,292  $     4,614,306  2014 RARF $   3,230,014 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

GLB120‐
08RW Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2011 RARF $                ‐    $        19,933  $          8,542  $          28,475  2011 RARF $         19,933 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

GLB120‐
08RW2 Gilbert

Guadalupe Rd at 
Cooper Rd

Acquire right of 
way for 
intersection 
improvement 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      618,271  $     2,060,903  2012 RARF $   1,442,632 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

GLB09‐
726C Gilbert

Power Rd: Santan 
Fwy to Pecos Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,270,695  $     4,235,648  2013 RARF $   2,964,954 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

GLB10‐
005RWZ Gilbert

Power Rd: Santan 
Fwy to Pecos Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,327,961  $     4,781,290  2013 RARF $   2,453,329 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

GLB10‐
731C Gilbert

Power Rd: Santan 
Fwy to Pecos Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   7,475,398  $   14,464,039  2014 RARF $   6,988,640 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.
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GLB11‐
108DZ Gilbert

Power Rd: Santan 
Fwy to Pecos Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      672,147  $     1,189,694  2012 RARF $      517,547 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

GLB13‐
107ACZ Gilbert

Queen Creek Rd: 
Val Vista Dr to 
Higley Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $          5,631  $          18,768  2012 RARF $         13,137 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA12‐
116D2Z

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: Bell 
Road to Picerne 
Drive

Design roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        83,827  $          83,827  2015 RARF $                  ‐   

Amend: Add local 
design ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA12‐
115D2Z

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: 
Northern Avenue 
to Cactus

Design roadway 
widening 2013 RARF $                ‐    $      570,006  $      244,288  $        814,294  2013 RARF $      570,006 

Amend: add new 
design 
reimbursement ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA13‐
114RW2Z

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: 
Northern Avenue 
to Peoria Avenue

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      443,002  $     1,476,675  2016 RARF $   1,033,672 

Amend: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA13‐
114RWZ

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: 
Northern Avenue 
to Peoria Avenue

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      443,002  $     1,476,675  2015 RARF $   1,033,672 

Amend: Split 
reimbursement, 
defer to FY 15, 
FY16 ACI‐ELM‐20‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
split and defer reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA11‐
103DZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge 
over the Salt River

Design roadway 
widening 2013

STP‐
MAG $     836,597  $                 ‐    $      358,542  $     1,195,139  2013

STP‐
MAG $      836,597 

No reimbursement 
changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI‐GIL‐20‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

MMA11‐
103RW2Z

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge 
over the Salt River

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      448,120  $     1,476,675  2016

STP‐
MAG $   1,028,555 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐GIL‐20‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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MMA11‐
103RWZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge 
over the Salt River

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      448,120  $     1,476,675  2016

STP‐
MAG $   1,028,555 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐GIL‐20‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA13‐
103DZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge 
over the Salt River

Design roadway 
widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      358,542  $     1,195,139  2013

STP‐
MAG $      836,597 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐GIL‐20‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA15‐
103CZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge 
over the Salt River

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,344,523  $     4,481,744  2016

STP‐
MAG $   3,137,221 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐GIL‐20‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA12‐
106RZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Sarival to Dysart

Construct and 
landscape 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        27,758  $        523,728  2012

STP‐
MAG $      495,970 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA12‐
106RZ3

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Sarival to Dysart

Construct and 
landscape 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      134,877  $     2,544,850  2014

STP‐
MAG $   2,409,973 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA11‐
922

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012

STP‐
MAG $     686,731  $                 ‐    $      294,313  $        981,044  2012

STP‐
MAG $      686,731 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA11‐
923

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Design roadway 
widening 2012

STP‐
MAG $  1,770,367  $                 ‐    $      758,729  $     2,529,096  2012

STP‐
MAG $   1,770,367 

No reimbursement 
changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA11‐
923D2

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Design roadway 
widening 2013

STP‐
MAG $     325,602  $                 ‐    $      139,543  $        465,145  2013

STP‐
MAG $      325,602 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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MMA11‐
923D3

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Design roadway 
widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      139,543  $        465,145  2013

STP‐
MAG $      325,602 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA13‐
118RW2Z

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      151,602  $     3,492,320  2015

STP‐
MAG $   3,340,718 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA13‐
118RWZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      857,143  $     2,857,143  2014

STP‐
MAG $   2,000,000 

Amend: Defer 
reimbursement 
from FY13, 
decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease and defer reimbursement.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA14‐
113CX

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,370,089  $     7,900,296  2015

STP‐
MAG $   5,530,207 

Amend: Advance 
reimbursement 
from FY16 ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
advance reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA15‐
113C2X

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   4,634,836  $   12,462,474  2017

STP‐
MAG $   7,827,638 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA15‐
113CX

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th 

Construct 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,117,137  $     7,057,124  2016

STP‐
MAG $   4,939,987 

Admin: FY13 ALCP 
Update ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA13‐
117CZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Reems and 
Litchfield 
Overpasses

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      857,143  $     2,857,143  2015

STP‐
MAG $   2,000,000 

Amend: Advance 
reimbursement 
from FY16 ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
advance reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA13‐
117DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Reems and 
Litchfield 
Overpasses

Design roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      148,974  $        496,580  2012

STP‐
MAG $      347,606 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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MMA14‐
117CZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Reems and 
Litchfield 
Overpasses

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,601,645  $     7,467,597  2016

STP‐
MAG $   4,865,952 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA14‐
112D2Z

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Northern Ave at 
L101

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      150,000  $        500,000  2016

STP‐
MAG $      350,000 

Amend: add new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐G

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA14‐
112DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Northern Ave at 
L101

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      321,711  $     1,072,371  2016

STP‐
MAG $      750,660 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐G

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA14‐
113D2Z

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart Overpass

Design roadway 
widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      524,872  $     1,749,571  2017

STP‐
MAG $   1,224,700 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐H

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA14‐
113DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart Overpass

Design roadway 
widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        85,714  $        285,714  2016

STP‐
MAG $      200,000 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐NOR‐10‐03‐H

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MMA14‐
103DZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge 
over the Salt River

Design roadway 
widening 2014

STP‐
MAG $     836,597  $                 ‐    $   1,195,139  $     2,031,736  2015

STP‐
MAG $      836,597 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA15‐
103RWZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge 
over the Salt River

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $                 ‐    $     1,033,672  2016

STP‐
MAG $   1,033,672 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA14‐
119DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart Overpass

Design roadway 
widening and 
overpass 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      500,000  $        500,000  2011

STP‐
MAG $                  ‐   Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.
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MMA15‐
119DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart Overpass

Design roadway 
widening and 
overpass 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $                 ‐    $        350,000  2016

STP‐
MAG $      350,000 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA12‐
118DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th

Design bridge 
construction and 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      651,718  $        651,718  2013

STP‐
MAG $                  ‐   Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

mma14‐
113cz

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th

Construct bridge 
and roadway 
widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   5,370,353  $     5,370,353  2016

STP‐
MAG $                  ‐   Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA14‐
113RWZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
bridge 
construction and 
roadway widening 2014

STP‐
MAG $  3,205,268  $                 ‐    $   1,373,686  $     4,578,954  2014

STP‐
MAG $   3,205,268 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA14‐
118DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th

Design bridge 
construction and 
roadway widening 2014

STP‐
MAG $     651,204  $                 ‐    $      279,087  $        930,291  2014

STP‐
MAG $      651,204 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA15‐
113CZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th

Construct bridge 
and roadway 
widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $14,543,914  $   14,543,914  2016

STP‐
MAG $                  ‐   Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA15‐
113RZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th

Reimbursement 
for constructing  
bridge and 
roadway widening 2015

STP‐
MAG $  4,030,207  $                 ‐    $                 ‐    $     4,030,207  2015

STP‐
MAG $   4,030,207 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA15‐
112DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Northern Avenue at 
Loop 101

Design roadway 
widening and 
overpasses 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      500,000  $        500,000  2016

STP‐
MAG $                  ‐   Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.
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MMA13‐
106CLZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Sarival to Dysart

Construct and 
landscape 
roadway widening 2012

STP‐
MAG $     495,970  $                 ‐    $        27,758  $        523,728  2012

STP‐
MAG $      495,970 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MMA14‐
106CLZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: 
Sarival to Dysart

Construct and 
landscape 
roadway widening 2014

STP‐
MAG $  2,409,973  $                 ‐    $      134,877  $     2,544,850  2014

STP‐
MAG $   2,409,973 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MES15‐
127DZ Mesa

Crismon Rd: Ray Rd 
to Germann Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      521,589  $     1,738,755  2016

STP‐
MAG $   1,217,165 

Amend: add 
design project ACI‐CRS‐10‐03‐C

An amendment is needed to add a new 
design project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MES15‐
114DZ Mesa

Meridian Rd: 
Baseline Rd to Ray

Design roadway 
widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      361,977  $     1,206,591  2017

STP‐
MAG $      844,614 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement ACI‐MER‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

MES11‐
125DZ Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Design roadway 
widening 2011 RARF $                ‐    $      612,343  $      262,433  $        874,776  2011 RARF $      612,343 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES11‐
125RWZ Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2011 RARF $                ‐    $      217,288  $        93,124  $        310,412  2011 RARF $      217,288 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES12‐
125DZ Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Design roadway 
widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $      356,193  $      152,654  $        508,847  2012 RARF $      356,193 

Admin: defer 
partial 
reimbursement ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer partial reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES12‐
125DZ2 Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Design roadway 
widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      965,129  $     2,432,319  2013 RARF $   1,467,191 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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MES12‐
125RWZ Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $      950,156  $      407,210  $     1,357,366  2012 RARF $      950,156 

Admin: Increase 
reimbursement 
from FY11 ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES12‐
125RWZ2 Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $  2,747,272  $   1,177,402  $     3,924,674  2012 RARF $   2,747,272 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES14‐
125CZ Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 RARF $                ‐    $  2,230,563  $      955,956  $     3,186,518  2014 RARF $   2,230,563 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES14‐
125CZ2 Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,813,098  $     6,043,661  2016 RARF $   4,230,563 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES150‐
10C Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $  1,092,981  $      468,421  $     1,561,402  2012 RARF $   1,092,981 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES150‐
10CZ2 Mesa

Mesa Dr: US‐60 
(Superstition Fwy) 
to Southern

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 RARF $                ‐    $      918,861  $      393,798  $     1,312,659  2013 RARF $      918,861 

Amend: increase 
reimbursement 
from FY12 and 
FY14 ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES151‐
09D Mesa

Mesa Dr at 
Broadway Rd

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      140,077  $        466,923  2017 RARF $      326,846 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

MES151‐
09DZ2 Mesa

Mesa Dr at 
Broadway Rd

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      140,077  $        466,923  2017 RARF $      326,846 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐MES‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.
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MES11‐
126DZ Mesa

Power Rd: Santan 
Fwy to Pecos Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      549,509  $     1,189,694  2013 RARF $      640,185 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PWR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES11‐
126RWZ Mesa

Power Rd: Santan 
Fwy to Pecos Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,718,275  $     3,823,446  2013 RARF $   1,105,171 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PWR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES12‐
126CZ Mesa

Power Rd: Santan 
Fwy to Pecos Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,014,286  $     6,714,286  2014 RARF $   4,700,000 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PWR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES12‐
126CZ2 Mesa

Power Rd: Santan 
Fwy to Pecos Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   4,728,175  $   11,985,401  2015 RARF $   7,257,226 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐PWR‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES15‐
117SAVZ Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Country Club Dr

Project savings for 
roadway widening 2015 RARF $                ‐    $  3,605,458  $                 ‐    $     3,605,458  2015 RARF $   3,605,458 

Amend: New, 
Project Savings ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES181‐
015DZ Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Country Club Dr

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      334,865  $        676,436  2013 RARF $      341,571 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

MES181‐
10RW Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Country Club Dr

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      828,759  $     2,622,004  2014 RARF $   1,793,245 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

MES11‐
016DZ3 Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Stapley Dr

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      108,360  $        108,360  2012 RARF $         57,839 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project amount.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.
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MES12‐
118DZ Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Stapley Dr

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      301,232  $     1,004,107  2013 RARF $      455,983 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES13‐
118CZ Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Stapley Dr

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   3,009,830  $   10,032,766  2015 RARF $   1,978,185 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MES13‐
118CZ2 Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Stapley Dr

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      857,143  $     2,857,143  2014 RARF $   2,000,000 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MES183‐
10RW Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Stapley Dr

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      631,738  $     2,105,793  2013 RARF $      474,508 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐B

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MES14‐
121CZ Mesa

Stapley Dr at 
University Dr

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      354,281  $     1,180,936  2016

STP‐
MAG $      826,655 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update AII‐STA‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MES490‐
09ADZ Mesa

Stapley Dr at 
University Dr

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      213,642  $        712,141  2016

STP‐
MAG $      498,499 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year AII‐STA‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

MES490‐
10ARWZ Mesa

Stapley Dr at 
University Dr

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,207,106  $     4,023,686  2016

STP‐
MAG $   2,816,580 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update AII‐STA‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MES12‐
016DZ Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Stapley Dr

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2012 RARF $                ‐    $      256,911  $      110,105  $        367,016  2012 RARF $      256,911 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.
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MES13‐
118RZ Mesa

Southern Ave at 
Stapley Dr

Reimbursement 
for construction of 
intersection 
improvement 2013 RARF $                ‐    $  1,966,712  $                 ‐    $     1,966,712  2013 RARF $   1,966,712 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

MES490‐
09AD Mesa

Stapley Dr at 
University Dr

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      213,643  $        712,141  2016

STP‐
MAG $      498,499 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

PEO11‐
103CZ Peoria

83rd Avenue: 
Butler Rd to 
Mountain View

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      181,096  $        181,096  ‐ ‐ $                  ‐   

Admin:  
reimbursement 
changes, 
FY12ALCP ACI‐BRD‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
change funding source for the project.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PEO12‐
103C2Z Peoria

83rd Avenue: 
Butler Rd to 
Mountain View

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,729,257  $     4,322,615  2021 RARF $   2,593,358 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐BRD‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PEO12‐
103CZ Peoria

83rd Avenue: 
Butler Rd to 
Mountain View

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 RARF $                ‐    $      977,008  $      418,718  $     1,395,726  2013 RARF $      977,008 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐BRD‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PEO11‐
104C2Z Peoria

75th Avenue at 
Thunderbird Rd: 
Intersection 
Improvement

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        44,627  $          44,627  2012 RARF $                  ‐   

Amend: new local 
cost ACI‐BRD‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PEO11‐
104CZ Peoria

75th Avenue at 
Thunderbird Rd: 
Intersection 
Improvement

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        75,302  $     1,075,642  2012 RARF $   1,000,341 

Admin: adjust 
reimbursement ACI‐BRD‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise reimbursement amount.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PEO12‐
104DZ Peoria

75th Avenue at 
Thunderbird Rd: 
Intersection 
Improvement

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2012 RARF $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        17,300  $          17,300  2012 RARF $                  ‐   

Amend: Add local 
design ACI‐BRD‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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PEO12‐
104RWZ Peoria

75th Avenue at 
Thunderbird Rd: 
Intersection 
Improvement

Acquire right‐of‐
way for 
intersection 
improvement 2012 RARF $                ‐    $      270,335  $      386,777  $        657,112  2012 RARF $      270,335 

No reimbursement 
changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI‐BRD‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

PEO13‐
104CZ Peoria

75th Avenue at 
Thunderbird Rd: 
Intersection 
Improvement

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   3,194,608  $     3,354,586  2013 RARF $      159,978 

Admin: adjust 
reimbursement ACI‐BRD‐10‐03‐D

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

PEO10‐
101DZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Design roadway 
widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      269,487  $        898,289  2012 RARF $      628,802 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

PEO10‐
101RWZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      443,474  $     1,478,246  2024 RARF $   1,034,772 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

PEO11‐
101CZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,138,830  $     7,129,435  2025 RARF $   4,990,604 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

PEO11‐
101RWZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      279,326  $        931,086  2012 RARF $      651,760 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PEO12‐
101CZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,138,830  $     7,129,435  2026 RARF $   4,990,604 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

PEO12‐
101CZ2 Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   4,763,250  $   15,877,501  2027 RARF $ 11,114,250 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.
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PEO12‐
101DZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Design roadway 
widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $      628,802  $      269,487  $        898,289  2012 RARF $      628,802 

Admin: defer 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

PEO12‐
101RWZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,221,951  $     4,073,172  2024 RARF $   2,851,221 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PEO13‐
101DZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to 
CAP

Design roadway 
widening 2010 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,407,032  $     1,407,032  2012 RARF $      735,311 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐LKP‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PEO11‐
199RWZ Peoria

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
CAP to SR‐
74/Carefree Hwy

Acquire right‐of‐
way for roadway 
widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   3,543,934  $     3,543,934  2027 RARF $                  ‐   Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

PHX100‐
07RW Phoenix

Black Mountain 
Blvd: SR‐51 and 
Loop 101 (Pima 
Fwy) to Deer Valley 
Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013

STP‐
MAG $  2,452,030  $                 ‐    $   1,050,870  $     3,502,900  2013

STP‐
MAG $   2,452,030 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐BMT‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PHX100‐
60D2 Phoenix

Black Mountain 
Blvd: SR‐51 and 
Loop 101 (Pima 
Fwy) to Deer Valley 
Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      551,972  $     1,839,907  2013

STP‐
MAG $   1,287,935 

No reimbursement 
changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI‐BMT‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

PHX13‐
102CZ Phoenix

Black Mountain 
Blvd: SR‐51 and 
Loop 101 (Pima 
Fwy) to Deer Valley 
Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2014

STP‐
MAG $14,990,117  $                 ‐    $   6,424,336  $   21,414,453  2014

STP‐
MAG $ 14,990,117 

Admin: Increase 
reimbursement 
from FY13 ACI‐BMT‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PHX15‐
102CZ Phoenix

Black Mountain 
Blvd: SR‐51 and 
Loop 101 (Pima 
Fwy) to Deer Valley 
Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2015

STP‐
MAG $  2,500,000  $                 ‐    $   1,071,429  $     3,571,429  2015

STP‐
MAG $   2,500,000 

Amend: new line 
item, defer partial 
reimbursement ACI‐BMT‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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PHX13‐
101CZ Phoenix

Avendia Rio Salado: 
51st Avenue to 7th 
Street

Construct 
roadway widening 2013

STP‐
MAG $  7,168,197  $                 ‐    $   3,072,084  $   10,240,282  2013

STP‐
MAG $   7,168,197 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐RIO‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PHX13‐
101RWZ Phoenix

Avendia Rio Salado: 
51st Avenue to 7th 
Street

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   3,743,753  $   12,479,176  2012

STP‐
MAG $   8,735,423 

No reimbursement 
changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI‐RIO‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

PHX14‐
101CZ Phoenix

Avendia Rio Salado: 
51st Avenue to 7th 
Street

Construct 
roadway widening 2014

STP‐
MAG $  6,168,197  $                 ‐    $   2,643,513  $     8,811,710  2014

STP‐
MAG $   6,168,197 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐RIO‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

PHX15‐
101CZ Phoenix

Avendia Rio Salado: 
51st Avenue to 7th 
Street

Construct 
roadway widening 2015

STP‐
MAG $  8,168,197  $                 ‐    $   3,500,756  $   11,668,954  2015

STP‐
MAG $   8,168,197 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐RIO‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

PHX10‐
103DZ Phoenix

Sonoran Blvd: 15th 
Avenue to Cave 
Creek

Design roadway 
widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,313,615  $     3,024,731  2012 2012 $      711,116 

No reimbursement 
changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI‐SON‐10‐03

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT11‐
001CZ Scottsdale

Pima Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to 
Pinnacle Peak Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,832,683  $     9,442,278  2011 RARF $   6,609,594 

Admin: adjust 
total costs ACI‐PMA‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT11‐
001CZ2 Scottsdale

Pima Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to 
Pinnacle Peak Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,977,111  $     9,923,704  2012 RARF $   6,946,593 

Admin: defer work 
year ACI‐PMA‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project work year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
117CZ Scottsdale

Pima Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to 
Pinnacle Peak Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,865,449  $     9,551,497  2012 RARF $   6,686,048 

Admin: adjust 
total costs ACI‐PMA‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project work year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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SCT12‐
117DZ Scottsdale

Pima Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to 
Pinnacle Peak Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $      189,244  $      124,603  $        415,344  2012 RARF $      189,244 

Admin: Project 
Cost savings to  
ACISCT1003A ACI‐PMA‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
117RWZ Scottsdale

Pima Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to 
Pinnacle Peak Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $        61,185  $        26,222  $          87,407  2012 RARF $         61,185 

Admin: adjust 
total costs, savings 
to ACISCT1003A ACI‐PMA‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
113DZ Scottsdale

Pima Rd:  Via Linda 
to Via De Ventura

Design roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        85,839  $        188,029  2016 RARF $      102,190 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement 
from FY15 ACI‐PMA‐30‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
113CZ Scottsdale

Pima Rd:  Via Linda 
to Via De Ventura

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      929,925  $     2,166,419  2016 RARF $   1,236,494 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement 
from FY15 ACI‐PMA‐30‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT11‐
111CZ Scottsdale

Pima Rd:  Thomas 
Rd to McDowell Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,401,454  $     7,991,224  2016 RARF $   5,589,769 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement to 
FY16 ACI‐PMA‐30‐03‐E

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT11‐
111DZ Scottsdale

Pima Rd:  Thomas 
Rd to McDowell Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      210,219  $        700,728  2016 RARF $      490,510 

Amend: Defer 
reimbursement to 
FY16 ACI‐PMA‐30‐03‐E

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
105CZ Scottsdale

Northsight Blvd: 
Hayden to Frank 
Lloyd Wright

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,078,854  $     3,596,179  2014 RARF $   2,517,325 

Admin: increase 
reimbursement ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
105D2Z Scottsdale

Northsight Blvd: 
Hayden to Frank 
Lloyd Wright

Pre‐Design/Design 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      122,616  $        408,719  TBD RARF $      286,103 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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SCT13‐
105DZ Scottsdale

Northsight Blvd: 
Hayden to Frank 
Lloyd Wright

Pre‐Design/Design 
roadway widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      164,784  $        549,281  TBD RARF $      384,497 

Admin: increase 
reimbursement ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
105SAVZ Scottsdale

Northsight Blvd: 
Hayden to Frank 
Lloyd Wright

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,177,194  $     3,923,980  2015 RARF $   2,746,786 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
105RWZ Scottsdale

Northsight Blvd: 
Hayden to Frank 
Lloyd Wright

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $        14,175  $          6,075  $          20,250  2012 RARF $         14,175 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
105RWZ2 Scottsdale

Northsight Blvd: 
Hayden to Frank 
Lloyd Wright

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 RARF $                ‐    $  2,517,325  $   1,078,854  $     3,596,179  2013 RARF $   2,517,325 

Admin: increase 
reimbursement ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT15‐
105CZ Scottsdale

Northsight Blvd: 
Hayden to Frank 
Lloyd Wright

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,078,854  $     3,596,179  2013 RARF $   2,517,325 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐C

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
122CZ Scottsdale

Raintree Extension: 
Hayden to Redfield

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      953,516  $     3,178,387  2017 RARF $   2,224,871 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement to 
FY18 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
122RWZ Scottsdale

Raintree Extension: 
Hayden to Redfield

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        75,444  $        251,480  2014 RARF $      176,036 

Amend: advance 
reimbursement 
from FY16 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
advance reimbursement year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
122CZ Scottsdale

Raintree Extension: 
Hayden to Redfield

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,667,801  $     8,892,672  2018 RARF $   6,224,871 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement to 
FY17 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.
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SCT14‐
122RWZ Scottsdale

Raintree Extension: 
Hayden to Redfield

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      137,127  $        457,091  2013 RARF $      319,964 

Amend: advance 
reimbursement 
from FY16 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
advance reimbursement year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
122RWZ Scottsdale

Raintree Extension: 
Hayden to Redfield

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      385,714  $     1,285,714  2015 RARF $      900,000 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
from FY16 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
122RWZ Scottsdale

Raintree Extension: 
Hayden to Redfield

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,123,168  $     3,743,894  2016 RARF $   2,620,725 

Amend: 
reimbursement ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐F

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise reimbursement year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
118DZ Scottsdale

Raintree Drive: 
Loop 101 to 
Hayden

Pre‐Design/Design 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      301,776  $     1,005,922  2015 RARF $      704,145 

Amend: Defer 
reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐G

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT15‐
118RWZ Scottsdale

Raintree Drive: 
Loop 101 to 
Hayden

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,508,733  $     5,029,608  2016 RARF $   3,520,874 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement to 
FY16 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐G

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT11‐
123DZ Scottsdale

Frank Lloyd Wright 
at 76th/78th/82nd 
St: Intersection 
Improvements

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        30,178  $        100,592  2013 RARF $         70,415 

Amend: Defer to 
FY13, increase 
reimbursement to 
70,415. ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐H

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase and defer reimbursement.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
123RWZ Scottsdale

Frank Lloyd Wright 
at 76th/78th/82nd 
St: Intersection 
Improvements

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2013 RARF $                ‐    $        70,415  $        30,178  $        100,592  2013 RARF $         70,415 

No reimbursement 
changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐H

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise project funding.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
123CZ Scottsdale

Frank Lloyd Wright 
at 76th/78th/82nd 
St: Intersection 
Improvements

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      301,776  $     1,005,922  2015 RARF $      704,145 

Amend: Defer to 
FY15 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐H

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.
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SCT13‐
124DZ Scottsdale

Loop 101 South 
Frontage Roads

Design roadway 
widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      150,888  $        502,961  2015 RARF $      352,073 

Amend: Defer 
reimbursement 
from FY13, 
decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐I

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease and defer reimbursement.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
124C2Z Scottsdale

Loop 101 South 
Frontage Roads

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      427,692  $     1,425,642  2016 RARF $      997,950 

Amend: new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐I

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
124CZ Scottsdale

Loop 101 South 
Frontage Roads

Construct 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      427,693  $     1,425,643  2015 RARF $      997,950 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement, 
defer balance to 
FY16 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐I

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease and defer reimbursement.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT14‐
124RWZ Scottsdale

Loop 101 South 
Frontage Roads

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2014 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      301,776  $     1,005,922  2015 RARF $      704,145 

Amend: Defer 
reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI‐SAT‐10‐03‐I

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT11‐
014DZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: 
Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      269,495  $        785,275  2013 RARF $      500,000 

Amend: decrease 
reimbursement 
and defer ACI‐SCT‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease and defer reimbursement.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
014C2RZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: 
Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,063,239  $     6,877,465  2016 RARF $   4,814,225 

Amend: new 
reimbursement  ACI‐SCT‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
014C3RZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: 
Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,206,097  $     4,020,322  2017 RARF $   2,814,225 

Amend: new 
reimbursement  ACI‐SCT‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
014CZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: 
Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   2,392,419  $     7,974,729  2015 RARF $   5,582,310 

Amend: increase 
and defer 
reimbursement to 
FY15 ACI‐SCT‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
increase and defer reimbursement.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.
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SCT12‐
119DZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: 
Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd

Design roadway 
widening 2012 RARF $                ‐    $                 ‐    $                 ‐    $                   ‐    2012 RARF $                  ‐   Delete from TIP ACI‐SCT‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

SCT13‐
119RWZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: 
Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $                 ‐    $                   ‐    2014 RARF $                  ‐   

Amend: Delete 
from TIP ACI‐SCT‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.

SCT210‐
10AC Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: 
Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd

Construct 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      952,975  $     3,176,584  2013 RARF $   2,223,609 

Amend: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐SCT‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT210‐
10ARW Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: 
Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
roadway widening 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $   1,823,330  $     2,845,226  2013 RARF $   1,021,896 

Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI‐SCT‐10‐03‐A

A minor project revision is needed to 
decrease reimbursement.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT11‐
115RWZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at Frank 
Lloyd Wright Blvd

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        31,614  $        105,379  2016 RARF $         73,765 

Admin: ALCP FY13 
update ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐L

A minor project revision is needed to 
revise reimbursement amount.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT15‐
115DZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at Frank 
Lloyd Wright Blvd

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2015 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        31,614  $        105,379  2016 RARF $         73,765 

Amend: add new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐L

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT11‐
120DZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at 125th 
Street

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2011 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        18,861  $          62,870  2015 RARF $         44,009 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐N

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
120CZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at 125th 
Street

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      150,888  $        502,961  2015 RARF $      352,073 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐N

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.
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SCT12‐
120DZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at 125th 
Street

Design 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        18,861  $          62,870  2015 RARF $         44,009 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐N

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
120RWZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at 125th 
Street

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        18,861  $          62,870  2015 RARF $         44,009 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐N

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
120CZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at 125th 
Street

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $      150,888  $        502,961  2015 RARF $      352,073 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐N

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
120RWZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at 125th 
Street

Acquisition of 
right‐of‐way for 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        18,861  $          62,870  2015 RARF $         44,009 

Amend: add new 
reimbursement 
year ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐N

A minor project revision is needed to 
add a new reimbursement project.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 
Update would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
121CZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at 136th 
Street

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        31,614  $        105,379  2025 RARF $         73,765 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement 
from FY22 ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐P

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT13‐
121CZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at 136th 
Street

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2013 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        31,614  $        105,379  2025 RARF $         73,765 

Amend: defer 
reimbursement 
from FY22 ACI‐SHA‐20‐03‐P

A minor project revision is needed to 
defer reimbursement.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan 2010 Update 
would remain unchanged.

SCT12‐
115CZ Scottsdale

Shea Blvd at Frank 
Lloyd Wright Blvd

Construct 
intersection 
improvement 2012 Local $                ‐    $                 ‐    $        79,035  $        263,448  2014 RARF $      184,414 Amend: delete

A minor project revision is needed to 
delete project.  The conformity status 
of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan 2010 Update would remain 
unchanged.
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75 Hawthorne Street 

San Francisco, CA 941 05-3901 

JUL 2 0 2012 
Mr. Henry Darwin 
Director 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
1 1 10 West Washington Street 

&$hay 25,'2012, you submitted a package of materials containing a revision to the Arizona State 
Implementation Plan for achieving and maintaining the National Ambient Air Quality Standard for 
Particulate Matter less than 10 microns (PM-10). This revision includes the 20 12 Five Percent Plan for 
PM- 10 for the Maricopa Nonattainment Area and the 201 2 Five Percent Plan for PM- 10 for the Pinal 
County Township 1 North, Range 8 East Nonattainment Area. This package was supplemented with 
additional information transmitted by letter on June 22,2012 and July 2,2012. We understand that this 
revision is intended by ADEQ to address the requirements of section 189(d) of the Clean Air Act for the 
Phoenix Planning Area. 

We have reviewed this package for completeness and found that it conforms to the completeness criteria 
in 40 CFR part 5 1, appendix V. Therefore, this submittal addresses the finding of failure to submit for 
the Phoenix Planning area made by EPA on February 14,201 1 (76 FR 8300). The finding of 
completeness conveyed in this letter stops the related clock for mandatory sanctions under section 
179(a) of the Clean Air Act. 

If you have any questions regarding our review, please call me or have your staff contact Colleen 
McKaughan, Associate Director, at (520) 498-01 18, mckaughan.colleen~,eua.nov. 

Sincerely, 

Director, Air Division 

cc: Dennis Smith, Executive Director 
Maricopa Association of Governments 

Agenda Item #5H



Date Monitor

24‐Hour Avg. PM‐10 

Concentration in µg/m3
Additional Information

January 21, 2012 West 43rd Ave. 209.6
Frontal system high winds.  During the event, a maximum west‐southwest 
wind speed of 32.8 mph was recorded and an hourly average of 17.9 mph.

January 22, 2012 Higley 163.3 Residual dust from January 21, 2012 frontal system high winds.

February 27, 2012 West 43rd Ave. 167.8
Frontal system high winds.  Three continuous Pinal County PM‐10 monitors 
recorded exceedances on February 27, 2012.

April 3, 2012 West Chandler 402.4

According to the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, the 
exceedances on April 3, 2012 and April 4, 2012 were caused by localized 
agricultural activity.  Concentrations began increasing between 9:00 pm and 
10:00 pm on April 3, 2012 and remained elevated through approximately 
1:30 am on April 4, 2012.

April 4, 2012 West Chandler 196.5

According to the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, the 
exceedances on April 3, 2012 and April 4, 2012 were caused by localized 
agricultural activity.  Concentrations began increasing between 9:00 pm and 
10:00 pm on April 3, 2012 and remained elevated through approximately 
1:30 am on April 4, 2012.

Buckeye 202.7
Durango 187.1
Dysart 168.2
Higley 195.0
South Phoenix 165.6
West 43rd Ave. 211.6
West Phoenix 189.8

June 18, 2012 West 43rd Ave. 174.5
According to the Maricopa County Air Quality Department, there was a 
forklift driving around on an unpaved surface during high winds immediately 
adjacent to the West 43rd Avenue monitor.

Central Phoenix 340.9
Durango 221.8
Glendale 331.0
Greenwood 324.3
Higley 224.9
North Phoenix 179.2
South Phoenix 343.4
Supersite 330.1
Tempe 169.8
West Chandler 222.3
West 43rd Ave. 220.8
Zuni Hills 285.5
Durango 218.2
Greenwood 212.8
South Phoenix 285.5
West 43rd Ave. 173.2

August 6, 2012 Buckeye 205.5
According to the Maricopa County Air Quality Department, the exceedance 
on August 6, 2012 was caused by the residue of the dust generated from an 
overnight storm taking a long time to dissipate. 

Higley 159.7
West Chandler 220.1

Durango 180.0

West 43rd Ave. 255.3

2012 Exceedances of the 24‐Hour PM‐10 Standard by Date
(Preliminary Data Through August 14, 2012)

June 16, 2012
Regional dust storm from thunderstorm outflow in Pinal County.  The 
maximum southeast wind speed reached 28 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

June 27, 2012
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph with 
gusts of 44 mph.

August 14, 2012
Thunderstorm outflow winds in the late evening.  The maximum south wind 
speed reached 33 mph with gusts of 44 mph.  Three continuous Pinal County 
PM‐10 monitors also recorded exceedances on August 14, 2012.

August 11, 2012
Regional dust storm.  Two continuous Pinal County PM‐10 monitors 
recorded exceedances on August 11, 2012.

July 11, 2012
Thunderstorm outflow winds in the late evening. The maximum south‐
southeast wind speed reached 24 mph with gusts of 33 mph.



Monitor Date

24‐Hour Avg. PM‐10 

Concentration in µg/m3 Additional Information

June 16, 2012 202.7
Regional dust storm from thunderstorm outflow in Pinal County.  The 
maximum southeast wind speed reached 28 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

August 6, 2012 205.5
According to the Maricopa County Air Quality Department, the exceedance 
on August 6, 2012 was caused by the residue of the dust generated from 
an overnight storm taking a long time to dissipate. 

Central Phoenix June 27, 2012 340.9
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

June 16, 2012 187.1
Regional dust storm from thunderstorm outflow in Pinal County.  The 
maximum southeast wind speed reached 28 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

June 27, 2012 221.8
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

July 11, 2012 218.2
Thunderstorm outflow winds in the late evening. The maximum south‐
southeast wind speed reached 24 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

August 14, 2012 180.0
Thunderstorm outflow winds in the late evening.  The maximum south 
wind speed reached 33 mph with gusts of 44 mph.  Three continuous Pinal 
County PM‐10 monitors also recorded exceedances on August 14, 2012.

Dysart June 16, 2012 168.2
Regional dust storm from thunderstorm outflow in Pinal County.  The 
maximum southeast wind speed reached 28 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

Glendale June 27, 2012 331.0
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

June 27, 2012 324.3
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

July 11, 2012 212.8
Thunderstorm outflow winds in the late evening. The maximum south‐
southeast wind speed reached 24 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

January 22, 2012 163.3 Residual dust from January 21, 2012 frontal system high winds.

June 16, 2012 195.0
Regional dust storm from thunderstorm outflow in Pinal County.  The 
maximum southeast wind speed reached 28 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

June 27, 2012 224.9
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

August 11, 2012 159.7
Regional dust storm.  Two continuous Pinal County PM‐10 monitors 
recorded exceedances on August 11, 2012.

North Phoenix June 27, 2012 179.2
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

June 16, 2012 165.6
Regional dust storm from thunderstorm outflow in Pinal County.  The 
maximum southeast wind speed reached 28 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

June 27, 2012 343.4
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

July 11, 2012 285.5
Thunderstorm outflow winds in the late evening. The maximum south‐
southeast wind speed reached 24 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

Supersite June 27, 2012 330.1
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

Tempe June 27, 2012 169.8
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

Durango

Greenwood

South Phoenix

2012 Exceedances of the 24‐Hour PM‐10 Standard by Monitor
(Preliminary Data Through August 14, 2012)

Buckeye

Higley



Monitor Date

24‐Hour Avg. PM‐10 

Concentration in µg/m3 Additional Information

April 3, 2012 402.4

According to the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, the 
exceedances on April 3, 2012 and April 4, 2012 were caused by localized 
agricultural activity.  Concentrations began increasing between 9:00 pm 
and 10:00 pm on April 3, 2012 and remained elevated through 
approximately 1:30 am on April 4, 2012.

April 4, 2012 196.5

According to the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, the 
exceedances on April 3, 2012 and April 4, 2012 were caused by localized 
agricultural activity.  Concentrations began increasing between 9:00 pm 
and 10:00 pm on April 3, 2012 and remained elevated through 
approximately 1:30 am on April 4, 2012.

June 27, 2012 222.3
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

August 11, 2012 220.1
Regional dust storm.  Two continuous Pinal County PM‐10 monitors 
recorded exceedances on August 11, 2012.

West Phoenix June 16, 2012 189.8
Regional dust storm from thunderstorm outflow in Pinal County.  The 
maximum southeast wind speed reached 28 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

January 21, 2012 209.6
Frontal system high winds. During the event, a maximum west‐southwest 
wind speed of 32.8 mph was recorded and an hourly average of 17.9 mph.

February 27, 2012 167.8
Frontal system high winds.  Three continuous Pinal County PM‐10 monitors 
recorded exceedances on February 27, 2012.

June 16, 2012 211.6
Regional dust storm from thunderstorm outflow in Pinal County.  The 
maximum southeast wind speed reached 28 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

June 18, 2012 174.5
According to the Maricopa County Air Quality Department, there was a 
forklift driving around on an unpaved surface during high winds 
immediately adjacent to the West 43rd Avenue monitor.

June 27, 2012 220.8
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

July 11, 2012 173.2
Thunderstorm outflow winds in the late evening. The maximum south‐
southeast wind speed reached 24 mph with gusts of 33 mph.

August 14, 2012 255.3
Thunderstorm outflow winds in the late evening.  The maximum south 
wind speed reached 33 mph with gusts of 44 mph.  Three continuous Pinal 
County PM‐10 monitors also recorded exceedances on August 14, 2012.

Zuni Hills June 27, 2012 285.5
Regional dust storm.  The maximum south wind speed reached 30 mph 
with gusts of 44 mph.

West Chandler

West 43rd Ave.
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MAG Comments on Draft Guidance to Implement Requirements for the Treatment of Air Quality 
Monitoring Data Influenced by Exceptional Events, Docket No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2011-0887, 77 Fed. 

Reg. 39,959 (July 6, 2012) 
 

I. EPA’s New Draft Guidance Does Not Result in “Specific, Broadly Applicable, Streamlining 
Mechanisms” 

 
MAG appreciates that EPA has emphasized the comments it received concerning mechanisms that 
would both streamline and reduce the resource burden required in producing and reviewing 
exceptional event demonstrations.  EPA states that the Agency “recognizes the challenges that air 
agencies face in preparing exceptional event demonstration packages.”1  EPA also notes “the limited 
resources of air agencies that prepare and submit exceptional event demonstration packages and of 
the EPA regional offices that review these demonstration packages.  One of the EPA’s goals in 
developing exceptional event implementation guidance is to establish clear expectations to enable 
affected agencies to better manage resources as they prepare the documentation required under the 
EER.”2  MAG shares these goals and objectives and believes EPA must establish a more reasonable 
exceptional events process.  Such a process in the end can accomplish the goals of the EER while 
conserving limited federal, state and local resources. 
 
MAG also appreciates the clarification of certain issues as conveyed in the guidance.  For example, 
MAG agrees with EPA’s determination that exceptional events can occur at single monitors within a 
region during a high wind dust event and that a 25 mph wind speed threshold for when reasonable 
controls are overwhelmed during a high wind dust event is not appropriate for all regions. However, 
on balance, the Draft Guidance does little to reduce the overall burden required in producing and 
approving exceptional event documentation, and in some cases may actually increase the effort and 
documentation required.  As examples of the latter, the Draft Guidance requires the setting of a local 
wind speed threshold for the evaluation of reasonable controls during a high wind dust event for 
regions where the default 25 mph wind speed threshold is not appropriate.  Establishing this threshold 
will require a region to conduct specific, specialized wind tunnel testing and/or design complicated 
monitoring networks.  This is a significant new burden that, even when completed, will still need a 
separate additional approval by EPA before a local threshold can be used in an exceptional event 
demonstration.   
 
Additionally, while the goals of the Prospective Controls Analysis and High Wind Action Plan as 
presented in the Draft Guidance may be to provide state and local air agencies with added certainty 
regarding the status of their control programs, the resources required to produce these SIP-like 
documents as outlined in the Draft Guidance are extensive.  Thus, such efforts are likely to be 
eschewed by air agencies that have already expended significant resources preparing “basic” 
exceptional event required documentation.  Anticipated use of these analyses and plans is also 
weakened given that EPA provides only that approval would “typically be effective for a minimum of 

                                                           
1 Draft Guidance to Implement Requirements for the Treatment of Air Quality Monitoring Data Influenced by 
Exceptional Events, United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 2012 at 4. 
2 Id. 
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three years”3 with no assurances that such a plan could be used for a longer period of time.  These 
examples, along with the other comments presented below, illustrate that the process of producing 
exceptional event demonstrations has not been streamlined, but rather additional time and resources 
are necessary to satisfy the Draft Guidance. 

 
A. The Process for Arizona’s “Model Demonstration” Needs Improvement    
 
There appears to be a fundament disconnect between EPA and state and local air agencies over what 
“streamlined” exceptional event submittals look like.  In the NOA, EPA stated that, “…the EPA’s 
Region 9 office worked with agencies in Arizona to incorporate approaches presented in the draft 
guidance documents into a consolidated exceptional events demonstration package that addresses 
numerous exceedances of the PM10 standard.  The EPA hopes that, once finalized, much of the 
information included in this streamlined exceptional events demonstration submittal could be 
transferable and serve as a model for future events for both Arizona and other areas experiencing high 
wind dust events.” 4   While MAG appreciates that EPA views the latest exceptional event 
documentation submitted by Arizona as a model demonstration on which EPA can concur, the 
documentation required for this demonstration was extensive and resource-intensive. 
 
Five, clear-cut high wind dust event days were addressed in the Arizona demonstration.  The 
documentation required for this “basic” demonstration demanded the coordination and resources of 
multiple state and local agencies and took over six months to complete.  The demonstration package 
was submitted to EPA in March 2012 and, to date, has not been acted upon by EPA.  While it was 
beneficial to combine multiple exceedance days into one documentation package, calling the Arizona 
submittal a “streamlined” submittal masks the enormous resources required by state and local 
agencies to produce such a submittal.  Given that Arizona still needs to submit demonstrations for 
sixteen other high wind dust exceptional event days that occurred in 2011, along with a number of 
additional event days in 2012, the time and resources required to create similar model demonstration 
packages is overwhelming and would likely take years to complete and reach concurrence by EPA.  
EPA must therefore work with states and local governments to further refine and streamline this 
process. 

 
B. The Process for Weight of Evidence Determinations Should be Restructured 
 
The Draft Guidance stresses the tools or tests a state or local air agency can use to provide the 
necessary “weight of evidence” to fulfill the individual elements of the exceptional event rule.5  While 
some of these tools and tests may or may not be useful depending on the individual exceptional 
event, the emphasis of the Draft Guidance on these tools and tests create an expectation that state 
and local air agencies must develop these specific tools and/or meet these specific tests in order for 
EPA to concur with an exceptional event.  This focus as presented in the Draft Guidance detracts an 
air agency from providing the best event-specific evidence that supports an exceptional event 

                                                           
3 Id. at 9. 
4 77 Fed. Reg. at 39,960. 
5 Wind speed thresholds, back trajectories, and micro-scale emission inventories are examples of the 
types of tools and tests suggested by EPA. 
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demonstration.  Enormous resources have thus been diverted to the generation of data designed not 
to meet the exceptional event rule elements, but simply to satisfy the tools and tests in the guidance 
documents.     
 
The resource-intensive nature of the Draft Guidance has created an untenable situation for state and 
local air agencies that must submit exceptional event documentation either to avoid designation as 
nonattainment or avoid continual nonattainment designation.  Especially for areas that experience 
frequent, recurring exceptional events, the current process is unsustainable.  The attention of the 
Draft Guidance needs to shift back towards ways in which the exceptional event process can efficiently 
grant relief to state and local air agencies that require exclusion of exceptional event data in order to 
attain or maintain attainment with National Ambient Air Quality Standards (“NAAQS”).  Given this 
priority, MAG submits the following comments and implementation concepts which can provide 
tangible ways to significantly streamline exceptional event demonstrations: 
 

1. In Attachment B, MAG has developed an example form which can be completed by 
state and local air agencies for high wind dust exceptional event demonstrations.  This form 
creates a straightforward description of the exceptional event and an explanation of how each 
element of the exceptional event rule is met.  The form allows the air agency to readily 
provide to EPA the level of information needed to support the demonstration on a case-by-
case basis.  EPA can then quickly evaluate the form, and the additional information attached, 
and either concur or request more information when warranted.  When an air agency and 
EPA agree that a high wind dust exceptional event has occurred, the form greatly reduces the 
resources expended by both parties.  The air agency does not waste time and effort satisfying 
unneeded tools and tests, and EPA can quickly concur given the appropriate level of 
information provided by the air agency.  This allows the focus of resources on those cases 
where EPA may have questions as to whether uncontrolled anthropogenic sources were 
significantly involved in the exceedance. 
 

2. In a November 2011 letter to the EPA’s Office of Air and Radiation Deputy Assistant 
Administrator Janet McCabe, MAG discussed a concept for streamlining the exceptional events 
process by enabling the states and tribes to make exceptional events determinations, after 
consultation with EPA.  This letter is included as Attachment C.  MAG’s goal is to establish a 
more reasonable exceptional events process for all those concerned: EPA, states, tribes, and 
local governments.  Overall, this concept would maintain EPA in its defined role in the CAA 
implementation process, while returning the control of exceptional events determinations to 
states and tribes that are in the best position to evaluate local air quality conditions.   
 

3. Many areas experience natural exceptional events that recur frequently with seasonal 
meteorological conditions.  The MAG region is prone to high wind dust events especially 
during the summer monsoon season.  For these areas, the provision in the exceptional event 
rule that requires that states submit exceptional event documentation “12 months prior to the 
date that a regulatory decision must be made by EPA” 6 is not possible to meet in some 
situations.  As an example, it is highly likely in the MAG region that exceptional events will 

                                                           
6 40 C.F.R. § 50.14(c)(3)(i). 



 

4 
 

recur within the twelve months leading up to an EPA regulatory decision (e.g., exceptional 
events that occur in the attainment year of an air quality plan).  In these situations it would be 
efficient and beneficial for EPA and the final implementation guidance to provide flexibility to 
allow for the consideration and submission of exceptional events and associated 
demonstrations that may occur or recur just before, or within, twelve months of a regulatory 
decision.  
 
4. EPA should abandon requirements to evaluate whether an event was not reasonably 
controllable or preventable on a case-by-case basis.  The Draft Guidance indicates that “each 
demonstration package address the question of reasonable controls.” 7   As indicated in 
previously submitted comments, 8  measures within a State Implementation Plan (“SIP”) 
developed in accordance with CAA requirements must be “necessary to assure” that NAAQS 
are achieved.  EPA’s determination that such SIP controls meet CAA requirements settles the 
matter with respect to whether sufficient controls are in place in the SIP and are being 
implemented by state and local authorities barring evidence to the contrary of non-
enforcement.  As previously pointed out, not only do SIP elements easily meet any 
requirement of “reasonableness” under CAA section 319, EPA’s prior approval of the 
elements constitutes a determination that such measures are, in fact, reasonable. 
 
The Draft Guidance instead represents that windblown dust Best Available Control Measures 
(“BACM”) generally should be adequate where a high wind threshold is exceeded.9  The Draft 
Guidance also indicates that such measures constitute a “reference point” for consideration of 
reasonable measures in other areas.10  Thus, EPA is proposing to implement a procedure for 
exceptional events whereby multiple bites at the apple occur:  first, during the SIP review 
process, and repeatedly after this time when BACM and Reasonably Available Control 
Measures (“RACM”) already approved must be reviewed again before being considered 
adequate in the context of an exceptional event.  In addition, EPA is effectively seeking a third 
tier of “apple bites” by implying that the Agency will consider not only measures already in 
place with respect to the area seeking approval of an exceptional event, but that EPA will look 
to whether an area has adopted measures that a different area has adopted.  EPA has no basis 
within CAA section 319 to impose such a process on the review of EER determinations and 
such a procedure is inapposite to streamlining.11  Instead, this part of the Draft Guidance must 
be thoroughly revised to avoid the imposition of additional state and local burdens in the EER 
review process. 

                                                           
7  Draft Guidance to Implement Requirements for the Treatment of Air Quality Monitoring Data 
Influenced by Exceptional Events, United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 2012 at 4. 
8 See Section I of Attachment A. 
9  Responses to Significant First-Round Comments on the Draft Guidance Documents on the 
Implementation of the Exceptional Events Rule, United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 
2012 at 66. 
10 Draft Guidance to Implement Requirements for the Treatment of Air Quality Monitoring Data 
Influenced by Exceptional Events, United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 2012 at 8. 
11  The Draft Guidance also offers no detail as to what criteria might be applicable to insist that 
measures appropriate in one area are also appropriate for another area. 
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II. EPA Should Develop Additional Guidance Measures to Allow Greater Deference to State and 
Local Determinations    

 
Section 319 of the CAA (42 U.S.C. § 7619) requires the Administrator to determine that an event is 
an exceptional event. 12   While the Administrator is required under this section to promulgate 
regulations to “govern[ ] the review and handling of air monitoring data influenced by an exceptional 
event”,13 the requirement for such regulations does not constrain the degree of deference that the 
Administrator may afford to state or local determinations regarding exceptional events.   In addition, 
while CAA section 319 also requires that regulations contain criteria and procedures whereby states 
petition the EPA Administrator for exclusion of air quality data affected by exceptional events,14 this 
provision does not place specific restraints on the Administrator from adopting the recommendations 
of a state with regard to such exclusions.  

 
EPA is also not prevented under current regulations from providing much greater latitude to state 
submissions on exceptional events than is contained in the Draft Guidance.  Current regulations 
provide only that various demonstrations to justify data exclusion be “to EPA’s satisfaction” with regard 
to whether air pollution concentrations in excess of a NAAQS were directly due and caused by an 
exceptional event.15  Thus, current regulations do not limit the Administrator’s ability to accept state 
technical information, evaluations and demonstrations regarding exceptional events and to defer to the 
judgment of air pollution officials who are responsible for the day-to-day implementation of CAA 
measures.  Indeed, the regulatory use of a noun as broadly defined as “satisfaction” (e.g., “an act of 
satisfying”) allows the Administrator to accept a range of state demonstrations on exceptional events.  
Thus, as proposed in comments contained in I.B.1 above, EPA should adopt additional measures in 
the Draft Guidance utilizing forms, check off lists and other straightforward mechanisms which give 
proper deference to the role of states in implementing the CAA. 

 
The “cooperative federalism” structure of the CAA amply supports such an interpretation of the 
Administrator’s authority in CAA section 319.  CAA section 101(a)(3), enacted as part of the Clean Air 
Act of 196316, provides that “air pollution control at its source is the primary responsibility of States 
and local governments.”  CAA section 102(a) further requires EPA to “encourage cooperative activities 
by the States and local governments for the prevention and control of air pollution . . .”17  EPA should 
consider these provisions, in conjunction with CAA section 319(b), as forming the basis for far greater 
deference to state and local decision-making on exceptional events.  Such deference is not only 
supported in the CAA, but would also promote greater efficiency at the federal, state and local 
governmental level. 
 

                                                           
12 See CAA section 319(b)(1)(A)(iv). 
13 CAA section 319(b)(2)(B). 
14 CAA section 319(b)(1)(B)(iv). 
15 See 40 C.F.R. § 50.14(a)-(b) generally and 40 C.F.R. § 50.14(b)(2) and (b)(3) with respect to 
fireworks and prescribed fires.  
16 Pub. Law 88-206 (December 17, 1963).  Current CAA section 101(a)(3) was originally enacted as 
Section 1(a)(3). 
17 This section was also enacted in 1963 in slightly different form as Section 2(a). 
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III. Prospective Controls Analysis and High Wind Action Plan Requirements 
 
The concept behind a Prospective Controls Analysis is a positive one, if the intent of this analysis is to 
provide state and local air agencies a mechanism by which current level of high wind controls can be 
evaluated ahead of time for reasonableness and need not be re-evaluated for each recurring high 
wind dust event.  Unfortunately, the resources involved in preparing a Prospective Controls Analysis 
as outlined in the Draft Guidance would likely not be warranted given the demands placed upon state 
and local air agencies in producing exceptional event documentation.  Especially for areas where 
control programs may be more than three years old, the Draft Guidance requires extensive 
documentation detailing the history of control programs, SIP submissions, prior exceptional events, 
source category reviews, high wind threshold analysis and other requirements.   
 
In addition, under the Draft Guidance, the Prospective Controls Analysis is required to undergo a 
separate review and approval process by EPA.  Given the complexity of the proposed Prospective 
Controls Analysis, it appears that it will be more efficient to describe the controls in place and their 
implementation during each exceptional event than to try and prepare a separate Prospective 
Controls Analysis (which is comparable in character to a SIP) that may or may not be approved by 
EPA.   Given that EPA already has access to the majority of the information required in a Prospective 
Controls Analysis through review of existing SIP documents and air quality plans, a separate analysis 
that largely repeats this information appears unnecessary.   
 
The Draft Guidance concept of a High Wind Action Plan is also of limited usefulness in the MAG 
region, since new sources of windblown dust and additional high wind controls are unlikely to be 
identified.  The guidance should continue to make clear that a High Wind Action Plan is a voluntary 
tool that a state or local air agency may utilize.  To require a High Wind Action Plan be in place in 
order to concur on exceptional events clearly goes beyond the scope of the exceptional events rule.  
In addition, nothing within CAA section 319 would authorize EPA to require the submission of either 
a Prospective Controls Analysis or a High Wind Action Plan.  Regulations under this section are limited 
to the “review and handling of air monitoring data” and do not extend to controls and other state or 
local planning measures. 
 
As stated earlier in Section I, the current structure of the Prospective Controls Analysis and the High 
Wind Action Plan are of limited usefulness given the resources required to create them.  EPA needs to 
revise the Draft Guidance to eliminate the redundancy and unnecessary approvals associated with 
these items. 
 
IV. Comments Relating to High Wind Events and Related Guidance Documents 
 
MAG appreciates EPA’s acknowledgement that when identifying a high wind threshold, EPA is not 
setting a bright line as to what speed constitutes a high wind dust event.  As explicitly set forth in the 
Draft Guidance, “In identifying a high wind dust threshold, the EPA does NOT intend to set a bright 
line as to what speed constitutes a high wind dust event or to categorically concur with all events with 
sustained wind speeds above a given threshold.  Both the nullified preamble language and current EPA 
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interpretation require appropriate event-specific information that EPA will review on a case-by-case 
basis.”18   
 
However, the flexibility EPA allows of itself to interpret each event on a case-by-case basis is not 
afforded to state and local air agencies in practice, as the high wind threshold is presented as a 
mandatory item by which EPA evaluates reasonableness of existing controls.  The Draft Guidance 
asserts that either a state or local air agency will submit its own locally developed threshold (a 
resource-intensive activity by itself) or EPA will assume the default of 25 mph for western states.19   
 
Additionally, the Draft Guidance presumes that dust from a high wind event, with winds under a 
preset high wind threshold, is the result of uncontrolled anthropogenic sources.  As stated by EPA, 
“The EPA believes air agencies should submit a comprehensive controls analysis when wind speeds 
are below the high wind threshold because events with wind speeds below this threshold should 
entrain very little dust from natural and reasonably-controlled disturbed surfaces.  Further, the EPA 
expects that windblown emissions would include significant contributions from sources that are neither 
natural nor reasonably-controlled.  Thus, the event is less likely to be not reasonably controllable or 
preventable.” 20  In addition to implying that all events below a preset wind threshold will not be 
concurred upon by EPA, this assumption goes beyond the scope of the exceptional events rule by 
establishing a wind speed threshold test that event demonstrations must meet in order for the event 
to be considered not reasonably controllable or preventable.  Specifically, under current regulations, 
demonstrations are only required to include “any reliable and accurate data”21 (emphasis added) and 
are not required to meet specific cut-off points with respect to wind speed.  As a result, imposition of 
this limit cannot be utilized by EPA as a rationale for not accepting an exceptional events 
demonstration.22 
 
Furthermore, the very real and practical problem with the use of a fixed high wind threshold in 
evaluating high wind dust events is that wind speed by itself is a poor predictor of dust emissions.  
While wind speed certainly provides the energy needed to lift dust emissions into the air, the 
conditions of the soil have a far greater impact on the duration and intensity of the dust emissions than 
does wind speed alone.  In the MAG region, the amount of dust entrained by a collapsing 
thunderstorm(s) during the monsoon season is strongly dependent on the state of the soil when that 
thunderstorm(s) collapses; in particular the amount of rain the soil has received prior to or during the 
thunderstorm generated winds.  The same wind speed will produce dramatically different levels of 

                                                           
18 Responses to Significant First-Round Comments on the Draft Guidance Documents on the 
Implementation of the Exceptional Events Rule, United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 
2012 at 41. 
19 Draft Guidance on the Preparation of Demonstrations in Support of Requests to Exclude Ambient 
Air Quality Data Affected by High Winds under the Exceptional Events Rule, United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, June 2102 at 16. 
20 Id. at 17. 
21 40 C.F.R. § 50.14(a)(2) 
22 EPA’s Federal Register notice explicitly states that “guidance documents do not change, increase, or 
decrease rule requirements; they assist by providing information and illustrations for better 
understanding of and compliance with the rule.”  77 Fed. Reg. at 39,960. 
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dust depending on the soil moisture content and level of natural crusting that result from significant 
rainfall.  Hypothetically, it may be that in periods of drought only 15 mph winds are required to 
produce levels of dust that would cause an exceedance, while in years with rainfall, 30 mph winds 
may be required to produce similar levels of dust.   
 
The wind speeds capable of causing a high wind dust event in the above example have no direct 
relationship to whether anthropogenic sources were reasonably controlled.  Yet, under the current 
guidance, the assumption is that the high wind dust event caused by 15 mph winds were the result of 
“significant contributions from sources that are neither natural or reasonably-controlled”23 because the 
wind speed may be below some preset high wind threshold.  This assumption is totally without 
foundation.  A set threshold also does not explain the role of transport in high wind dust events.  
Many times, the affected monitor during a high wind dust event will experience only low to moderate 
wind speeds and still be impacted by transported dust.  The dust may be transported from regions 
outside of the affected area, yet the threshold would seemingly need to be based upon local data 
inside of the affected area, which may have dramatically different natural conditions or control 
programs. 
 
While it is obviously important to investigate wind speeds when explaining a high wind dust event, 
they should not be used to make a regulatory presumption when compared to an arbitrary threshold.  
In the Draft Guidance, the role of wind speed is used specifically to determine if the controls in place 
are reasonable.  This is a rigid and arbitrary distinction which is unfair to state and local air agencies.  
Given that the Draft Guidance acknowledges the need to evaluate each event on a case-by-case basis, 
EPA must provide this opportunity to state and local air agencies by not requiring them to meet a fixed 
wind speed threshold. 
 
In addition, while it may be understandable that EPA would propose a standard wind speed metric, 
the choice of hourly average wind speeds is problematic.  Dust emissions in the MAG region tend to 
be sporadic and non-uniform depending on the given soil conditions during a high wind event.  Some 
of the thunderstorm-outflow high wind dust events are very transient and may only affect a monitor 
for twenty to thirty minutes, briefly recording elevated wind speeds with the passage of the gust front 
of the dust storm.  Hourly averages in these situations under-predict the ability of wind energy to 
entrain dust.  In fact, much of the research into dust emissions finds that wind gusts are a much better 
predictor of emissions than sustained wind speeds, especially sustained wind speeds averaged over an 
hour.24  The focus of state and local air agencies should be on using the wind speed metrics that best 
describe the nature of the high wind dust event and how those winds entrained the dust that caused 
the exceedance.  This will likely involve utilizing a combination of wind gust and sustained wind data.  
EPA should not mandate a wind speed metric as there is no benefit to prescribing a set wind speed 
metric which may not adequately explain the nature of the event. 

 

                                                           
23 Draft Guidance on the Preparation of Demonstrations in Support of Requests to Exclude Ambient 
Air Quality Data Affected by High Winds under the Exceptional Events Rule, United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, June 2102 at 17. 
24  As an example, see: Engelstaedter and Washington, 2007. Temporal controls on global dust 
emissions: The role of surface gustiness, Journal of Geophysical Research Letters.  
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V. Frequent Natural Events Do Not Require A Determination of Reasonable Controls 
 

EPA refers in several places within its Response to Comments document to the previous Natural 
Events Policy.  As an initial matter, it is irrelevant whether an approach using the authority of CAA 
section 319 is “consistent with” this policy.  There is no evidence presented in the record for the EER 
that Congress intended the new statutory requirements regarding “natural events” include any aspect 
of the pre-existing EPA guidance document and, as a matter of law, guidance cannot trump statutory 
text.  Therefore, EPA’s Natural Events Policy has no bearing with regard to the interpretation of 
“natural events” in the statutory construct of CAA section 319 or within the Draft Guidance which 
must be based on the statute and its proper regulatory interpretation. 

 
In addition, we must also point out that EPA is attempting to advance a mistaken interpretation of the 
statute when it indicates that “Clean Air Act section 319 recognizes that natural events can be both 
recurring and exceptional.”25  In fact, as previously pointed out by MAG, “recurrence” within CAA 
section 319 refers only to events caused by human activity.  There is no similar qualification which 
modifies in any way what is or is not a “natural event” under CAA section 319(b)(1)(A)(iii).  Therefore, 
whether or not a natural event occurs frequently or infrequently is not a basis for determining 
whether or not it is an exceptional event.  EPA received comments on this issue both from the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District (Comment 7.5.7) and from MAG26 but failed to specifically 
respond to both. 

 
EPA is similarly in error when it indicates that the Draft Guidance “raised the concept of recurrence as 
it pertains to the reasonableness of controls with the belief that a natural event that recurs merits 
more effort at control than a one-time or very infrequent type of event.”27  EPA indicates that the 
issue of recurrence for natural events is most likely with reference to high wind dust events.  While 
MAG appreciates EPA’s statement that natural events do not have to be infrequent to qualify as 
exceptional events 28  EPA must correct its previous statements of law and regulatory policy and 
recognize the separate statutory construct of a “natural event.”  Thus, EPA should not finalize any 
guidance documents which would impose greater burdens on areas that experience more frequent 
natural events than areas that do not, or impose any additional requirements beyond those required 
in applicable SIPs for addressing nonattainment issues related to such exceptional events. 
  

                                                           
25  Responses to Significant First-Round Comments on the Draft Guidance Documents on the 
Implementation of the Exceptional Events Rule, United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 
2012 at 52. 
26 See Attachment A, Section I.B. 
27  Responses to Significant First-Round Comments on the Draft Guidance Documents on the 
Implementation of the Exceptional Events Rule, United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 
2012 at 54. 
28 Draft Guidance to Implement Requirements for the Treatment of Air Quality Monitoring Data 
Influenced by Exceptional Events, United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 2012 at 6. 



 

10 
 

VI. EPA Must Accelerate Exceptional Event Review Process 
 

EPA’s review of exceptional events demonstrations includes a distinction between packages that are 
required “sooner” by near-term regulatory action versus other submissions.  We believe that EPA 
must make every attempt to speed up any review process from the timelines proposed in the rule.  
Our proposal in Attachment B is designed to assist in this effort. 

 
Otherwise, the EPA review process as outlined in the Draft Guidance would provide for a total of 667 
days of Agency review time once a demonstration package was submitted (presuming that such a 
package was considered to be “complete” by the Agency).  EPA is allowing itself 120 days from the 
initial submission of a package for responding via letter on a completeness determination and whether 
there is a need for additional information to be submitted.  Following this process, the Draft Guidance 
allows EPA 547 days in order for the Agency to actually make a decision regarding an exceptional 
event.  This timeline is far too long. 
 
MAG previously provided specific comments on the timing issue29 but EPA failed to respond to the 
specific comments.  Other responses contained within the Response to Comments document are 
vague and inadequate to give states and local communities assurance that they may promptly resolve 
air quality monitoring issues with EPA.  Overall, EPA must work with states and local air agencies to 
accelerate the review and approval process for exceptional events.  The Agency must recognize that 
air monitoring information, even without a near-term regulatory event, is not completely “harmless.”  
The mere existence of air monitoring values above the level of a NAAQS can hinder ability of an area 
to attract investment.   

 
VII.  Conclusion 

 
EPA should work diligently to review the comments submitted by MAG and other individuals and 
organizations and promptly issue a revised Guidance Document.  Our comments, including the 
multiple attachments to our comments, note many deficiencies in the current Draft Guidance.  We 
also have identified areas where we believe EPA’s interpretation of the CAA is either incorrect or 
unwise.  As indicated above, before the Draft Guidance is implemented in a generalized manner, we 
believe that EPA must make changes that will truly streamline the exceptional event approval process 
and ease the burden on both EPA and state and local agencies.  The most direct way to accomplish 
this goal is to provide for much greater deference to state and local determinations as allowed by CAA 
section 319 and current regulations. 

                                                           
29 Section III of Attachment A. 



 

 
 

 
 
 

ATTACHMENT A 
 

MAG COMMENTS ON MAY 2011 EPA DRAFT GUIDANCE REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THE EXCEPTIONAL EVENTS RULE 

  







 

 
MAG Comments on EPA Draft Guidance Regarding Implementation of the Exceptional Events Rule 

Including Associated Attachments 
 
 
I. Requirements Relating to the “Not Reasonably Controllable or Preventable” Element Should be 

Revised. 
 

In the draft guidance2, EPA makes several assertions regarding its interpretation of Clean Air Act 
(“CAA”) section 319 and the definition of an EE contained within CAA section 319(b)(1)(A)(ii).  In 
specific, EPA states that it “believes the event-relevant measures that have already been included in the 
approved SIP as RACM or BACM to be an essential part of the set of controls that need to be in place 
for an event to be considered ‘not reasonably controllable or preventable’, but they may not be 
sufficient by themselves particularly if the SIP has not been recently reviewed or revised.”3 EPA also 
indicates that, under the “reasonableness” factor, “[t]here is no defined de minimis emission rate or 
ambient contribution that limits which sources should be considered for control, and EPA will review 
this on a case by case basis.”4 EPA further states that “RACM/BACM list may be a reference point, but 
not the sole means, by which EPA assesses the reasonableness of controls.”5

 
   

We do not believe that the plain language of CAA section 319 can or should be interpreted by EPA in 
this manner.  The statutory language that EPA relies on is part of the definition of an “exceptional 
event.”  It only requires that an event not be “reasonably controllable or preventable” and does not 
convey any additional authority to EPA to apply stricter requirements.  In this regard, it is notable and 
relevant that measures that have been adopted into a State Implementation Plan (“SIP”) pursuant to 
CAA section 110,  have previously been determined to be measures “necessary to assure that 
national ambient air quality standards are achieved . . .” (Emphasis added)  Thus, EPA has already 
rendered an assessment of the adequacy of such measures.  Moreover, under CAA section 110, a SIP 
must contain adequate provisions “as may be necessary or appropriate to meet the applicable 
requirements [of the CAA]” including elements to provide for sufficient monitoring, data compilation 
and enforcement.  Therefore, not only do SIP elements easily meet any requirement of 
“reasonableness” under CAA section 319 but EPA’s prior approval of such elements constitutes an a 
priori determination by the Agency that the measures are, in fact, reasonable.  

 
                                                           
2 Guidance on Preparation of Demonstrations in Support of Requests to Exclude Ambient Air Quality 
Data Affected by High Winds under the Exceptional Events Rule, United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, May 2, 2011. 
3 Id. at 13. 
4 Id. 
5 Id. at 14. 



 

On a policy level – by indicating that if a SIP is not recently reviewed or revised, it automatically merits 
additional scrutiny -- EPA is creating a situation in which states and localities can never have any 
assurance that EPA will not use the EER to effectively “reopen” a SIP and impose a series of ad hoc 
determinations and assessments.  This is precisely the opposite of a major goal of the new EER 
guidance -- to provide assurance to states and localities that properly classified EEs can be excluded 
from ambient air quality data.  The current structure of EPA’s guidance provides no means for a state 
or local agency to be assured that prior determinations with respect to existing and planned controls 
will be considered “reasonable” upon implementation, even if these controls have been previously 
determined to constitute BACM or MSM through an approved SIP process.  In effect, EPA is taking 
the “we’ll know it when we see it” approach to evaluating reasonableness of existing controls on a 
case by case basis. 

 
The approach as outlined in the guidance also has no de minimis level for emission sources and 
includes no limits regarding EPA’s evaluation of controls on natural sources.  Such an approach is 
diametrically opposed to the intent of Congress to protect state and local agencies from being 
penalized for events outside of their control, particularly events that arise from natural conditions..  In 
fact, it is striking to the degree which the draft guidance fails to even discuss natural events at all, even 
though this is a separate and distinct category of EE under CAA section 319(b)(1)(A)(iii).  There is 
literally no discussion of the type of events that may be considered to be “a natural event” under the 
definition of an EE even though arid areas like Arizona may be subject to unique natural events such as 
haboobs and lesser dust storms.   

 
This approach is also contrary to the statutory structure of CAA section 319 which specifically limited 
the scope of EE regulations.  Under CAA section 319, EE regulations were limited to the “review and 
handling of air quality monitoring data . . .” Guidance cannot and should not attempt to read the 
definition of an EE far more broadly or attempt to convey additional authority for EPA to revise 
previous SIP determinations.  Such an approach would constantly “move the chains” on what state 
and local efforts would be considered as adequate by EPA Regional Offices, again opposite the 
Congressional goal of providing more certainty and uniformity to EPA’s assessment of EEs.  This effect 
can be demonstrated in several specific areas of EPA’s approach to the determination of 
“reasonableness” discussed below. 
 

A. Wind Speed. 
 
The guidance indicates that “[i]n evaluating reasonableness, EPA will generally consider first and 
foremost whether the wind speeds were above the minimum threshold to entrain dust from stable 



 

surfaces.”6 EPA also states that “[i]n the absence of local studies, EPA intends to use 25 mph as the 
minimum sustained wind speed sufficient to entrain particles from stable surfaces for western states.”7

 
  

We are providing technical comments regarding the use of a specific wind speed threshold in Sections 
IV and V of this document.  However, as an overall comment, it is important to point out that other 
jurisdictions have reported significantly lower thresholds for the initiation of windblown dust (12, 15 
and 18 mph)8

 

 and that the individual conditions of the land (soil moisture, soil texture, vegetative 
cover, topography, land use, etc.) over which the wind passes on the event day will have a greater 
influence on the amount of windblown dust created than an averaged wind tunnel threshold can 
provide.  Therefore, we believe that state and local agencies should be given the opportunity to 
explain these conditions without bias from EPA based upon a pre-determined wind speed threshold.  
As explained below, this concern is heightened by our technical assessment that a 25 mph is not 
supportable.  Rather than add clarity to the determination of exceptional “high wind” events, we 
believe a presumed level of wind speed would place an unfair burden on a state or locality of 
defeating an unsupported presumption. 

B. Requirements Regarding “Recurrence”  
 
We believe that EPA has misinterpreted CAA section 319 as it respects the recurrence of 
anthropological events.  The Agency has not: (1) clearly confined this concept to events caused by 
human activity as required by CAA section 319(b)(1)(A)(iii); (2) attempted to create new authority not 
conveyed by statute to require additional controls based merely on the existence of recurrence; and 
(3) established an empirical threshold for recurrence without adequate support.  In specific, EPA states 
that “[f]or recurring high wind dust events, EPA believes these principles can be achieved using a 
progressive approach in which states are expected to consider and implement further controls as 
events continue to recur”9 and that “[m]ore stringent controls are reasonable if an area experiences 
frequent and/or severe exceptional event exceedances due to high winds than if the area has 
experienced only rare and/or mild isolated exceedances.”10  Finally, the Agency states that it “will 
generally consider recurrence for high wind dust events as more than one high wind dust event per 
year, averaged over three years.”11

                                                           
6 Id. at 12. 

  We find no support in the statute for such statements and believe 

7 Id. at 14. 
8 12 mph (Maricopa County Air Quality Department, Appendix 4 of 2008 PM-10 Periodic Emissions 
Inventory); 15 mph (Imperial County, as quoted in Mojave County April 12, 2007 Exceptional Event 
Documentation); and 18 mph (San Joaquin Valley, as quoted in Mojave County April 12, 2007 
Exceptional Event Documentation and 73 Fed. Reg. 14,696). 
9 Id. at 2. 
10 Id. at 12. 
11 Id. at 15. 



 

that it is inappropriate, arbitrary and outside the scope of the EER for EPA to set a recurrence 
threshold for high wind dust events, or any other natural event (e.g., wildfires, volcanic eruptions). 

 
The EER plainly acknowledges that natural events such as high winds can recur and that they do not 
have to be rare to be considered exceptional.  The frequency of high wind events are clearly outside 
the control of state and local agencies.  But the guidance documents nonetheless appear to require 
additional actions based on recurrence for natural events (e.g., “analysis should be more extensive if 
events recur, particularly at wind speeds below 25 mph . . .”12  EPA may consider High Wind Action 
Plans “reasonable as long as events do not recur . . .”13).  Yet CAA section 319 applies “recurrence” 
only to the definition of exceptional events where human activity is involved (i.e., the statute clearly 
separates such events from natural events by use of the term “or” in CAA section 319(b)(1)(A)(iii)).  
While EPA acknowledges this fact in the guidance document,14

 

 EPA does not clearly state that other 
parts of the guidance document addressing recurrence as inapplicable, as a matter of law, to natural 
events.  Instead, the guidance document appears to ignore the explicit association of recurrence with 
human activity and create overarching obligations on state and local entities simply because they are 
located in areas where exceptional events may occur more often than other areas.  This not only is 
unfair, but it is again opposite of Congressional intent to alleviate the burden on such areas. 

There is even less support in the statute or legislative history for a requirement that more than one 
exceptional event per year means that an event is likely to recur.  Setting aside the fact that this 
standard is being set without statutory support, it is clear that EEs can extend over several days, 
affecting the air quality data for sometimes weeks at a time (e.g., fires that have plagued Southern 
California and Arizona are proof of this concept).  In addition, EPA provides no data or technical 
support to buttress its determination that events happening more than once a year should be 
considered as those likely to recur given that exceedances in any one year may plausibly be related to 
different types of EEs..  EPA should therefore not impose an arbitrary “trigger” of one event/year for 
which it has provided no empirical support.  At bottom, there should be no quota system on EEs, nor 
can any quota system be derived from the language of CAA section 319.   
 

C. High Wind Action Plans 
 
The guidance provides that “EPA and the submitting state can consider the development of a High 
Wind Action Plan that would identify mutually agreed upon reasonable controls that a state could 
implement for subsequent high wind events.”15

                                                           
12 Id. 

  EPA further provides that it “would consider the 

13 Id. at 20. 
14 EPA states that “natural events can be likely to recur and still be eligible for data exclusion.”  Id. at 
23. 
15 Id. at 19. 



 

controls to be reasonable as long as events do not recur…If events recur, EPA will need to re-
approve the High Wind Action Plan regardless of whether it is revised or remains as-is.”16

 
  

EPA can clearly not require a High Wind Action Plan under CAA section 319.  No such authority is 
conveyed by this provision.  As noted above, the scope of regulatory authority within CAA section 
319 is constrained to the review and handling of air quality data.  In the event that EPA pursues a 
“voluntary” provision to allow states to consider and EPA to review High Wind Action Plans, however, 
we would note that linking a High Wind Action Plan to recurrence provides no incentive for state or 
local agencies to complete such a plan.  The purpose of such a plan should be the opposite of what 
EPA proposes. 

 
For example, if a state or local agency details all of the control measures in place, and the 
implementation and enforcement strategies for those control measures (as concurred by EPA), then 
the state or local agency should be protected from having to vigorously demonstrate that future 
events were not reasonably controllable or preventable.  An incentive for completing such a plan by 
the state or local agency would be that they would have some assurance ahead of time that EPA finds 
their existing controls and implementation measures adequate.  If the High Wind Action Plan is not 
valid for recurring events, than there is little or no benefit for a state or local agency to complete such 
an intensive, publicly reviewed, SIP-like plan for one event a year.  The state or local agency would be 
better served under the current scenario by simply documenting the reasonableness of controls in 
place during each recurring event, rather than trying to update a High Wind Action Plan after every 
exceptional event occurrence.       
  
II. Requirements Relating to the “Clear Causal Relationship” Element Should be Revised. 
 

A. EPA Wrongly Concludes That Single Monitors Cannot Show Exceptional Events from High 
Winds.  

 
EPA’s guidance document attempts to oversimplify the conditions under which EEs can occur.  The 
guidance document provides that EE event demonstrations are “less compelling” if there is evidence 
which is inconsistent with the conceptual model or theory under which the exceptional event occurs.  
While this observation may border on a truism (data at variance with a theory will no doubt detract 
from the theory) the observation has limited utility and cannot serve as an overall “screen” between 
supportable and unsupportable EEs.  In this regard, we specifically and strongly disagree with EPA’s 
contention that “an exceedance was caused by a large-scale wind event is inconsistent with a situation 
where an isolated monitor exceeds while nearby monitors do not.”17

 
  

                                                           
16 Id. at 20. 
17 Id. at 22. 



 

In making this statement, EPA seems to be implying that a large-scale wind event must result in large-
scale transport of windblown dust.  This is a simplistic view of the relationship between wind speed 
and the creation of windblown dust.  There are dozens of factors that control the production of 
windblown dust (e.g., wind, precipitation, temperature, soil texture, soil composition, soil aggregation, 
soil moisture, surface roughness length, vegetation, land uses, topography) and these factors vary 
significantly within a region affected by a large-scale wind event.  In almost all cases, windblown dust 
production is not a homogenous process, but rather is linked to a specific set of conditions that allow 
for the energy from the wind to entrain dust. 

 
As stated by Gillette, “[p]revious field studies and remote sensing studies have pointed out that the 
sources of dust carried globally are not homogenous over large areas…These ‘hot spots’ are often 
part of ‘source regions’ that for a large extent are ‘hot spots’ surrounded by areas of much lower dust 
production.  On a smaller scale, aerial photographs of agricultural lands in the West Texas USA show 
that a very small fraction of the fields actually produce visible dust plumes.  The fields where I studied 
dust emissions in West Texas (Gillette, 1981) were hot spots: intense areas of dust production 
surrounded fields where little if any dust was being emitted.” 18

 
  

A common source of a windblown dust event in the West is the prefrontal storm system.  Gillette 
takes pains to point out that this type of system does not produce homogenous dust levels.  In 
specific, Gillette states that “[s]ynoptic scale and meso-scale meteorological systems deliver 
momentum to the surface in a variety of forms.  An example of a synoptic-scale structure that is often 
associated with wind erosion is the prefrontal wind storm.  Large-scale systems do not explain the 
existence of local ‘hot spots’ since strong dust production is not uniformly observed for the entire land 
surface over which the system passes.  Meso-scale structures such as haboobs (downdrafts of 
thunderstorms) create short-lived intense local dust production, but are short lived, and may cause 
erosion in locations that do not normally produce dust.”19

 
   

Given these observations, it is expected that events resulting from synoptic scale wind events would 
not result in uniform exceedances or elevated monitor concentrations across a region or monitoring 
network.  In fact, this type of event is previously documented, with three western state agencies 
submitting examples of exceedances that occur only at one monitor in the region during synoptic scale 
wind events.20

                                                           
18 Gillette, 1999. A Qualitative Geophysical Explanation for “Hot Spot” Dust Emitting Source Regions. 
Contr. Atmos. Phys., 72, 67–77. 

  It is completely plausible that the monitor located nearest an area that has the most 
potential of producing “hot spots” should exceed while other monitors in the region do not.   

19 Id. 
20 Examples include but are not limited to: San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, January 4, 
2008 Event; Clark County Department of Air Quality and Environmental Management, May 21, 2008 
Event; Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, March 14, 2008 Event.  Additionally, South 



 

 
Exceedances at one monitor in a network cannot be assumed a priori to be caused by anthropogenic 
activities causing soil disturbance near the exceeding monitor.  PM-10 monitors throughout a network 
have different land uses and monitoring purposes.  A PM-10 monitor located near sources of 
windblown dust (open, and exposed soils) should be expected to record higher concentrations of 
PM-10 during a wind event than monitors located in a downtown or residential core that are 
surrounded by built sources incapable of producing windblown dust. 

 
Additionally, it is unclear what EPA exactly means by the phrase, “nearby monitors”.  The guidance 
document does not detail whether the Agency is intending by use of this term to impose a specific 
distance requirement.  Should this be the intent, setting such a distance requirement would be 
extremely tenuous, given the limited knowledge on transport and deposition rates of PM-10 from a 
high wind event.  Moreover, if EPA would adopt this approach, it would be arbitrarily setting up a 
system where regions that have a dense network of PM-10 monitors face more scrutiny during 
natural events than do regions with fewer PM-10 monitors (for the simple reason that dense 
monitoring networks will have more situations where only individual monitors exceed).  There is 
nothing in the EER that even hints that large-scale high wind events are required to show multiple 
monitored exceedances in order to be considered an exceptional event.  In fact, the opposite reality is 
reflected in the preamble of the EER.21

 
 

III. Timelines Contained in the Draft Guidance Are Too Long. 
  
With regard to the review and approval of exceptional events, EPA indicates that “[t]he timing of EPA’s 
final decision will depend on the regulatory impact of the data and will be described in the initial 
review letter.  For EE packages that impact a regulatory decision EPA intends to make a decision 
regarding concurrence within 18 months of submittal of the complete package, or sooner if required 
by a regulatory action.”22

 
 

Eighteen months is clearly an excessive and unnecessary amount of time for EPA to act upon a final 
submittal.  This is especially true, since under the process outlined in the EER and the draft guidance, 
prior to a final decision on an exceptional event request, EPA will have already done a completeness 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
Coast Air Quality Management District also reported a single monitor exceedance under Santa Ana 
wind conditions on October 13, 2008. 
21 For example, the EER states that “[s]ince the conditions that cause or contribute to high wind events 
vary from area to area with soil type, precipitation, and the speed of wind gusts, States should provide 
appropriate documentation which indicates what types of circumstances contributed to the 
exceedances or violations at the monitoring site in question.” 72 Fed. Reg. 13,560, 13577 (March 22, 
2007) 
22 Draft Guidance at 28-29. 



 

review (within a prior timeframe of 120 days) and possibly asked for additional information from the 
submitting agency (which would extend this timeframe another 60 days).  Given the fact the EPA 
intends to only act upon exceptional events that have a regulatory impact, EPA should be able to issue 
a final concurrence with these events in substantially less time than 18 months.  State and local 
agencies need quick action on these decisions, as waiting for concurrence from EPA on regulatory 
significant exceptional events can easily hold planning processes hostage.  
 
IV. Technical Comments on Use of Wind Speed. 
 
The draft guidance provides the following discussion of wind speed calculation: 
 

Sustained wind speed is generally calculated as the wind speed averaged over a 
period of at least one minute: typical averaging times for a sustained wind speed 
are one to five minutes.31 EPA will not consider any average less than one 
minute to represent a sustained wind speed.  Packages should include the 
maximum sustained wind speed for each hour of the event and also the 
number of periods above 25 mph (as part of the clear causal relationship a time 
series with sustained wind speeds during the event should also be included (see 
Section 6.2.2.4)). The maximum sustained wind speed does not necessarily 
have to be at the site of the exceedance, but it should represent the source 
area. If the sustained wind speed provided is not at the exceeding monitor then 
the CCR demonstration will generally be expected to support this claim. 
Sustained wind speed data are typically available from sources such as local air 
monitoring stations and National Weather Service Stations.23

 
 

There are important technical details to be cognizant of when comparing wind speed values during a 
high wind dust event.  First, meteorological stations operated by different agencies can report 
significantly different wind speeds from the same area depending upon the unique conditions of their 
exact location and averaging time used to report wind speed.  As an example, data from National 
Weather Service (NWS) stations comes from meteorological towers located at airports, where 
surface roughness is low and long fetches of open space exist.  Also, the averaging time of the NWS 
sustained wind speed values is either one or two minutes.  As a result, NWS wind speeds are usually 
the highest wind speeds reported for an area.  Meteorological stations run by air agencies often report 
wind speed in hourly averages and have stations towers that are situated in areas with high surface 
roughness values (e.g., near or on existing buildings, in dense residential or industrial areas, etc.) in 
order to access available power sources.  As an example, see the table below which shows wind 
speeds as measured by the Maricopa County Air Quality Department Central Phoenix monitor and 
the NWS Sky Harbor Airport station.  These two sites are approximately 3 miles apart and are both 
located within the urban core of Phoenix.    

                                                           
23 Id. at 34. 



 

 
Date    Hour  MCAQD wind speed     NWS wind speed  
9/11/08   18:00 20 mph hourly avg.; 28 mph highest 5-minute avg. 39 mph 2-minute avg. 
11/9/08   17:00 15 mph hourly avg.; 18 mph highest 5-minute avg. 25 mph 2-minute avg. 
 
This example shows that under the same region-wide wind conditions, two monitors located in the 
same micro-area can report vastly differing wind speeds due to averaging times and surface roughness 
changes.  Some state and local agencies do not operate their own meteorological stations and rely 
exclusively on NWS data.  In the example table above, both of these days would be good candidates 
for exceptional events using EPA’s threshold of 25 mph at 10 meters.  However, for those 
jurisdictions like Maricopa County that do operate independent meteorological stations, the local wind 
data in the example table above does not exceed the 25 mph threshold based upon hourly average 
data, and only slightly exceeds the threshold on one day based upon a 5-minute average.  The same 
level of wind energy passed over both monitoring sites in the example above, yet the unique micro-
conditions (especially surface roughness as compared to an ultra-smooth paved runway) and differing 
averaging times yield differing wind speed values.  It is important for EPA to realize the differences 
between measurement techniques and micro-site conditions and not penalize agencies that have 
more meteorological data available for comparison.   
 
Additionally, the most common wind speed value reported by meteorological stations is wind speed 
at 10 meters.  However, what is most critical to windblown dust production is not the wind speed at 
10 meters, but the wind shear at ground level, usually represented as u*.  This value is highly 
controlled by surface roughness.  The following example shows 10-meter wind speeds (U) values at a 
given wind shear value with differing surface roughness heights.24

 
 

u* (cm/s)  Surface roughness value (cm)  10-meter wind speed (mph)   
40   0.001     30.9 
40   0.01     25.8  
40   0.1     20.6 
40   1.0     15.5 
 
This table demonstrates that rough surfaces significantly diminish the 10-meter wind speed under the 
same wind shear force.  The soils in the table above are all subject to the same wind shear of 40 cm/s, 
yet the 10-meter wind speeds are dramatically different.  This also helps to explain why in the 
previous example the NWS stations located at airport runways have consistently higher 10-meter 

                                                           
24 The fluid dynamics Prandtl equation: , allows for the calculation of U, where U is wind 

speed at 10 meters, k is Von Karman’s constant (0.4), z is 10 meters, and zo is measured surface 
roughness value.   



 

wind speeds than a monitor located in a residential or industrial area surrounded by built structures.  
The majority of the wind tunnel tests performed by Clark County (as referenced by EPA) were done 
on smooth surfaces, with almost all surface roughness values at 0.04 cm or less.  As such, the 25 mph 
10-meter threshold is representative of wind speeds across smooth surfaces.  10-meter wind speeds 
over rougher surfaces will be less than 25 mph while still producing wind shears capable of generating 
windblown dust.  It is critical that EPA is cognizant of the effects of surface roughness and averaging 
times when evaluating wind speed data and when comparing wind speed measurements at different 
meteorological stations in the same region. 
 
V.  Technical Comments Related to Appendix A. 
 
Appendix A provides that: 

 
 In EPA’s weight of evidence analysis of high wind dust events, sustained wind 
speeds above 25 mph will be assumed to have the potential ability to raise dust 
emissions from some stable surfaces in arid, semi-arid, or seasonally dry regions.  
Wind speeds below this threshold will be assumed to entrain dust primarily from 
disturbed anthropogenic sources that have not been reasonably controlled…The 
2004 data [Clark County wind tunnel tests] show that non-linear increases in 
PM10 flux generally begin to occur at sustained 10 meter velocities exceeding 25 
mph.  These data form the basis for EPA’s selection of a 25 mph threshold for 
natural events.25

 
 

Wind speed thresholds for the creation of PM-10 emissions from fugitive dust sources provide one 
insight into the wind erosion process, but do not address the phases of transport and deposition of 
PM-10 at differing monitoring sites.  Wind speed at the PM-10 concentration monitor in question may 
not be relevant especially during long range transport events.  Additionally, EPA should not presume 
that PM-10 dust generated at wind speeds lower than 25 mph must be a result of disturbed soils, 
especially since the Clark County data EPA references shows that stable and disturbed soils appear to 
emit at about the same rate under 25 mph.  EPA should take a neutral stance on the source of 
emissions and let the state or local agency present their evidence on likely sources of windblown PM-
10 emissions and the status of the implementation of controls on those same suspected sources.  A 
presumption that all dust from wind speed events below 25 mph must be the result of uncontrolled 
anthropogenic activity is unfairly biased against any agency submittal.  If the agency submits evidence 
that all reasonable controls were in place and enforced, either in an individual submittal or through an 
agreed upon High Wind Action Plan, than EPA should not summarily dismiss such demonstration 
unless there is proof that anthropogenic activities were the cause of the exceedance exists.        

                                                           
25 Appendix A at 57. 



 

 
A.  Aerodynamic Entrainment 

 
EPA’s Appendix A further states that “the Clark County study found small amounts of entrainment 
below 25 mph.  The small PM10 fluxes observed at lower wind speeds could be attributed to 
aerodynamic entrainment, which occurs primarily when fine particles are lifted directly off the ground 
and remain elevated.  While it is expected that small amounts of aerodynamic entrainment could 
occur when wind speeds are below 25 mph, these are not expected to result in exceedances in most 
western areas, particularly the desert areas such as in Clark County.”26

 
  

Several recent articles have shown how direct aerodynamic entrainment can produce substantial dust, 
if not the majority of dust in the absence of saltation.27

 

  While the Clark County wind tunnel tests did 
collect sediment in the elutriation chamber, cyclone, and glass fiber filter, this sediment data was not 
used to estimate PM-10.  Specifically, the study notes that: 

Experience in the 1995, 1998-99 and 2003 wind tunnel studies showed that, 
unless an unusually high PM-10 concentration was eroded from the soil surface, 
10-minute wind tunnel sampling runs were of insufficient duration to obtain 
detectable weight changes on the glass fiber filters.  For this reason, TSI Dust-Trak 
PM-10 data were used to estimate PM-10 fluxes.  Additionally, since the 2004 
study used progressive velocity increases, the collected saltation, cyclone or filter 
data do not correspond to any particular velocity during a run, but instead 
represent an integrated mass measurement.  The mass data could be analyzed to 
determine if there are differences between stable and unstable soil surface 
conditions.28

 
  

Because saltation was not specifically measured in concert with PM-10 concentrations, it cannot be 
known if the dust emissions recorded in the Clark County wind tunnel studies are the result of direct 

                                                           
26 Id. 
27 Macpherson et al., 2008. Dust emissions from undisturbed and disturbed supply-limited desert 
environments. J. GeoPhys. Res. 113, F02S04; Roney and White, 2004. Definition of measurement of 
dust aeolian threshold. J. GeoPhys. Res. 109, F01013; Kjelgaard et al., 2004. PM10 emission from 
agricultural soils on the Columbia Plateau: Comparison of dynamic and time-integrated field-scale 
measurements and entrainment mechanisms. Agric. For. Meteorol. 125, 259-277; Loosmore and 
Hunt, 2000. Dust suspension without saltation. J. GeoPhys. Res. 105, 20663-20671; Harrison et al., 
2009. A Monte Carlo Model for Soil Particle Resuspension Including Saltation and Turbulent 
Fluctuations. Aero. Sci. and Technol. 43, 161-173. 
28 Pages 37-38 of: Wacaser et al., 2006.  Refined PM10 Aeolian Emission Factors for Native Desert and 
Disturbed Vacant Areas. In: Appendix E of PM10 State Implementation Milestone Achievement 
Report.  Clark County, Nevada Department of Air Quality and Environmental Management.  



 

aerodynamic entrainment, saltation, or some combination of both, for any of the recorded velocities.  
Thus it is not appropriate to assume (based upon Clark County wind tunnel data) that direct 
aerodynamic entrainment is not responsible for high PM-10 concentrations, or may even lead to 
exceedances, at elevated wind speeds. 
 
The majority of field studies regarding threshold velocities rely on the visible movement of soil before 
determining a minimum threshold velocity for windblown dust to occur (see discussion below on 
effects of soil disturbance) and subsequently rely on the horizontal movement of soil to be a surrogate 
for the vertical production of dust.  Visible verification of soil movement is only possible for particles 
approximately PM-70 or greater.  PM-10 particles are likely ejected from the surface much earlier 
than can be visibly verified through observation of saltation.  For those studies that actually measure 
vertical PM-10 emissions, the role of direct aerodynamic entrainment plays a significant role and 
results in threshold friction velocities for dust that are much lower than what is required for saltation.   
 

B.  Soil Disturbance 
 
Appendix A states that “[t]he effect of surface disturbance on threshold wind speed was further 
examined for a number of natural desert soils by a number of researches.  The main conclusion was 
that disturbance of soils profoundly lowers the threshold friction velocity of desert soils.”29

 
  

In the four studies referenced by EPA in support of the above quotation, it is vital to remember that 
the threshold friction velocity measured in these studies was the horizontal movement of soil.  As 
quoted from the studies EPA references:  
 

“The threshold velocity profile was obtained when continuous movement of grains 
was first visible” (Gillette 1980 & 1982).  “The threshold friction velocity (TFV) was 
defined as the velocity at which fragments were initially detached from the soil 
surface.  Wind speed inside the wind tunnel was gradually increased until forward 
particle movement was observable across the soil surface” (Belnap et al., 2007).   
 

None of the four studies measured actual dust concentrations (vertical flux), but rather relied on the 
traditional assumption that dust concentrations scale with horizontal flux (saltation).  This is an 
important distinction, because recent studies performed in the same locations as the articles 
referenced by EPA30

                                                           
29 Id. at 59. 

 show that significant dust emissions occur in the absence of saltation and are not 

30 In the Macpherson article, some of the soils from the same general area as the EPA referenced 
1980 Gillette article are tested.  Macpherson et al., 2008. Dust emissions from undisturbed and 
disturbed supply-limited desert surfaces, J. Geophys. Res., 113, F02S04.   



 

directly correlated with horizontal flux.31  While the studies referenced by EPA indicate that 
disturbance lowers the threshold friction velocity at which saltation occurs, the threshold friction 
velocity at which dust emissions occur is often significantly lower (50 to 75%) than the threshold 
required for saltation to occur.32  Additionally, the saltation threshold friction velocities of undisturbed 
soils measured by Gillette (1980) were often unobtainable, or only reached at velocities higher than 
what occurs in nature (>100 cm/s),33 suggesting that many undisturbed desert soils never produce 
windblown dust.  However, dust emissions from the natural soils studied by Gillette are frequent and 
occur in both undisturbed and disturbed states, regardless if saltation was observed.34

 

  Since the 
concern of EPA, and state and local air agencies, is the control of fugitive dust (particularly PM-10), it is 
essential to recognize that the threshold velocity required to create dust emissions is significantly lower 
than saltation thresholds and often is uncorrelated to the measured horizontal flux. 

Additionally, assuming disturbance only has the effect of lowering threshold friction velocities implies 
that disturbed and undisturbed soils have the same emission rate, just with differing trigger points (i.e., 
assume a hypothetical soil with an undisturbed threshold friction velocity of 50 cm/s and a disturbed 
threshold friction velocity of 25 cm/s.  Both soils will emit at the same rate once velocities exceed 50 
cm/s).  The Clark County wind tunnel data earlier referenced by EPA disputes this (Figure ES-1, pg. 
58).  The disturbed and stable soils have the same threshold friction velocity of approximately 10 
mph, with the disturbed soils producing more dust relative to stable soils as wind velocities increase.  
This result is consistent with the Macpherson et al. 2008 study which found that, “Following 
mechanical disturbance, clay-crusted and non-cohesive surfaces experience an increase in available 
fines on the surface, resulting in a large increase in emission rate and Etotal/q.” 35

                                                           
31 “Past research suggests that when dust uplift is driven by saltation, a linear relationship exists 
between the dust emission rate and the saltation flux [Shao et al., 1993; Houser and Nickling, 2001], 
thus abrasion efficiency is relatively constant with u*.  Evaluating the relationship between Etotal/q and 
u* revealed large data scatter and failed to produce and significant trends with strong correlation 
coefficients (shown in Figure 6), indicating that Etotal/q is not constant, nor can it be accurately described 
by a direct relationship with u*.” Macpherson et al., 2008. Dust emissions from undisturbed and 
disturbed supply-limited desert surfaces, J. Geophys. Res., 113, F02S04.  

  

32 Roney and White, 2004. Definition and measurement of dust aeolian thresholds. J. Geophys. Res., 
109, F01013. 
33 “Since field measurements show that u* only exceptionally reaches 100 cm/s on Earth, this will be 
the upper limit for our computations.” Alfaro and Gomes, 2001. Modeling mineral aerosol production 
by wind erosion: Emission intensities and aerosol size distribution in source areas. J. Geophys. Res., 
106, 18075–18084. 
34 Macpherson et al., 2008. Dust emissions from undisturbed and disturbed supply-limited desert 
surfaces, J. Geophys. Res., 113, F02S04.  The April 12, 2007 exceptional event in the Mojave Desert 
documents high PM-10 concentrations from non-anthropogenic sources associated with wind speeds 
below the saltation friction velocities of undisturbed soils recorded by Gillette (1980). 
35 Macpherson et al., 2008. Dust emissions from undisturbed and disturbed supply-limited desert 
surfaces, J. Geophys. Res., 113, F02S04.   



 

 
This shows that dust emissions (E) increase at a faster rate with rising wind than do saltation (q) rates.  
This is an important distinction, and shows that the role of disturbance primarily increases the 
reservoir of material available for dust suspension and does not necessarily lower the threshold 
velocity.  A correct understanding of the differences between how disturbed and undisturbed soils 
create dust in response to high winds is key to explaining dust emissions during an exceptional event, 
especially at speeds that are lower than observed saltation thresholds. 

 
VI.  Conclusion 
 
MAG appreciates the difficult task that EPA faces in constructing an EE guidance document that can 
both lend certainty to the process of excluding certain ambient air data as an EE while maintaining the 
ability to recognize varying conditions in different states and regions.  We are more than willing to 
continue to work with EPA to develop a more robust and responsive guidance document that can 
further our mutual goal of protecting the public health while not unduly penalizing areas that 
experience EEs.  On a macro level, we believe one approach that EPA should consider is fuller 
reliance on state and local authorities to both consider and designate certain conditions as constituting 
EEs.  The current guidance document offers little assurance that EPA is willing to improve the 
efficiency of the EE process by relying more heavily on state and local air pollution agencies to 
determine, based on their on-the-ground knowledge of conditions in an area, what natural and 
anthropologically-based events are exceptional and what events are not. 

 
MAG also believes that neither the CAA nor EE policy should be interpreted as requiring or 
authorizing EPA to “second guess” SIP requirements related to the control of National Ambient Air 
Quality pollutants and their precursors.  EPA can and should rely on previous determinations of 
RACM and BACM.  Such an approach could both simplify the process of EE review and lend more 
certainty to the EE process.  In an era when federal, state and local governments need to do “more 
with less,” it seems incredible that we are engaging in a process that may take 400 hours to determine 
the approvability of a single EE event.  Relying on existing SIP mechanisms and the considered 
professional judgment of state and local air regulators offers a way to streamline this process and 
ensure that determinations on EE can be made quickly and efficiently.  Finally, EPA could also presume 
that SIP measures were implemented and are being implemented to reasonably address EEs unless 
evidence exists otherwise.  This is not just a matter of trust.  States and localities have committed, by 
law, to implement such measures.  In addition, under other provisions of EER, a public review process 
for EEs is provided.  Such factors are more than sufficient to assure EPA that state and local 
governments are carrying out duties and measures they have previously agreed to implement. 
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High Wind Dust Exceptional Event Demonstration Form 
 

Agency:  Arizona Department of Environmental Quality  

Date of Submission: March 8, 2012 
Contact:  Air Quality Division Assessment Section, 602-771-2300  

Event Type:  Haboob  

Pollutant Affected by Event:  PM-10 
Date of Event: July 5, 2011 
Regulated Area Affected by Event:  Maricopa County PM-10 nonattainment area 

Size of Regulated Area:  Approximately 2,888 square miles 
Approximate Spatial Extent of Event in Affected Area: 100 miles in width, 5000 ft in height, 
traveling a distance of over 150 miles from origin 

Monitoring Stations Affected (AQS ID):  04-013-4011-81102-1; 04-013-3002-81102-4; 04-
013-9812-81102-1; 04-013-4010-81102-1; 04-013-2001-81102-1; 04-013-3010-81102-1; 04-
013-4006-81102-1; 04-013-9997-81102-4; 04-013-4003-81102-1; 04-013-4004-81102-1; 04-
013-0019-81102-1          

 

Picture or Map of Event 
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Conceptual Model 
Description of 
Event: 

A very large and historic dust storm (haboob) moved through a large portion of 
southern and central Arizona during the late afternoon and evening hours of July 5, 
2011.  Strong to severe thunderstorms developed in the area east of Tucson, AZ, 
producing downburst winds in excess of 70 mph, creating a massive wall of dust.   
 
Outflow winds from the collapsing thunderstorms pushed the wall of dust northwest 
into the Phoenix area at 30 to 40 mph.  The NWS Phoenix office issued a local dust 
storm warning for the entire Phoenix area at 7:21 p.m.  Trained NWS spotters 
inundated the Phoenix office with reports of zero visibility and winds gusting 30 to 50 
mph. 
 
Eleven continuous Maricopa County PM-10 monitors exceeded the PM-10 standard 
as a result of the event, with hourly maximum concentrations ranging from about 
1,000 to 6,000 µg/m3 during the event. 

Exceptional Event Rule Demonstration Elements 

 Yes No Comments 

Did the event affect air quality?   Dust generated directly from the event caused PM-10 
concentrations that exceeded the PM-10 standard at 
11 monitors in Maricopa County. 

Was the event not reasonably 
controllable or preventable? 

  The clear causal link between the arrival of the 
haboob and the extremely elevated PM-10 
concentrations, along with the massive spatial extent 
of the haboob demonstrates that all reasonably 
available controls were overwhelmed and that the 
event was not reasonably controllable or preventable.   

Was the event a natural event?   A haboob is a natural event caused by gusting 
outflow winds from the collapse of thunderstorms. 

Was there a clear causal relationship 
between the event and the monitored 
concentration? 

  The maximum hourly PM-10 concentrations at the 
exceeding monitors in Maricopa County coincide with 
the arrival of the haboob.   

Would there have been no 
exceedance but for the event? 

  PM-10 concentrations at the exceeding monitors 
were within normal historical fluctuations before and 
after the arrival of the haboob and would not have 
exceeded the PM-10 standard without the extremely 
high hourly PM-10 concentrations associated with the 
arrival of the haboob. 

Was the event associated with 
monitored concentrations in excess 
of normal historical fluctuations? 

  The event was clearly outside normal historical 
fluctuations.  At some exceeding monitors, no day 
prior to the event had recorded higher 24-hour 
average PM-10 concentrations.  
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Procedural Items 

 Yes No Comments 

Was the public notified that the event 
was occurring? 

  ADEQ issued a Dust Control Action Forecast and 
Ensemble Forecast for the greater Phoenix area 
during the event timeframe. 

Was an informational flag placed on 
data in AQS? 

  The presence of the flag can be confirmed in AQS. 

Was EPA notified of intent to flag 
through submission of initial event 
description by July 1 of the calendar 
year following event? 

  This demonstration report serves as both the initial 
notification to EPA of ADEQ’s intention to flag the 
event data, as well as the demonstration supporting 
the flagging of the event data. 

Was documentation submitted to 
EPA in support of the exceptional 
event flag? 

  This document serves as the demonstration 
supporting the flagging of the event data. 

Was the public comment process 
followed and documented for the 
event? 

  ADEQ opened a 30-day public comment period on 
February 6, 2012.  A copy of the public notice 
certification is attached to this demonstration.  No 
public comments were received. 

 

*Additional Documentation Included: 

1. Summary of Statewide Air Quality Measurements for July 5, 2011 

2. ADEQ Dust Control Action Forecast and Ensemble Forecast for July 5, 2011 

3. Pictures and links to videos of July 5, 2011 haboob 

4. News coverage of July 5, 2011 haboob 

5. Local National Weather Service Hourly Observations Tables for July 5, 2011 haboob 

6. Plot of hourly PM-10 and wind speed at Maricopa County PM-10 monitors that exceeded the 24-hour 
PM-10 standard 

7. Copy of public notice certification for July 5, 2011 exceptional event demonstration 

 
*The additional documentation listed above is an example of the types of information that can be included 
to provide the “weight of evidence” needed in a high wind dust exceptional event demonstration.  Since 
each high wind dust exceptional event is unique and evaluated on a case-by-case basis, other types of 
information than those listed above may be more or less appropriate given the particular circumstances of 
each event. 



Additional Documentation for July 5, 2011 

High Wind Dust Exceptional Event 



July 5, 2011 
 

Monitor 
Monitor 

Type 
Operator AQS Monitor ID 

24-hr Avg 
PM10 

(µg/m3) 

1-hr Max 
PM10 

(µg/m3) 

Max 
Time 

AQS 
Qualifier 

Flag 
Apache County 
    N/A N/A WMAT 04-001-1003-81102-1 15 49 1200  
Coconino County 
    N/A N/A ADEQ 04-005-1237-81102-1 21 54 0400  
Gila County 
    Hayden Old Jail TEOM ADEQ 04-007-1001-81102-3 31 91 1600  
Maricopa County 
    Buckeye TEOM MC 04-013-4011-81102-1 163 2186 2000 RJ 
    Central Phoenix TEOM MC 04-013-3002-81102-4 277 3578 2000 RJ 
    Durango Complex TEOM MC 04-013-9812-81102-1 156 1974 2000 RJ 
    Dysart TEOM MC 04-013-4010-81102-1 219 2731 2000 RJ 
    Fort McDowell/Yuma 
Frank TEOM FMIR 04-013-5100-81102-1 559 N/A N/A  

    Glendale TEOM MC 04-013-2001-81102-1 167 2095 2000 RJ 
    Greenwood TEOM MC 04-013-3010-81102-1 155 1990 2000 RJ 
    Higley TEOM MC 04-013-4006-81102-1 362 5189 2000 RJ 
    JLG Supersite BAM ADEQ 04-013-9997-81102-3 118* 985 2000 IJ, EH 
    JLG Supersite TEOM ADEQ 04-013-9997-81102-4 331 6348 2000 RJ 
    South Phoenix TEOM MC 04-013-4003-81102-1 206 2575 2000 RJ 
    West Chandler TEOM MC 04-013-4004-81102-1 360 2967 2000 RJ 
    West Forty Third TEOM MC 04-013-4009-81102-1 150 1946 2000  
    West Phoenix TEOM MC 04-013-0019-81102-1 278 4623 2000 RJ 
    Zuni Hills AQD TEOM MC 04-013-4016-81102-1 147 1804 2100  
Navajo County 
    N/A N/A WMAT 04-017-1002-81102-1 14 33 1700  
Pima County 
   Ajo TEOM ADEQ 04-019-0001-81102-3 21 116 2300  
   Geronimo BAM PCDEQ 04-019-1113-81102-1 25 77 1700  
   Green Valley BAM PCDEQ 04-019-1030-81102-1 30 97 0500  
   Orange Grove FRM PCDEQ 04-019-0011-81102-2 28 N/A N/A  
   Rillito TEOM ADEQ 04-019-0020-81102-3 NA N/A N/A  
   South Tucson FRM PCDEQ 04-019-1001-81102-1 29 N/A N/A  
Pinal County 
  Casa Grande Downtown TEOM PCAQCD 04-021-0001-81102-3 479 5300 1900 RJ 
  Combs School TEOM PCAQCD 04-021-3009-81102-3 419 8437 1900 RJ 
  Cowtown TEOM PCAQCD 04-021-3013-81102-3 2316 49377 1900 RJ 
  Maricopa TEOM PCAQCD 04-021-3010-81102-3 NA NA N/A  
  Pinal County Housing TEOM PCAQCD 04-021-3011-81102-3 2040 41582 1800 RJ 
  Stanfield TEOM PCAQCD 04-021-3008-81102-3 54* 188 1800  
Santa Cruz County 
  Nogales Post Office BAM ADEQ 04-023-0004-81102-3 23 46 1300  
Yuma County 
  Yuma  Supersite TEOM ADEQ 04-027-8011-81102-3 71* 850 2200  

Operator Abbreviations: MC – Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
   PCAQCD – Pinal County Air Quality Control District 
   ADEQ – Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
   FMIR – Fort McDowell Indian Reservation 
   PCDEQ – Pima County Department of Environmental Quality 
   WMAT – White Mountain Apache Tribe of Fort Apache Reservation, AZ 

*Power failure and/or instrumentation range limitation occurred during expected maximum 
concentration hour(s) likely resulting in an underestimate of 24-hour average 
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MARICOPA COUNTY DUST CONTROL FORECAST 
ISSUED MONDAY, JULY 4, 2011 

Three-day weather outlook: 

Monsoon moisture will keep the area primed for thunderstorm activity the next 7 days. Along with the threat of thunderstorms 
comes the risk of dust storm from the outflow winds.  Otherwise, general winds will be relatively light.  Thus, the risk of exceeding 
the 24-hr PM10 health standard in Phoenix will be MODERATE through Saturday. 

R I S K  F A C T O R S 

  WINDS  STAGNATION  UNHEALTHY PM-10 
RISK LEVEL 

Day 1: Tue 07/05/2011  

West winds around 10 
mph are expected. 
Thunderstorm outflow 
may generate gusty 
winds and possible 
blowing dust late. 

+ 
Rather stagnant 
conditions are likely 
early, improving late. 

= MODERATE 

       

Day 2: Wed 07/06/2011  

Southwest winds around 
10 mph are expected. 
Thunderstorm outflow 
may generate gusty 
winds and possible 
blowing dust late. 

+ 
Rather stagnant 
conditions are likely 
early, improving late. 

= MODERATE 

       

Day 3: Thu 07/07/2011  

Mostly light winds are 
likely much of the day. 
Thunderstorm outflow 
may generate gusty 
winds and possible 
blowing dust. 

+ 
Rather stagnant 
conditions are likely 
early, improving late. 

= MODERATE 

       
EXTENDED OUTLOOK 

       

Day 4: Fri 07/08/2011  

West winds around 10 
mph are expected. 
Thunderstorm outflow 
may generate gusty 
winds and possible 
blowing dust late. 

+ 
Rather stagnant 
conditions are likely 
early, improving late. 

= MODERATE 

       

Day 5: Sat 07/09/2011  

West winds around 10 
mph are expected. 
Thunderstorm outflow 
may generate gusty 
winds and possible 
blowing dust late. 

+ 
Rather stagnant 
conditions are likely 
early, improving late. 

= MODERATE 

 
The Maricopa County Dust Control Action Forecast is issued to assist in the planning of work activities 
to help reduce dust pollution.  A recorded message of this forecast can be accessed at 602-771-2368.  To 
review the complete air quality forecast for the Phoenix metropolitan area, as well as the health impacts 
and reduction methods for different air pollutants, call 602-771-2367 for recorded forecast information or 
click on ADEQ's Air Quality Forecast at http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/air/ozone/ensemble.pdf.  
 

JRP 04/28/2011 
 

http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/air/ozone/ensemble.pdf


 

  
VERY UNHEALTHY  (201-300) 
 
UNHEALTHY (151-200) 
 
UNHEALTHY FOR SENSITIVE GROUPS (101-150) 
 
MODERATE (51-100) 
 
GOOD (0-50) 
                         For more information visit:                  
http://www.airnow.gov/index.cfm?action=aqibasics.aqi 
                           

NEW!!! CLICK HERE FOR UPDATED OZONE SEASON STATS NEW!!! 

AIR QUALITY FORECAST FOR WEDNESDAY, JULY 6, 2011 
This report is updated by 1:00 p.m. Sunday thru Friday and is valid 

for areas within and bordering Maricopa County in Arizona 
                                 

* O3 = Ozone      CO = Carbon Monoxide      PM-10 = Particles 10 microns & smaller      PM-2.5 = Particles smaller than 2.5 microns 
*“Ozone Health Watch” means that the highest concentration of OZONE may approach the federal health standard.  
“PM-10 or PM-2.5 Health Watch” means that the highest concentration of PM-10 or PM-2.5 may approach the federal health standard.  
“High Pollution Advisory” means that the highest concentration of OZONE, PM-10, or PM-2.5 may exceed the federal health standard. 
“DUST” means that short periods of high PM-10 concentrations caused by outflow from thunderstorms are possible. 

FORECAST 
DATE 

 
NOTICES 

(*SEE BELOW 
FOR DETAILS)  

 
 
 
 
AIR POLLUTANT 

YESTERDAY 
MON 07/04/2011 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DUST  
 

Highest AQI Reading/Site 
(Preliminary data only) 

TODAY 
TUE 07/05/2011 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

DUST 

TOMORROW 
WED 07/06/2011 

 

 
(Ozone) 

 
 
 
 

 

EXTENDED 
THU 07/06/2011 

 

 
(Ozone) 
Possible 

 
 
 
 

 

 
O3* 122 

RIO VERDE 
61 

MODERATE 
93 

MODERATE 
90 

MODERATE 

 
CO* 5 

GREENWOOD 
7 

GOOD 
6 

GOOD 
6 

GOOD 

 
PM-10* 122 

HIGLEY 
75 

MODERATE 
58 

MODERATE 
55 

MODERATE 

 
PM-2.5* 42 

PHOENIX SUPERSITE 
43 

GOOD 
40 

GOOD 
42 

GOOD 

http://www.airnow.gov/index.cfm?action=aqibasics.aqi
http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/air/ozone/exceed.pdf


Health message for Tuesday, July 5: Unusually sensitive people should consider 
limiting prolonged exertion outdoors. 
 
Health message for Wednesday, July 6: Unusually sensitive people should consider 
limiting prolonged exertion outdoors. 
 

…AN OZONE HEALTH WATCH HAS BEEN ISSUED FOR WEDNESDAY, JULY 6, 2011… 
A double whammy hit the Valley on Monday, July 4th. Ozone levels soared above the health standard 

Monday in the far east part of the forecast area.  Rio Verde’s monitor hit 122 on the Air Quality Index 
(AQI), which is unhealthy for sensitive groups.  A line of thunderstorms moved west, generating a 
significant dust storm that impacted the southeast and south part of the Valley.  Higley’s monitor exceeded 
the PM10 health standard as a result.  A pop-up cell over the 51-101 interchange in the north Valley 
dropped the only measurable rain, but it wasn’t the Valley-wide event we’re looking for to end the threat of 
dust in the near future.   

Models suggest that there will be one more good shot of showers and thunderstorms (and likely 
blowing dust) this evening before high pressure slides east a bit.  Wednesday through Sunday will have a 
much lower chance of Monsoon activity locally as storms will be limited to the mountains of eastern 
Arizona and western New Mexico.  Phoenix’s chances increase once again by next Monday as high 
pressure moves back over the Four Corners area.   

We’re issuing an Ozone Health Watch for Wednesday with the eastern part of the forecast area 
expected to see the highest levels.  Concentrations may tail off a bit Thursday and Friday. 

Particulates could push deep into the MODERATE range this evening, but decrease Wednesday 
through the weekend as the threat of thunderstorms decrease. 

Check back on tomorrow for the latest.  Until then, have a good day!  -J.Paul 
             
    

MONITORING SITE MAPS 
STATIC MAP http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/air/monitoring/images/map.jpg 

http://aqwww.maricopa.gov/AirMonitoring/SitePollutionMap.aspx INTERACTIVE MAPS 
http://www.airnow.gov/ 

 
 

POLLUTION MONITOR READINGS FOR MONDAY, JULY 4, 2011                                                                     
  

O3 (OZONE)  
Info on current 8-hour ozone standard: http://www.epa.gov/air/ozonepollution/pdfs/2008_03_aqi_changes.pdf 

For archived AQI maps go to: http://www.airnow.gov/index.cfm?action=airnow.maps 

 
SITE NAME MAX 8-HR VALUE (PPB MAX AQI AQI COLOR CODE 

Alamo Lake (La Paz County) 55 47  

Apache Junction (Pinal County)  66 71  

Blue Point 69 80  

Buckeye 51 43  

Casa Grande 57 48  

Cave Creek 67 74  

Central Phoenix 67 74  

Dysart 57 48  

Falcon Field 66 71  

Fountain Hills NOT AVBL NOT AVBL NOT AVBL 

Glendale  60 51  

Humboldt Mountain 64 64  

North Phoenix 66 71  

Phoenix Supersite 66 71  

Pinal Air Park (Pinal County) 58 49  

Pinnacle Peak 62 58  

Queen Valley (Pinal County) 73 97  

http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/air/monitoring/images/map.jpg
http://aqwww.maricopa.gov/AirMonitoring/SitePollutionMap.aspx
http://www.airnow.gov/
http://www.epa.gov/air/ozonepollution/pdfs/2008_03_aqi_changes.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/air/ozonepollution/pdfs/2008_03_aqi_changes.pdf
http://www.airnow.gov/index.cfm?action=airnow.maps


Rio Verde 84 122  

South Phoenix NOT AVBL NOT AVBL NOT AVBL 

South Scottsdale 69 80  

Tempe 64 64  

Tonto Nat’l Mon. (Gila County) 57 48  

West Chandler 73 93  

West Phoenix 65 67  

Yuma 36 31  

 
CO (CARBON MONOXIDE) 

SITE NAME MAX 8-HR VALUE (PPB MAX AQI AQI COLOR CODE 

Central Phoenix 0.2 2  

Greenwood 0.4 5  

Phoenix Supersite NOT AVBL NOT AVBL NOT AVBL 

West Phoenix 0.2 2  

 
PM-10 (PARTICLES) 

SITE NAME MAX 8-HR VALUE (PPB MAX AQI AQI COLOR CODE 

Buckeye 24.5 22  

Central Phoenix 52.3 48  

Combs School (Pinal County) 210.3 128  

Durango 50.4 46  

Dysart 38.3 35  

Glendale 38.0 35  

Greenwood 47.4 43  

Higley 198.6 122 HIGHEST LOCALLY 

Maricopa (Pinal County) 118.4 82  

Phoenix Supersite 51.1 47  

South Phoenix 55.9 51  

West Chandler 109.6 78  

West Forty Third 47.1 43  

West Phoenix 51.5 47  

Zuni Hills 35.5 32  

 
PM-2.5 (PARTICLES)  

(Some data derived from light-scattering equipment) 
For maps go to:  http://www.airnow.gov/ 

SITE NAME MAX 8-HR VALUE (PPB MAX AQI AQI COLOR CODE 

Durango 11.2 36  

Dysart 7.3 24  

Estrella Mountain Park 6.1 20  

Glendale 11.6 38  

Phoenix Supersite 13.0 42  

South Phoenix 8.6 28  

Vehicle Emissions Lab 7.2 23  

West Phoenix 10.4 34  

http://www.airnow.gov/


 
LOCAL AIR POLLUTANTS IN DETAIL 

 
O3 (OZONE):   

Description – This is a secondary pollutant that is formed by the reaction of other primary 
pollutants (precursors) such as VOCs (volatile organic compounds) and NOx (Nitrogen Oxides)  
in the presence of heat and sunlight. 
Sources – VOCs are emitted from motor vehicles, chemical plants, refineries, factories, and                                                
other industrial sources.  NOx is emitted from motor vehicles, power plants, and other sources of 
combustion.     
Potential health impacts – Exposure to ozone can make people more susceptible to respiratory 
infection, result in lung inflammation, and aggravate pre-existing respiratory diseases such as 
asthma. Other effects include decrease in lung function, chest pain, and cough.         

              Unit of measurement – Parts per billion (ppb). 
              Averaging interval – Highest eight-hour period within a 24-hour period (midnight to midnight). 

Reduction tips – Curtail daytime driving, refuel cars and use gasoline-powered equipment as late 
in the day as possible.   

 
 
CO (CARBON MONOXIDE):   

Description – A colorless, odorless, poisonous gas formed when carbon in fuels is not burned 
completely.       
Sources – In cities, as much as 95 percent of all CO emissions emanate from automobile exhaust.  
Other sources include industrial processes, non-transportation fuel combustion, and natural 
sources such as wildfires.  Peak concentrations occur in colder winter months.        
 Potential health impacts – Reduces oxygen delivery to the body’s organs and tissues.  The health 
threat is most serious for those who suffer from cardiovascular disease.      

              Unit of measurement – Parts per million (ppm). 
              Averaging interval – Highest eight-hour period within a 24-hour period (midnight to midnight)  
              Reduction tips – Keep motor vehicle tuned properly and minimize nighttime driving.                                
  
 
PM-10 & PM-2.5 (PARTICLES):   

Description – The term “particulate matter” (PM) includes both solid particles and liquid droplets 
found in air.  Many manmade and natural sources emit PM directly or emit other pollutants that 
react in the atmosphere to form PM.  Particles less than 10 micrometers in diameter tend to pose 
the greatest health concern because they can be inhaled into and accumulate in the respiratory 
system. Particles less than 2.5 micrometers in diameter are referred to as “fine” particles and are 
responsible for many visibility degradations such as the “Valley Brown Cloud” (see 
http://www.phoenixvis.net/). Particles with diameters between 2.5 and 10 micrometers are referred 
to as “coarse”.     
Sources – Fine = All types of combustion (motor vehicles, power plants, wood burning, etc.) and 
some industrial processes. Coarse = crushing or grinding operations and dust from paved or 
unpaved roads.      
 Potential health impacts – PM can increase susceptibility to respiratory infections and can               
aggravate existing respiratory diseases, such as asthma and chronic bronchitis.     

              Units of measurement – Micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m3) 
              Averaging interval – 24 hours (midnight to midnight).  

http://www.phoenixvis.net/


              Reduction tips – Stabilize loose soils, slow down on dirt roads, carpool, and use public transit.   
 
                     {Updated 03/23/2010} 



Pictures and link to videos of July 5, 2011 haboob: 

 

 
   



Pictures and link to videos of July 5, 2011 haboob (continued): 

 

 

Videos of the July 5, 2011 event are stored on ADEQ’s website at: 

http://www.azdeq.gov/function/about/videos/2011/index.html 



Articles and Links 

 
7/6/2011 4:26 PM  
Ariz. washes away dust deposited by massive storm  
 
By AMANDA LEE MYERS Associated Press  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Arizonans are calling it the mother of all dust storms.  The mile-high wall of ominous, billowing dust that 
appeared to swallow Phoenix and its suburbs is all that locals can talk about. 
  
It moved through the state around sundown Tuesday, halting airline flights, knocking out power to nearly 
10,000 people, turning swimming pools into mud pits and caking cars with dirt. 
  
The sky was still filled with a hazy shade of brown Wednesday as residents washed their cars and swept 
sidewalks. 
  
Because dust storms, also known by the Arabic term "haboobs," are so hard to predict, Tuesday's took 
everyone by surprise. 
  
Seemingly out of nowhere, the 100-mile-wide storm moved like a giant wave, the dust roiling as it 
approached at up to 60 mph. Once it hit, visibility dropped to zero in some areas, the sky turned nearly 
black, trees blew sideways, and even downtown Phoenix skyscrapers became invisible. 
  
"Just the height of it looked like a special-effect scene from a movie, like a dust storm out in Africa," said 
Charlotte Dewey, a National Weather Service meteorologist in Phoenix. "It looked so huge, looking at the 
city down below, it was just specks of light and miniature buildings. 

http://www.weather.com/outlook/weather-news/news/articles/phoenix-haboob_2011-07-06?s_oid=http://www.weather.com/outlook/weather-news/news/articles/phoenix-haboob_2011-07-06&s_oidt=0
http://www.weather.com/outlook/weather-news/news/articles/phoenix-haboob_2011-07-06?s_oid=http://www.weather.com/outlook/weather-news/news/articles/phoenix-haboob_2011-07-06&s_oidt=0
http://www.weather.com/outlook/weather-news/news/articles/phoenix-haboob_2011-07-06?s_oid=http://www.weather.com/outlook/weather-news/news/articles/phoenix-haboob_2011-07-06&s_oidt=0


  
"I have a feeling that people will be talking about this for another week or two, at least," Dewey said. 
  
She said meteorologists were still trying to get exact measures from satellite and radar to figure out how big 
the dust storm was and compare it with previous ones, but they estimate it was more than a mile high and 
more than 100 miles wide. 
  
"People who've lived here their whole lives, 30 or 40 years, are saying they've never seen a storm this 
large," Dewey said. 
  
She said winds from separate thunderstorms in the eastern and southern parts of the state collided 
somewhere between Phoenix and Tucson and combined with a severe lack of moisture to create the wall of 
dust. The storm also hit the Yuma area in southwestern Arizona, and far western Arizona. 
  
Haboobs only happen in Arizona, the Sahara desert and parts of the Middle East because of dry conditions 
and large amounts of sand, Dewey said. 
  
"It's a pretty rare thing to be able to see," she said. 
  
While some Arizonans revel in the strange weather, many were unlucky enough to be outside when the 
storm rolled in. The storm blasted them with dust that went up their noses, behind their contact lenses and in 
their mouths, leaving behind a gritty taste. 
  
Holly Ward, a spokeswoman at the Maricopa County Air Quality Department, said pollution levels 
skyrocketed. 
  
During the storm, the amount of particulate matter in the air reached 375 micrograms per cubic meter, more 
than double the level federal standards consider healthy. 
  
"You didn't have to go far anywhere in the dust storm to feel the remnants of that dust in your throat and in 
your nose," Ward said. "If someone already has breathing problems like asthma and bronchitis, this is an 
incredible health challenge and serious health threat for those folks." 
  
The dust storm also grounded flights at Phoenix's Sky Harbor International Airport for 45 minutes. At least 
three flights were canceled and more than a dozen were delayed, while several incoming flights were 
diverted to Tucson and Ontario, Calif., said airport spokesman Julie Rodriguez. 
  
Federal Aviation Administration spokesman Lynn Lunsford said planes need to be grounded during dust 
storms because of the low visibility, high winds and potential damage from the dirt. 
  
"If you think about it, glass is made from sand that has been melted, and if you think about the temperature 
inside a jet engine, it's hot enough to melt sand," he said. "If you can't see through it, you definitely don't 
want to fly through it." 
  
He likened the storm to volcanic ash that wreaked havoc in the skies in April 2010, when an eruption 
grounded flights across Europe for days, disrupting travel for 10 million people. 
  
Arizona's dust storm annoyed others who couldn't see out of their car windows or found their pools filthy in 
the morning. But that created pay dirt at local businesses. 
  
"It's crazy here," said Margaret Viloria, manager of Los Olivos Hand Car Wash near downtown Phoenix. 
"When we opened this morning cars were lined up outside. It's just been nonstop." 
  
On a typical day, the car wash cleans about 25 to 30 cars an hour. It was averaging 55 an hour Tuesday, 
Viloria said. 
  
Joe Pinelli, owner of The Pool Service in Phoenix, was also having an "absolutely chaotic" day. 
  
"I don't think I've been off the phone since about 6 a.m.," he said. 
  
Dewey, the weather service meteorologist, said there was a slight chance of blowing dust in the Phoenix 
area Wednesday and Thursday and a slight chance of thunderstorms the rest of the week. 



  
"As far as if it would be of any magnitude we saw Tuesday, I don't know," she said. 
 
(Copyright 2011 Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, 
rewritten or redistributed.)  http://www.ksro.com/news/article.aspx?id=3133782 

Arizona dust storm leaves big mess, health fears in its wake 

Car washes and pool firms cash in; health fears lingering 

28 comments by Jim Walsh and Elvina Nawaguna-Clemente - Jul. 7, 2011 12:00 AM 
The Arizona Republic 

Graphic: More information on the huge dust storm 

An enormous wall of dust that barreled across the Valley during a monsoon storm left so much dirt behind 
on the ground and in the air that it didn't just coat cars and clog up pools, it prevented pilots approaching 
Sky Harbor International Airport from seeing the runways a day later. 

The windstorm that took Valley residents by surprise Tuesday around sunset was a rare monster that 
reached theatrical proportions. It spawned a 100- to 150-mile-wide plume of dust more than 5,000 feet 
high, moving at 50 mph to 60 mph from northwest Tucson along Interstate 10 through the Valley before 
petering out in Yavapai County, according to Elizabeth Padian, a National Weather Service spokeswoman. 

"The magnitude of it, how high it was, how wide it was, how dense it was, this is remarkable," she said. 

The storm was all anyone could talk about Wednesday after it cut power to 10,000 Valley customers, 
grounded flights and left people cleaning up cars and pools caked with dirt and mud. 

Ken Waters, a warning-coordination meteorologist with the Weather Service, said the storm hung together 
like a weather front of its own. "This is like special effects from a Hollywood movie," he said. "It's kind of 
once in a lifetime." 

The aftereffects forced the Federal Aviation Administration to reduce aircraft arrivals at Sky Harbor on 
Wednesday from about 78 per hour to 48 an hour because of poor visibility caused by a layer of dust still 
hanging around at 4,000 to 6,000 feet. 

Pilots compensated by using instrument-arrival equipment, similar to that used to land during a 
thunderstorm, said Lynn Lunsford, an FAA spokesman in Fort Worth, Texas. Although conditions were 
improving late Wednesday afternoon, planes were still "descending through the dust," he said. 

Randy Cerveny, an Arizona State University professor of geographical sciences who has studied Arizona's 
weather for decades, said the Valley used to have more frequent dust storms like Tuesday's before 
development paved over the desert. But this one was impressive, he said. 

"It's the biggest I've seen in 10 or 15 years," he said. 

Cerveny and the Weather Service said the winds were created by a powerful downdraft as thunderstorms 
near Marana and Oro Valley fell apart. Rain forced the winds to ground level, and they quickly swept up 
dust because of the extremely dry conditions. The amount of dust grew larger as the storm blew northwest 
toward the Valley. 

http://www.ksro.com/news/article.aspx?id=3133782
http://www.azcentral.com/community/phoenix/articles/2011/07/07/20110707arizona-dust-storm-mess-health-fears.html#comments
http://www.azcentral.com/community/phoenix/articles/2011/07/07/20110707arizona-dust-storm-mess-health-fears.html#graphic


"It's kind of like a bomb blast," Cerveny said, adding that most of the winds headed northwest toward 
Phoenix while a spur went west through Tacna, eventually passing through Yuma and crossing the 
Colorado River. 

Cervany theorized that unkempt yards in houses abandoned during the economic downtown created more 
dust that fed the storm. 

Mark Shaffer, a spokesman for the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, said the testing station 
on 15th Avenue, between Thomas and Indian School roads in Phoenix, recorded an astronomical reading of 
6,349 micrograms per cubic meter at 10 p.m. Tuesday. The federal EPA standard is 150. 

Because of the dust that lingered through Wednesday, those with respiratory issues were warned to stay 
inside. 

"It's a little bit frantic today," Dr. Laura Ispas-Ponas said. "Patients are calling complaining of symptoms 
that seem to be, but aren't necessarily, allergy-related." 

The specialist at Sonoran Allergy and Asthma Center in Scottsdale said dust particles act as irritants, 
mimicking allergy symptoms such as nasal drainage, dry cough and itchy, watery eyes. 

Dust also can cause serious reactions in people with asthma, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease and 
other respiratory conditions, Ispas-Ponas said. 

Residents caught in the dust storm could end up with valley fever, a usually harmless lung infection that 
occasionally spreads to the spinal fluid, bones and other parts of the body, with potentially devastating 
effects, said Dr. Rick Helmers, a pulmonologist at Mayo Clinic in Scottsdale. Valley fever is caused by 
inhaling spores of the fungus coccidioides, which grows in the soil in the Southwest. The spores become 
airborne when stirred by wind, construction or farming and can cause fatigue, fever, coughs and muscle and 
joint aches. 

Across the Valley, many people were busy cleaning up cars, pools and yards Wednesday. 

Scottsdale's Eldorado Aquatic and Fitness Center was expected to reopen today after workers spent most of 
the day cleaning up a "huge mud hole" in the swimming pool, employee Joyce Shorr said. 

Car-washing and pool-cleaning services were inundated. 

Quick N Clean car wash saw about a 50 percent increase in customers, with anywhere from six to 15 cars 
lined up at several Valley locations before opening time, company President Richard Karle said. 

"Our car-wash business was good today," he said. "It will be a nice little run for the next week or so. There 
are a lot of dirty cars out there." 

For pool-cleaning businesses, the storm brought a mix of good and bad. 

"The new-service requests are coming in hot and heavy," said Chip Bury, owner of Splish Splash Pool 
Service in Phoenix. But on the down side, companies face a lot more work cleaning up existing customers' 
pools. 

"You have to take the good with the bad," Bury said. "We don't pray for storms. It's such a tremendous 
burden." 



For auto dealers with cars out on open lots, the "haboob" was a big inconvenience. Dealerships opened with 
cars covered in dirt and debris. 

Mark Gruwell, co-owner of Courtesy Chevrolet knew he was in for a long day as he watched the storm 
move in Tuesday night. 

"I was like, 'Oh, my gosh, this is just going to make a big mess for the next day.' I knew it was going to be a 
lot of work," Gruwell said. 

The company hired two extra workers to help clean up for the next two days. "I've lived here my whole life, 
and I have never seen anything like that," he said. "It was just unbelievable." 

Republic reporter Connie Midey contributed to this article.
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HOURLY OBSERVATIONS TABLE 
PHOENIX SKY HARBOR INTL AIRPORT (23183) 

PHOENIX, AZ 
(07/2011)  

National Climatic Data Center
Federal Building

151 Patton Avenue
Asheville, North Carolina 28801

Date Time 
(LST)

Station 
Type

Sky 
Conditions

Visibility
(SM)

Weather 
Type

Dry 
Bulb 

Temp 

Wet 
Bulb 
Temp 

Dew 
Point 
Temp 

Rel 
Humd

%

Wind 
Speed 
(MPH)

Wind
Dir

Wind 
Gusts
(MPH)

Station 
Pressure
(in. hg) 

Press
Tend

Net
3-hr
Chg
(mb)

Sea 
Level 

Pressure
(in. hg) 

Report
Type

Precip.
Total 
(in)

Alti- 
meter 
(in. hg)

(F) (C) (F) (C) (F) (C)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 

0051 
0151 
0251 
0351 
0451 
0551 
0651 
0751 
0851 
0951 
1051 
1151 
1251 
1351 
1451 
1551 
1554 
1651 
1751 
1851 
1951 
1953 
1955 
2005 
2012 
2016 
2030 
2041 
2045 
2049 
2051 
2113 
2151 
2220 
2223 
2231 
2248 
2251 
2258 
2328 
2342 
2351 

11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 

SCT120 BKN150 OVC250 
SCT120 BKN150 BKN250 
SCT120 BKN150 OVC250 
SCT120 BKN150 BKN250 
BKN140 BKN250 
BKN200 BKN250 
SCT210 SCT250 
FEW150 SCT210 
FEW100 SCT210 
FEW210 
FEW070 SCT210 
FEW075 SCT210 
FEW080 SCT180 SCT210 
FEW080 SCT180 SCT210 
FEW080 SCT180 SCT210 
FEW080 SCT140 BKN220 
FEW080 SCT140 BKN220 
FEW080 SCT140 BKN220 
FEW080 SCT140 BKN220 
FEW080 SCT140 BKN180 
FEW080 SCT140 BKN180 
FEW080 SCT140 BKN180 
VV002 
VV003 
VV001 
VV002 
VV003 
OVC004 
FEW004 BKN011 
FEW004 BKN022 
FEW004 BKN027 BKN180 
OVC050 
SCT070 SCT095 BKN210 
BKN075 BKN095 OVC210 
BKN075 BKN095 OVC210 
BKN009 BKN090 OVC210 
BKN009 BKN090 OVC210 
BKN009 BKN090 OVC210 
BKN009 BKN090 OVC210 
BKN012 BKN090 OVC210 
BKN012 BKN090 OVC210 
BKN012 BKN090 OVC210 

10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
3.00 
0.75 
0.25 
0.12 
0.12 
0.25 
0.50 
1.25 
2.00 
5.00 
6.00 
10.00 
10.00 
3.00 
1.75 
0.75 
1.25 
1.25 
1.75 
2.50 
10.00 
10.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
+DS 
-RA +DS 
-RA +DS 
-RA +DS 
-RA DS 
-RA BLDU 
-RA BLDU 
BLDU 
 
 
 
HZ 
BLDU 
BLDU 
BLDU 
BLDU 
BLDU 
BLDU 
 
 

89 
90 
90 
89 
87 
87 
88 
89 
92 
94 
96 
98 
100
102
103
104
102
105
105
104
100
97 
93 
86 
82 
82 
79 
81 
81 
81 
81 
84 
86 
84 
84 
84 
82 
82 
82 
81 
81 
81 

31.7 
32.2 
32.2 
31.7 
30.6 
30.6 
31.1 
31.7 
33.3 
34.4 
35.6 
36.7 
37.8 
38.9 
39.4 
40.0 
39.0 
40.6 
40.6 
40.0 
37.8 
36.0 
34.0 
30.0 
28.0 
28.0 
26.0 
27.0 
27.0 
27.0 
27.2 
29.0 
30.0 
29.0 
29.0 
29.0 
28.0 
27.8 
28.0 
27.0 
27.0 
27.2 

72
71
72
71
72
71
72
73
73
74
74
75
75
75
74
75
75
75
75
75
73
73
73
71
71
74
73
73
72
72
72
70
72
71
71
70
71
71
71
71
71
70

22.3 
21.9 
22.2 
21.4 
22.0 
21.7 
22.1 
22.6 
22.8 
23.1 
23.4 
23.7 
23.6 
23.9 
23.5 
23.9 
23.9 
23.8 
23.8 
23.6 
22.6 
22.7 
22.6 
21.8 
21.8 
23.2 
22.7 
23.0 
22.3 
22.3 
22.3 
21.2 
22.1 
21.5 
21.5 
21.2 
21.8 
21.8 
21.8 
21.6 
21.6 
21.0 

64
62
63
61
64
63
64
65
64
64
64
64
63
63
61
62
63
61
61
61
59
61
63
64
66
70
70
70
68
68
68
63
65
64
64
63
66
66
66
66
66
64

17.8 
16.7 
17.2 
16.1 
17.8 
17.2 
17.8 
18.3 
17.8 
17.8 
17.8 
17.8 
17.2 
17.2 
16.1 
16.7 
17.0 
16.1 
16.1 
16.1 
15.0 
16.0 
17.0 
18.0 
19.0 
21.0 
21.0 
21.0 
20.0 
20.0 
20.0 
17.0 
18.3 
18.0 
18.0 
17.0 
19.0 
18.9 
19.0 
19.0 
19.0 
17.8 

44 
39 
41 
39 
46 
45 
45 
45 
40 
37 
35 
33 
30 
28 
25 
25 
28 
24 
24 
24 
26 
30 
37 
48 
58 
67 
74 
69 
65 
65 
65 
49 
50 
51 
51 
49 
58 
58 
58 
60 
60 
56 

8 
8 
7 
0 
9 
11 
8 
5 
0 
6 
7 
6 
5 
8 
6 
6 
10 
10 
8 
8 
20 
20 
31 
22 
18 
20 
26 
20 
13 
16 
13 
9 
11 
17 
16 
16 
11 
10 
11 
13 
15 
14 

090 
110 
140 
000 
140 
110 
100 
100 
000 
VR  
350 
VR  
VR  
230 
VR  
VR  
300 
290 
260 
250 
180 
190 
170 
200 
190 
190 
200 
200 
200 
220 
230 
240 
350 
060 
060 
080 
030 
030 
360 
330 
300 
280 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
16 
16 
18 
 
 
24 
28 
44 
53 
38 
31 
38 
34 
25 
25 
23 
 
 
23 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

28.66 
28.66 
28.65 
28.65 
28.66 
28.69 
28.70 
28.72 
28.73 
28.71 
28.69 
28.68 
28.65 
28.62 
28.58 
28.57 
28.57 
28.54 
28.54 
28.54 
28.65 
28.65 
28.66 
28.68 
28.68 
28.68 
28.66 
28.65 
28.65 
28.65 
28.65 
28.66 
28.70 
28.74 
28.74 
28.75 
28.76 
28.76 
28.76 
28.73 
28.73 
28.74 

 
6 
 
 
3 
 
 
1 
 
 
8 
 
 
8 
 
 
 
6 
 
 
3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 
 
 
 
 

 
007 
 
 
002 
 
 
020 
 
 
009 
 
 
027 
 
 
 
026 
 
 
036 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
041 
 
 
 
 

29.78 
29.76 
29.75 
29.75 
29.77 
29.80 
29.82 
29.83 
29.84 
29.83 
29.81 
29.78 
29.75 
29.72 
29.69 
29.67 
M 
29.65 
29.64 
29.64 
29.75 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
29.76 
M 
29.82 
M 
M 
M 
M 
29.88 
M 
M 
M 
29.85 

AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
SP 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
SP 
SP 
SP 
SP 
SP 
SP 
SP 
SP 
SP 
AA 
SP 
AA 
SP 
SP 
SP 
SP 
AA 
SP 
SP 
SP 
AA 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
0.04 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

29.84 
29.83 
29.82 
29.82 
29.84 
29.86 
29.88 
29.90 
29.91 
29.89 
29.87 
29.85 
29.82 
29.79 
29.75 
29.74 
29.74 
29.71 
29.71 
29.71 
29.82 
29.82 
29.83 
29.85 
29.85 
29.85 
29.83 
29.82 
29.82 
29.82 
29.82 
29.84 
29.88 
29.92 
29.92 
29.93 
29.94 
29.94 
29.94 
29.91 
29.91 
29.92 
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Elevation: 1382 ft. above sea level 
Latitude: 33.3 
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Data Version: VER2 
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CLIMATOLOGICAL DATA 
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HOURLY OBSERVATIONS TABLE 
WILLIAMS GATEWAY AIRPORT (23104) 

PHOENIX, AZ 
(07/2011)  

National Climatic Data Center
Federal Building

151 Patton Avenue
Asheville, North Carolina 28801

Date Time 
(LST)

Station 
Type

Sky 
Conditions

Visibility 
(SM)

Weather 
Type

Dry 
Bulb 
Temp 

Wet 
Bulb 
Temp 

Dew 
Point 
Temp 

Rel 
Humd

%

Wind 
Speed 
(MPH)

Wind
Dir

Wind 
Gusts 
(MPH)

Station 
Pressure 
(in. hg) 

Press
Tend 

Net 
3-hr
Chg
(mb)

Sea 
Level 

Pressure 
(in. hg) 

Report
Type

Precip. 
Total 
(in)

Alti- 
meter 
(in. hg)

(F) (C) (F) (C) (F) (C)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 

0015 
0035 
0055 
0115 
0135 
0155 
0215 
0235 
0255 
0315 
0335 
0355 
0415 
0435 
0455 
0515 
0547 
0647 
0748 
0847 
0947 
1047 
1147 
1249 
1349 
1447 
1648 
1747 
1847 
1919 
1947 
1955 
2015 
2018 
2035 
2055 
2115 
2135 
2155 
2215 
2235 
2255 
2315 
2335 
2355 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
SCT150 BKN250 
SCT150 BKN250 
SCT150 
FEW200 
FEW200 
FEW200 
SCT200 
SCT200 
FEW120 SCT200 
FEW120 SCT200 
SCT120 BKN200 
SCT120 BKN200 
SCT120 BKN200 
VV000 
VV 
OVC003 
BKN005 BKN011 OVC017 
BKN010 OVC031 
SCT007 SCT022 BKN034 
SCT045 
SCT060 SCT075 
SCT090 
SCT090 
SCT095 
SCT095 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 
CLR 

10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
30.00 
30.00 
30.00 
30.00 
30.00 
30.00 
30.00 
30.00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 
0.00s 
0.25 
1.00 
2.50 
2.00 
4.00 
4.00 
5.00 
7.00 
7.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
7.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
+DSs 
 
HZ 
HZ 
BLDU 
HZ 
HZ 
TSHZ 
 
 
VCTS 
 
 
 
 
 

88 
88 
88 
88 
86 
86 
86 
86 
86 
86 
86 
86 
82 
82 
82 
82 
86 
88 
88 
90 
97 
97 
100 
102 
102 
106 
106 
106 
106 
104 
90 
86 
88 
88 
84 
86 
82 
86 
86 
82 
84 
86 
86 
86 
86 

31.0 
31.0 
31.0 
31.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 
28.0 
28.0 
28.0 
28.0 
30.0 
31.0 
31.0 
32.0 
36.0 
36.0 
38.0 
39.0 
39.0 
41.0 
41.0 
41.0 
41.0 
40.0 
32.0 
30.0 
31.0 
31.0 
29.0 
30.0 
28.0 
30.0 
30.0 
28.0 
29.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 

70 
70 
70 
70 
71 
71 
71 
71 
71 
71 
72 
71 
71 
71 
71 
73 
75 
74 
74 
75 
78 
74 
75 
75 
74 
76 
76 
74 
75 
75 
M 
71 
70 
71 
71 
70 
68 
70 
70 
70 
71 
71 
71 
71 
71 

21.2 
21.2 
21.2 
21.2 
21.5 
21.8 
21.8 
21.8 
21.8 
21.8 
22.4 
21.8 
21.8 
21.8 
21.8 
22.5 
23.8 
23.4 
23.4 
23.7 
25.3 
23.5 
23.9 
23.9 
23.3 
24.4 
24.4 
23.4 
23.9 
23.6 
M 
21.8 
21.2 
21.8 
21.5 
20.9 
20.2 
20.9 
20.9 
21.1 
21.5 
21.5 
21.8 
21.5 
21.5 

61 
61 
61 
61 
63 
64 
64 
64 
64 
64 
66 
64 
66 
66 
66 
68 
70 
68 
68 
68 
70 
64 
64 
63 
61 
63 
63 
59 
61 
61 
63 
64 
61 
63 
64 
61 
61 
61 
61 
64 
64 
63 
64 
63 
63 

16.0 
16.0 
16.0 
16.0 
17.0 
18.0 
18.0 
18.0 
18.0 
18.0 
19.0 
18.0 
19.0 
19.0 
19.0 
20.0 
21.0 
20.0 
20.0 
20.0 
21.0 
18.0 
18.0 
17.0 
16.0 
17.0 
17.0 
15.0 
16.0 
16.0 
17.0 
18.0 
16.0 
17.0 
18.0 
16.0 
16.0 
16.0 
16.0 
18.0 
18.0 
17.0 
18.0 
17.0 
17.0 

40 
40 
40 
40 
46 
48 
48 
48 
48 
48 
51 
48 
58 
58 
58 
63 
59 
52 
52 
48 
42 
34 
31 
28 
26 
25 
25 
21 
23 
24 
M 
48 
40 
43 
51 
43 
49 
43 
43 
55 
51 
46 
48 
46 
46 

9 
10 
11 
10 
9 
6 
6 
5 
3 
6 
7 
7 
7 
5 
6 
8 
10 
8 
8 
8 
7 
0 
9 
7 
14 
13 
14 
7 
7 
33s 
29 
29 
29 
30 
24 
10 
5 
9 
10 
7 
3 
8 
5 
7 
6 

130 
150 
160 
160 
150 
120 
140 
180 
150 
130 
090 
110 
120 
110 
110 
100 
110 
110 
130 
120 
100 
000 
320 
330 
310 
310 
330 
320 
280 
150 
190 
200 
210 
210 
220 
310 
200 
140 
110 
130 
020 
340 
360 
360 
350 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
44 
43 
41 
38 
41 
41 
21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

28.44 
28.44 
28.44 
28.44 
28.43 
28.43 
28.41 
28.40 
28.40 
28.41 
28.41 
28.42 
28.42 
28.42 
28.42 
28.43 
28.45 
28.46 
28.48 
28.48 
28.46 
28.46 
28.43 
28.41 
28.38 
28.34 
28.30 
28.29 
28.30 
28.36 
M 
28.39 
28.39 
28.39 
28.41 
28.45 
28.46 
28.48 
28.48 
28.48 
28.48 
28.48 
28.48 
28.46 
28.46 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 

AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

29.90 
29.90 
29.90 
29.90 
29.89 
29.89 
29.87 
29.86 
29.86 
29.87 
29.87 
29.88 
29.88 
29.88 
29.88 
29.89 
29.91 
29.93 
29.94 
29.95 
29.93 
29.92 
29.89 
29.87 
29.84 
29.80 
29.76 
29.75 
29.76 
29.82 
29.84 
29.85 
29.85 
29.85 
29.87 
29.91 
29.92 
29.94 
29.94 
29.95 
29.95 
29.94 
29.94 
29.93 
29.93 
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Elevation: 1085 ft. above sea level 
Latitude: 33.55 
Longitude: -112.366 
Data Version: VER2 
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U.S. Department of Commerce 
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CLIMATOLOGICAL DATA 
(final) 

HOURLY OBSERVATIONS TABLE 
LUKE AFB AIRPORT (23111) 

GLENDALE, AZ 
(07/2011)  

National Climatic Data Center
Federal Building

151 Patton Avenue
Asheville, North Carolina 28801

Date Time 
(LST)

Station 
Type

Sky 
Conditions

Visibility
(SM)

Weather 
Type

Dry 
Bulb 

Temp 

Wet 
Bulb 
Temp 

Dew 
Point 
Temp 

Rel 
Humd

%

Wind 
Speed 
(MPH)

Wind
Dir

Wind 
Gusts
(MPH)

Station 
Pressure
(in. hg) 

Press
Tend

Net
3-hr
Chg
(mb)

Sea 
Level 

Pressure
(in. hg) 

Report
Type

Precip.
Total 
(in)

Alti- 
meter 

(in. hg)
(F) (C) (F) (C) (F) (C)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 
05 

0055 
0155 
0255 
0355 
0455 
0555 
0655 
0755 
0855 
0955 
1055 
1155 
1255 
1355 
1455 
1555 
1655 
1703 
1755 
1832 
1855 
1859 
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Buckeye Monitor, July 5, 2011 
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Central Phoenix Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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Durango Complex Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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Dysart Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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Glendale Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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Greenwood Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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Higley Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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JLG Supersite Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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Hour of Day 

South Phoenix Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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Hour of Day 

West Chandler Monitor, July 5, 2011 

Hourly Average PM-10 Hourly Average Winds Gusting Winds
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PUBLIC NOTICE 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 

 Request for Public Comments 
On Exceptional Events in the Greater Phoenix Area 

 
In 2005, Congress identified a need to account for events that result in exceedances of the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) that are exceptional in nature (e.g., 
not expected to reoccur or caused by acts of nature beyond man-made controls.)  In 
response, EPA promulgated the Exceptional Events Rule (EER) to address exceptional 
events in 40 CFR Parts 50 and 51 on March 22, 2007 (72 FR 13560).  On May 2, 2011, 
EPA released draft guidance documents on the implementation of the EER to State, tribal 
and local air agencies for review. The EER allows for states and tribes to “flag” air 
quality monitoring data as an exceptional event, and therefore exclude these data from 
consideration in air quality planning, if EPA concurs with the demonstration submitted 
by the flagging agency that all procedural and technical requirements have been met. 
Pursuant to 40 CFR 50.14(c)(3)(i), the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
(ADEQ) is soliciting comments on its final demonstrations of events that have caused 
elevated concentrations of PM10 in the Greater Phoenix area during July 3rd through 5th 
and on July 7th and 8th, 2011 and ADEQ’s decision to flag these episodes based on these 
analyses. Copies of the demonstrations are available for review beginning Monday, 
February 6, 2012 on the ADEQ website at www.azdeq.gov/environ/air/plan/. Interested 
parties can submit written comments throughout the comment period which will end at 
5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, March 6, 2012. Any comments received will be forwarded to EPA 
with the final demonstrations. 
 
Written comments should be addressed, faxed, or e-mailed to: 
Andra Juniel, Air Assessment Section, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
1110 W. Washington Street, 3415-A, Phoenix, AZ 85007, PHONE: (602) 771-4417; 
FAX: (602) 771-2366, E-mail: juniel.andra@azdeq.gov. 
 
In addition to being available on-line, a copy of the analyses is available for review at the 
following location: 
 
 Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Records Retention Center, First 
 Floor, 1110 W. Washington Street, Phoenix, Arizona 85007, Attn: Christina 
 Silva, (602) 771-4380.  
 
Persons with a disability may request reasonable accommodations, such as a sign 
language interpreter, by contacting Linda Morrison at (602) 771-4793 or 1-800-234-5677 
ext. 771-4793. This document is available in alternative formats by contacting ADEQ 
TDD phone number at (602) 771-4829. 
 

http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/air/plan/


 

 
 

 
 
 

ATTACHMENT C 
 

NOVEMBER 2011 LETTER TO EPA OFFICE OF AIR AND RADIATION DEPUTY ASSISTANT 
ADMINISTRATOR JANET MCCABE 

 
 



MARICOPA 
ASSOCIATION of 
GOVERNMENTS---------------

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 A Phoenix, Arizona 85003 

November 22, 20 I I 

Ms. Janet McCabe 

Phone [6021 254-6300 A FAX (6021 254-6490 
E-mail: mag@azmag. gov A Web site: www.azmag. gov 

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator for the Office of Air and Radiation 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency Headquarters 
Ariel Rios Building 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 
Mail Code: 6101A 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Dear Ms. McCabe: 

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) has appreciated the efforts of the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) to clarify the EPA Exceptional Events Rule through the issuance of the draft guidance documents. 
We recognize that the exceptional events process is resource intensive for both states and EPA. Located in a 
desert environment, the MAG region has experienced several exceptional events caused by high winds. Our 
goal is to establish a more reasonable exceptional events process for all those concerned: EPA, states, tribes, 
and local governments. At this time, we would like to discuss a concept for streamlining the exceptional events 
process by enabling the states and tribes to make the exceptional events determinations, after consultation with 
EPA. 

Although there were a limited number of exceptional events in 2009 and no events in 20 I 0 in the Maricopa 
area, there have been I 02 exceedances of the PM-I 0 standard in 20 I I . All but one of these have been due 
to exceptional events caused by haboobs, dust storms, thunderstorms, and residual dust. The I 0 I exceptional 
event exceedances across the monitor network resulted in 21 days of exceptional events. The San Joaquin 
Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District has indicated that 453 staff hours are needed to prepare the 
documentation for one high wind exceptional event. Based upon this estimate, the documentation of the 21 
days of exceptional events in the Maricopa area would take 9,513 staff hours or I , 189 work days. 

The Arizona Department of Environmental Quality(ADEQ) has been preparingthe documentationforthe 20 I I 
exceptional events with assistance from Maricopa County and MAG staff. The first group o{exceptional eve.nts 
for July 2- 8, 20 I I was recently submitted to EPA for an informal review. The documentation for the first 
package took several months to prepare and was based upon the Draft Guidance Documents on the 
Implementation of the Exceptional Events Rule issued by EPA in May 20 I I. The ADEQ is currently 
overwhelmed with the exceptional events workload. 

From a policy perspective, it raises the question of whether or not this constitutes a wise use of resources when 
the exceedances were clearly due to natural causes. MAG has been researching possible legislative remedies 
regarding the amount of documentation required. With the advice of legal counsel, MAG has prepared some 
draft legislation to streamline the exceptional events process by enabling states and tribes to determine 
exceptional events, after consultation with the Environmental Protection Agency. Overall, this concept would 
maintain EPA in its defined role in the Clean Air Act implementation process, while returning the control of the 
exceptional events determinations to states and tribes that are in the best position to evaluate local air quality 

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County 

City of Apache Junction A City of Avondale A Town of Buckeye A Town of Carefree A Town of Cave Creek A City of Chandler A City of El Mirage A Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation A Town of Fountain Hills A Town of Gila Bend 
Gila River Indian Community A Town of Gilbert A City of Glendale A City of Goodyear A Town of Guadalupe A City of Utchfield Park A Maricopa County A City of Mesa A Town of Paradise Valley A City of Peoria A City of Phoenix 

Town of Queen Creek A Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community A City of Scottsdale A City of Surprise A City ofTempe A City ofTolleson A Town of Wickenburg A Town of Youngtown A Arizona Department ofTransportation 



conditions. The draft legislation also includes some revisions to the EPA Exceptional Events Rule. A copy of the 
draft legislation, section by section summary, red lines of the Clean Air Act Section 3 19 and rule changes, and 
talking points are provided. 

As the designated Regional Air Quality Planning Agency for the Maricopa Nonattainment Area, the Maricopa 
Association of Governments appreciates the opportunity to discuss this concept for streamlining the exceptional 
events process by enabling the states and tribes to make the exceptional events determinations, after 
consultation with EPA. Again, we have appreciated the efforts made by EPA to clarify the Exceptional Events 
Rule and the assistance of the EPA Region IX staff for informally reviewing the first package of exceptional events 
for 20 II. 

We will look forward to working with the Environmental Protection Agency in the future as we strive to attain 
the federal air quality standards to protect the public health of our citizenry. If you have any questions, please 
contact Lindy Bauer, MAG staff, at (602) 254-6300. 

Hugh Hallman . 
Chair, MAG Regional. Council 
Mayor of Tempe 

cc: jared Blumenfeld, EPA Region IX Administrator 
Colleen McKaughan, EPA Region IX 
Michael Flagg, EPA Region IX 
Henry Darwin, ADEQ Director 
Eric Massey, ADEQ Air Quality Director 
Kevin Kinsall, Governor's Office 
William Wiley, Maricopa County 
MAG Regional Council 
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H.R.  ________ 
(11/07/2011 DRAFT) 

To provide for the state implementation of exceptional events determinations and for other 
purposes. 

 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

XX, 2011 

 

A BILL 

 

Be it enacted by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, 

Section 1. Short Title. 

This Act may be cited as the “Exceptional Events Reform Act of 2011”. 

Section 2. Findings. 

(a) The Congress finds – 
(1) The Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) provides that air pollution 

prevention and control is the primary responsibility of state and local 
governments. 

(2) Courts have recognized that the Act is an exercise in “cooperative federalism” 
in which the Environmental Protection Agency sets the level and form of 
national ambient air quality standards while States retain the authority to 
flexibly determine how best to meet those standards. 

(3) States are in the best position to evaluate local and regional conditions, such 
as windy conditions and the transport of particulate matter, which can 
temporarily affect monitoring of local air quality. 

(4) There is a need to more efficiently determine when air quality data is 
influenced by exceptional events as well as provide for the review and 
handling of air quality monitoring data influenced by exceptional events in a 
timely manner. 
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Section 3. Amendments 
 

Section 319 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7619) is amended by -- 
 

(1) striking “location or a natural event; and” in section 319(b)(1)(A)(iii) and inserting in lieu 
thereof “location, a natural event or a high wind event; and” 

(2) striking section 319(b)(1)(A)(iv) in its entirety and inserting in lieu thereof “(iv) is 
determined by a State or tribal government, or a state or tribal entity that has been 
delegated authority by the Governor of a state or by a tribal government, after 
consultation with the Administrator, to be an exceptional event.” 

(3) deleting section 319(b)(1)(B) in its entirety. 
(4) inserting after section 319(b)(1)(A) the following: 

“(B) Definition 
 “In this subsection – 

(i) the term ‘natural event’ means an event in which human activity plays 
little or no direct causal role;” 

(ii) the term ‘high wind event’ means an event where particulate matter is 
raised or transported by high winds.”  

(5) deleting section 319(b)(3)(B)(iv) in its entirety and strike “; and” at the end of section 
319(b)(3)(B)(iii) and insert instead “.”. 

(6) deleting section 319(b)(4) in its entirety. 
 
Section 4. Revision 

(a) In General. – On the first day of publication of the Federal Register that is 180 days or 
more after the date of enactment of this Act but not more than 270 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency shall 
publish in the Federal Register a final rule regarding exceptional events, which – 

(1) is deemed to be issued under section 319 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7619), 
as amended by this Act; and 

(2) shall be deemed to be in compliance with all applicable provisions of chapter 5 of 
title 5, United States Code, section 307 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7607), 
and all other provisions of law relating to rulemaking procedures. 

 
(b) Contents of Rule. – Except as provided in this subsection, the final rule published under 

subsection (a) of this section shall be identical in its provisions to the part 50 and part 51 
regulations promulgated by the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency in 
the March 22, 2007, issue of the Federal Register (72 Fed. Reg. 13,580-13,581).  Such 
rule shall -- 
(1) delete “or a natural event” in 40 C.F.R. 50.1(j) and insert “or a natural event or high 

wind event” in lieu thereof; 
(2) “the Administrator” in 40 C.F.R. 50.1(j) and insert “a State or tribal government, or a 

state or tribal entity that has been delegated authority by the Governor of a state or 
tribal government” in lieu thereof; 

(3) strike the last sentence in 40 C.F.R. 50.1(j) 
(4) insert the following definition in 40 C.F.R. 50.1: “(m) “High wind event means an 

event where ambient particulate matter concentrations due to dust and other matter 
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are raised by high winds.  Such an event exists where: (1) the dust or other matter 
originated from nonanthropogenic sources, or (2) the dust or other matter originated 
from anthropogenic sources within a State, that are determined by the State to have 
been reasonably controlled at the time that the event occurred, or (3) the dust or other 
matter originated from anthropogenic sources outside the State.”; 

(5) delete “may request EPA to” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(a)(1) and insert “or tribal 
government or state or tribal entity may, after consultation with the Administrator,” in 
lieu thereof; 

(6) delete “demonstrating to EPA’s satisfaction” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(a)(1) and insert 
“determining” in lieu thereof; 

(7) delete “Demonstration to justify data exclusion may include” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(a)(2) 
and insert “A State or tribal government or a state or tribal entity may rely on” in lieu 
thereof; 

(8) delete “demonstrate” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(a)(2) and insert “determine” in lieu thereof; 
(9) insert before the period at the end of 40 C.F.R. 50.14(a)(2) “for events for which data 

was flagged during calendar years 2004-2006.  For exceptional events in years 
following 2006, a State or tribal government or state or tribal entity may rely on any 
reliable data that indicates a clear causal relationship between the measured 
exceedence or violation of such standard and the event and comply with paragraph 
(c)(4)(i) of this section” 

(10) delete “State demonstrates to EPA’s satisfaction” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(b)(1) and 
insert “State or tribal government or state or tribal entity determines” in lieu thereof; 

(11) delete “State demonstrates to EPA’s satisfaction” in 40 C.F. R. 50.14(b)(2) and 
insert “State or tribal government or state or tribal entity determines” in lieu thereof; 

(12) delete “a State demonstrates” in 40 C.F. R. 50.14(b)(2) and insert “a State or tribal 
government or state or tribal entity determines” in lieu thereof; 

(13) delete “where a State demonstrates to EPA’s satisfaction” in 40 C.F.R. 
50.14(b)(3) and insert “where a State or tribal government or state or tribal entity 
determines” in lieu thereof; 

(14) delete “that EPA determines meets the definition in § 50.1(j), and provided that 
the State has certified to EPA that it” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(b)(3) and insert “and a State 
or tribal government or state or tribal entity” in lieu thereof; 

(15) insert following the reserved section in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(b)(4) the following: 
“EPA shall exclude data from use in determinations of exceedences and NAAQS 
violations where a State or tribal government or state or tribal entity determines that 
emissions causing the exceedences or NAAQS violations were caused by a natural 
event or a high wind event.” 

(16) delete 40 C.F.R. 50.14(c)(2)(ii) in its entirety; 
(17) delete 40 C.F.R. 50.14(c)(3) and 40 C.F.R. 50.14(c)(3)(i) in its entirety, insert “(3) 

Demonstrations.”in lieu thereof and renumber the remaining subparagraphs 
accordingly; 

(18) delete “, must adopt procedures and requirements specified in paragraph (c)(3)(i) 
of this section and” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(c)(3)(ii) 

(19) insert “for data collected during calendar years 2004-2006” after “The 
demonstration” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(c)(3)(iii); 
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(20) insert following “(v) [Reserved] (A) [Reserved]” in 40 C.F.R. 50.14(c)(3) the 
following “(4) Documentation.  (i) A State or tribal government that has flagged data 
as being due to an exceptional event shall document that the event meets the 
requirements of section 319 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. § 7619).  (ii) Upon 
receipt of such documentation, the Administrator shall exclude the flagged data from 
use in determinations by the Administrator with respect to exceedences or violations 
of the NAAQS.” 

(21) delete “requesting to exclude” in 40 C.F. R. 51.930(a) and insert “or tribal 
government or state or tribal authority that determines” in lieu thereof and insert “is” 
after “data”;  

(22) insert “or tribal government or state or tribal entity” after “State” in the second 
sentence of 40 C.F.R. 51.930(a); and 

(23) insert after 40 C.F.R. 51.930(a)(3) the following: “(4) Provide as necessary that 
all provisions of the rule take effect no later than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

 
(c) Amendments to Rule. – Prior to making amendments to the rule published under 

paragraph (1), the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency shall 
promulgate a proposed rule in accordance with chapter 5 of title 5, United States Code 
and section 307 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7607). 

 
(d) Rule of Construction.—Except as provided in subsection (b) of this section, nothing in 

this section shall be construed to limit the authority of the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency to amend, in accordance with chapter 5 of title 5, 
United States Code, or sections 307 and 319 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7607, 7619) 
the regulation promulgated pursuant to this section. 

Section 5. Effect 

Legislative amendments enacted by this Act shall take effect upon the date of enactment and 
be applicable to exceptional events that occur after December 31, 2006. 
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Exceptional Events Reform Act of 2011 

 

Section 1. Short Title 

 The short title for the legislation is the “Exceptional Events Reform Act of 2011.” 

Section 2. Findings 

 The legislation makes four findings based on the historic construction and interpretation 
of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. § 7401 et seq.) and the need to more efficiently address the 
review and treatment of air quality data affected by exceptional events. 

Section 3. Amendments 

 The legislation makes several targeted amendments to section 319 of the Clean Air Act 
(42 U.S.C. § 7619): 

• First, the legislation provides that States and tribal governments (or state and tribal 
organizations that are delegated authority) are to determine when air quality conditions 
qualify as “exceptional events.”  Consistent with the Findings, the legislation places 
responsibility at the state and tribal levels for determining, after consultation with the 
Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”), when exceptional events occur and therefore, 
when air quality data associated with exceptional events can be excluded from 
determinations of compliance with national ambient air quality standards (“NAAQS”). 

 
• Second, the legislation retains the previous definition of what constitutes an “exceptional 

event” while also providing a definition for a “natural event” consistent with the 
definition utilized in existing Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) regulations.  
The legislation also provides a definition for “high wind event” to clarify the treatment of 
windblown dust and other particulate matter. 

 
• Third, the legislation deletes limitations on the definition of an exceptional event which 

provide that stagnant air masses, high temperatures and a lack of precipitation or air 
pollution “relating to” source noncompliance prevent flagging and excluding associated 
air quality data as an exceptional event.  Instead, state and tribal governments will make a 
case-by-case determination as to whether measured air quality qualifies as an exceptional 
event. 

 
• Finally, the legislation deletes an unnecessary transitional provision that provided, prior 

to the promulgation of regulations under Clean Air Act section 319, pre-existing EPA 
guidance controlled the consideration and exclusion of air quality data associated with 
exceptional events. 
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Section 4 Revision 

 The legislation requires EPA to propose and publish final regulations for exceptional 
events no later than 270 days after the enactment of the legislation.  In order to meet this 
schedule and to ensure that final regulations are consistent with Congressional intent and the 
legislative amendments to Clean Air Act section 319, the legislation: (1) retains current 
regulations promulgated by EPA in 2007; while (2) making targeted changes to the 2007 
regulations. 

 The legislation provides three different categories of regulatory changes: 

• First, the legislation makes several changes to ensure that a State or tribal government, or 
a state or tribal entity that has been delegated authority is the locus of decisionmaking on 
exceptional events determinations after consultation with EPA.  The regulatory changes 
ensure that states and tribes or entities that have been delegated state or tribal authority, 
after consultation with the EPA, make all decisions on what air quality data qualifies as 
an exceptional event.  Under the new regulations, EPA will be required to exclude data 
determined by states, tribes or other qualified authorities to constitute an “exceptional 
event”. 

 
• Second, the legislation imposes regulations to require that States and tribal governments 

document data that has been “flagged” as an exceptional event and retains requirements 
in current regulations that there is a clear causal relationship between a measured 
exceedence of a NAAQS and an exceptional event.  The legislation also retains current 
regulatory requirements that require prompt public notification whenever air quality is 
expected to exceed NAAQS levels, public education efforts to inform individuals how to 
reduce exposure to elevated levels of NAAQS pollutants and implementation of 
appropriate measures to protect public health. 

 
• Third, the legislation provides for conforming regulatory changes to incorporate the 

specification of “natural events” and “high wind events” contained in the legislative 
changes to the Clean Air Act and for transitional provisions for events occurring in 2006 
and prior to 2006 and for events occurring in 2007 and thereafter. 

 
Section 5. Effect 
 
 The legislation provides that the amendments to the Clean Air Act take effect upon date 
of enactment of this legislation and are applicable to events that occur in 2007 and thereafter. 
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Clean Air Act Section 319 – Air Quality Monitoring 
 

(a) In general  
 
  After notice and opportunity for public hearing, the Administrator shall promulgate regulations 
establishing an air quality monitoring system throughout the United States which—  
 

(1) utilizes uniform air quality monitoring criteria and methodology and measures such air 
quality according to a uniform air quality index,  
(2) provides for air quality monitoring stations in major urban areas and other appropriate 
areas throughout the United States to provide monitoring such as will supplement (but not 
duplicate) air quality monitoring carried out by the States required under any applicable 
implementation plan, 
(3) provides for daily analysis and reporting of air quality based upon such uniform air 
quality index, and 
(4) provides for recordkeeping with respect to such monitoring data and for periodic analysis 
and reporting to the general public by the Administrator with respect to air quality based 
upon such data.  
 

The operation of such air quality monitoring system may be carried out by the Administrator or 
by such other departments, agencies, or entities of the Federal Government (including the 
National Weather Service) as the President may deem appropriate. Any air quality monitoring 
system required under any applicable implementation plan under section 7410 of this title shall, 
as soon as practicable following promulgation of regulations under this section, utilize the 
standard criteria and methodology, and measure air quality according to the standard index, 
established under such regulations. 
 
(b) Air quality monitoring data influenced by exceptional events 
  

(1) Definition of exceptional event 
  

In this section: 
 

(A) In general 
 

  The term “exceptional event” means an event that—  
(i) affects air quality; 
(ii) is not reasonably controllable or preventable; 
(iii) is an event caused by human activity that is unlikely to recur at a particular 

location or a natural event location, a natural event or a high wind event; and  
(iv) is determined by the Administrator through the process established in the 

regulations promulgated under paragraph (2) to be an exceptional event. is 
determined by a State or tribal government, or state or tribal entity that has 
been delegated authority by the Governor of a state or by a tribal government, 
after consultation with the Administrator, to be an exceptional event. 
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(B) Exclusions 
      In this subsection, the term “exceptional event” does not include—  

(i) stagnation of air masses or meteorological inversions; 
(ii) a meteorological event involving high temperatures or lack of precipitation; or 
(iii) air pollution relating to source noncompliance. 

  
(B)  Definition 

   In this subsection – 
(i) the term ‘natural event’ means an event in which human activity 

plays little or no direct causal role; 
(ii) the term ‘high wind event’ means an event where particulate matter is 

raised or transported by high winds. 
  

(2) Regulations 
  

(A) Proposed regulations 
 

  Not later than March 1, 2006, after consultation with Federal land managers and State air 
pollution control agencies, the Administrator shall publish in the Federal Register proposed 
regulations governing the review and handling of air quality monitoring data influenced by 
exceptional events. 
 

(C) Final regulations 
  
  Not later than 1 year after the date on which the Administrator publishes proposed regulations 
under subparagraph (A), and after providing an opportunity for interested persons to make oral 
presentations of views, data, and arguments regarding the proposed regulations, the 
Administrator shall promulgate final regulations governing the review and handling or [1] air 
quality monitoring data influenced by an exceptional event that are consistent with paragraph (3). 
 

(3) Principles and requirements 
 

(A) Principles 
 

  In promulgating regulations under this section, the Administrator shall follow—  
 

(i) the principle that protection of public health is the highest priority; 
(ii) the principle that timely information should be provided to the public in any 

case in which the air quality is unhealthy; 
(iii) the principle that all ambient air quality data should be included in a timely 

manner, an appropriate Federal air quality database that is accessible to the 
public; 

(iv) the principle that air quality data should be carefully screened to ensure that 
events not likely to recur are represented accurately in all monitoring data and 
analyses. 
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(B) Requirements  
 

  Regulations promulgated under this section shall, at a minimum, provide that—  
 

(i) the occurrence of an exceptional event must be demonstrated by reliable, 
accurate data that is promptly produced and provided by Federal, State, or 
local government agencies; 

(ii) a clear causal relationship must exist between the measured exceedances of a 
national ambient air quality standard and the exceptional event to demonstrate 
that the exceptional event caused a specific air pollution concentration at a 
particular air quality monitoring location; 

(iii) there is a public process for determining whether an event is exceptional.; and 
(iv) there are criteria and procedures for the Governor of a State to petition the 

Administrator to exclude air quality monitoring data that is directly due to 
exceptional events from use in determinations by the Administrator with 
respect to exceedances or violations of the national ambient air quality 
standards. 

  
(4) Interim provision 

  
  Until the effective date of a regulation promulgated under paragraph (2), the following 

guidance issued by the Administrator shall continue to apply:  
(A) Guidance on the identification and use of air quality data affected by exceptional 
events (July 1986).  
(B) Areas affected by PM–10 natural events, May 30, 1996.  
(C) Appendices I, K, and N to part 50 of title 40, Code of Federal Regulations.  
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PART 50—NATIONAL PRIMARY AND SECONDARY AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS 
 
§ 50.1 Definitions.  
 
(j) Exceptional event means an event that affects air quality, is not reasonably controllable or preventable, is an event caused by 
human activity that is unlikely to recur at a particular location or a natural eventor a natural event or high wind event, and is 
determined by the Administratora State or tribal government, or a state or tribal entity that has been delegated authority by the 
Governor of a state or tribal government in accordance with 40 CFR 50.14 to be an exceptional event. It does not include 
stagnation of air masses or meteorological inversions, a meteorological event involving high temperatures or lack of 
precipitation, or air pollution relating to source noncompliance. 
(k) Natural event means an event in which human activity plays little or no direct causal role. 
(l) Exceedance with respect to a national ambient air quality standard means one occurrence of a measured or modeled 
concentration that exceeds the specified concentration level of such standard for the averaging period specified by the standard. 
(m) High wind event means an event where ambient particulate matter concentrations due to dust and other matter are raised by 
high winds.  Such an event exists where: (1) the dust or other matter originated from nonanthropogenic sources, or (2) the dust or 
other matter orioginated from anthropogenic sources within a State, that are determined by the State to have been reasonably 
controlled at the time the event occurred, or (3) the dust or other matter originated from anthropogenic sources outside the State. 
 
§ 50.14 Treatment of air quality monitoring data influenced by exceptional events. 
 
(a) Requirements. (1) A State may request EPA toor tribal government or state or tribal entity may, after consultation with the 
Administrator, exclude data showing exceedances or violations of the national ambient air quality standard that are directly due 
to an exceptional event from use in determinations by demonstrating to EPA’s satisfactiondetermining that such event caused a 
specific air pollution concentration at a particular air quality monitoring location. 
(2) Demonstration to justify data exclusion may includeA State or tribal government or a state or tribal entity may rely on any 
reliable and accurate data, but must demonstratedetermine a clear causal relationship between the measured exceedance or 
violation of such standard and the event in accordance with paragraph (c)(3)(iii) of this section for events for which data was 
flagged during calendar years 2004-2006.  For exceptional events in years following 2006, a State or tribal government or state or 
tribal entity may rely on anyh reliable data that indicates a clear causal relationship between the measured exceedence or 
violation of such standard and the event and comply with paragraph (c)(4)(i) of this section. 
(b) Determinations by EPA. (1) EPA shall exclude data from use in determinations of exceedances and NAAQS violations where 
a State demonstrates to EPA’s satisfactionState or tribal government or state or tribal entity determines that an exceptional event 
caused a specific air pollution concentration in excess of one or more national ambient air quality standards at a particular air 
quality monitoring location and otherwise satisfies the requirements of this section. 
(2) EPA shall exclude data from use in determinations of exceedances and NAAQS violations where a State demonstrates to 
EPA’s satisfactionState or tribal government or state or tribal entity determines that emissions from fireworks displays caused a 
specific air pollution concentration in excess of one or more national ambient air quality standards at a particular air quality 
monitoring location and otherwise satisfies the requirements of this section. Such data will be treated in the same manner as 
exceptional events under this rule, provided a State demonstratesa State or tribal government or state or tribal entity determines 
that such use of fireworks is significantly integral to traditional national, ethnic, or other cultural events including, but not limited 
to July Fourth celebrations which satisfy the requirements of this section. 
(3) EPA shall exclude data from use in determinations of exceedances and NAAQS violations, where a State demonstrates to 
EPA’s satisfactionwhere a State or tribal government or state or tribal entity determines that emissions from prescribed fires 
caused a specific air pollution concentration in excess of one or more national ambient air quality standards at a particular air 
quality monitoring location and otherwise satisfies the requirements of this section provided that such emissions are from 
prescribed fires that EPA determines meets the definition in § 50.1(j), and provided that the State has certified to EPA that itand a 
State or tribal government or state or tribal entity has adopted and is implementing a Smoke Management Program or the State 
has ensured that the burner employed basic smoke management practices. If an exceptional event occurs using the basic smoke 
management practices approach, the State must undertake a review of its approach to ensure public health is being protected and 
must include consideration of development of a SMP. 
(4) [Reserved]EPA shall exclude data from use in determinations of exceedences and NAAQS violations where a State or tribal 
government or state or tribal entity determines that emissions causing the exceedences or NAAQS violations were caused by a 
natural event or a high wind event. 
(c) Schedules and Procedures. (1) Public notification.  
(i) All States and, where applicable, their political subdivisions must notify the public promptly whenever an event occurs or is 
reasonably anticipated to occur which may result in the exceedance of an applicable air quality standard. 
(ii) [Reserved.] 
(2) Flagging of data.(i) A State shall notify EPA of its intent to exclude one or more measured exceedances of an applicable 
ambient air quality standard as being due to an exceptional event by placing a flag in the appropriate field for the data record of 
concern in accordance with the schedules for submission of data to the AQS database in 40 CFR 58.16. 
 (ii) Flags placed on data in accordance with this section shall be deemed informational only, and the data shall not be excluded 
from determinations with respect to exceedances or violations of the national ambient air quality standards unless and until, 
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following the State’s submittal of its demonstration pursuant to paragraph (c)(3) of this section and EPA review, EPA notifies the 
State of its concurrence by placing a concurrence flag in the appropriate field for the data record in the AQS database. 
(iii) Flags placed on data as being due to an exceptional event together with an initial description of the event shall be submitted 
to EPA not later than July 1st of the calendar year following the year in which the flagged measurement occurred, except as 
allowed under paragraph (c)(2)(iv) of this section. 
(iv) For PM2.5 data collected during calendar years 2004–2006, that the State identifies as resulting from an 

exceptional event, the State must notify EPA of the flag and submit an initial description of the event no later than October 1, 
2007. EPA may grant an extension, if a State requests an extension, and permit the State tosubmit the notification of the flag and 
initial description by no later than December 1, 2007. 
(v) When EPA sets a NAAQS for a new pollutant, or revises the NAAQS for an existing pollutant, it may revise or set a new 
schedule for flagging data for the initial designation of areas for those NAAQS. 
 (3) Submission of demonstrations.(i) A State that has flagged data as being due to an exceptional event and is requesting 
exclusion of the affected measurement data shall, after notice and opportunity for public comment, submit a demonstration to 
justify data exclusion to EPA not later than the lesser of, 3 years following the end of the calendar quarter in which the flagged 
concentration was recorded or, 12 months prior to the date that a regulatory decision must be made by EPA. A State must submit 
the public comments it received along with its demonstration to EPA.(3)Demonstrations. 
(ii)(i) A State that flags data collected during calendar years 2004–2006, pursuant to paragraph (c)(2)(iv) of this section, must 
adopt the procedures and requirements specified in paragraph (c)(3)(i) of this section and must include a demonstration to justify 
the exclusion of the data not later than the submittal of the Governor’s recommendation letter on nonattainment areas.  
(iii)(ii) The demonstration for data collected during calendar years 2004-2006 to justify data exclusion shall provide evidence 
that: 
(A) The event satisfies the criteria set forth in 40 CFR 50.1(j); 
(B) There is a clear causal relationship between the measurement under consideration and the event that is claimed to have 
affected the air quality in the area; 
(C) The event is associated with a measured concentration in excess of normal historical fluctuations, including background; and 
(D) There would have been no exceedance or violation but for the event. 
(iv) With the submission of the demonstration, the State must document that the public comment process was 
followed. 
(v) [Reserved.] 
(A) [Reserved] 
(4) Documentation. (i) A State or tribal government that has flagged data as being due to an exceptional event shall document 
that the event meets the requirements of section 319 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. § 7619).   
(ii) Upon receipt of such documentation, the Administrator shall exclude the flagged data from use in determinations by the 
Administrator with respect to exceedences or violations of the NAAQS. 
 
 
PART 51—NATIONAL PRIMARY AND SECONDARY NATIONAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS 
  
Subpart Y—Mitigation Requirements 
 
§ 51.930 Mitigation of Exceptional Events. 
 
(a) A State requesting to excludeor tribal government or state or tribal authority that determines air quality data is due to 
exceptional events must take appropriate and reasonable actions to protect public health from exceedances or violations of the 
national ambient air quality standards. At a minimum, the State or tribal government or state or tribal entity must: 
(1) Provide for prompt public notification whenever air quality concentrations exceed or are expected to exceed an applicable 
ambient air qualitystandard; 
(2) Provide for public education concerning actions that individuals may take to reduce exposures to unhealthy levels of air 
quality during and following an exceptional event; and 
(3) Provide for the implementation of appropriate measures to protect public health from exceedances or violations of ambient air 
quality standards caused by exceptional events. 
(4) Provide as necessary that all provisions of the rule take effect no later than 1 year after the date of enactment of this Act. 
(b) [Reserved] 
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Exceptional Events Reform Act of 2011 
 
 
 

 
Need for Legislation 
 

• Many areas of the country are affected by air quality conditions that are out of their 
control.  Windblown dust and particulate matter may travel tens or hundreds of miles 
affecting air quality in “downwind”areas.  Excessive heat and drought can exacerbate 
normal conditions and make elevated levels of air pollution more likely. 

 
• The Clean Air Act (“CAA”) contains authority to exclude “exceptional events” from 

determinations of whether an area is in compliance with National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (“NAAQS”).  Under the CAA, air quality conditions associated with events 
that are not “reasonably controllable or preventable” and other events can be excluded 
from the determination of whether an area is meeting (“attaining”) a NAAQS. 

 
• Although the Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) promulgated regulations to 

address exceptional events in 2007, current regulations present states, tribes and local 
governments with a data-intensive and time-consuming process for obtaining EPA assent.  
States and localities must obtain agreement from EPA Regional offices in consultation 
with EPA Headquarters regarding their assessment of local air quality conditions and the 
reasons why an area experienced air monitoring exceedences. 

 
• The Exceptional Events Reform Act of 2011 attempts to streamline the exceptional 

events process by returning control over such decisions to states and tribes.  States and 
tribes would be authorized to make “case-by-case” determinations as to when natural 
conditions, windblown dust and other forces outside of their control caused air quality 
monitors to register a NAAQS exceedence.  Upon determination by a state or tribal 
government that an exceedence was due to an exceptional event, EPA would be required 
to exclude the data from determinations of CAA compliance. 

 
• The legislation recognizes that States, tribes and local governments have been primarily 

responsible for implementing the CAA for the last 50 years.  In addition, by developing 
and implementing multiple State Implementation Plans (“SIPs”) and SIP revisions to 
address CAA requirements, states, tribes and local governments have developed the 
necessary technical expertise and staff resources to evaluate the complex meteorology 
and atmospheric conditions that may be involved in exceptional events. 

 
• A legislative fix would allow EPA to continue its defined role in the CAA 

implementation process – EPA would continue to review and approve SIPs that provide 
the detailed mechanisms to attain NAAQS.  But the legislative fix would return control of 
exceptional event determinations to states and tribes who are in the best position to 
evaluate local air quality conditions and programs. 
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• Importantly, the Exceptional Events Reform Act of 2011 retains all current requirements 
to notify and the public of air quality conditions and provide information to the public on 
how to reduce exposures to elevated levels of air pollution.  States or tribes must also 
provide for the implementation of appropriate measures to protect public health from 
exceedances or violations of NAAQS caused by exceptional events. But the legislation 
would ensure that states, tribes and local governments are not penalized for air quality 
conditions that are beyond their ability to control or prevent.   

 

Background Information 
 

• Congress recognized that there are exceptional events – such as high winds and wildfires 
– that cannot be controlled by air quality plans. In 2005, Congress amended the CAA  to 
allow for exceptional events so that regions would not be penalized for NAAQS 
exceedances at air quality monitors due to exceptional events. EPA then developed the 
Exceptional Events Rule during 2006 and finalized the rule in 2007. 

 
• Implementation of the Exceptional Events Rule, however, has been cumbersome and 

time consuming.  In order to have data excluded from NAAQS determinations, States and 
local governments must assemble massive amounts of data regarding even a single 
exceedence of a NAAQS.  Considerable resources are spent both in developing the 
information for submittal to EPA and for EPA’s review of the data and information 
submitted by states. 

 
• Due to the requirements that must be met and the number of exceptional events that have 

occurred, the documentation effort is extremely resource intensive.  For example, the San 
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District has estimated that 453 staff hours 
are needed to prepare the documentation for just one high wind exceptional event. Based 
upon this estimate, the documentation of the 21 days of exceptional events that the 
Maricopa area in Arizona experienced in one year would take 9,513 staff hours or 1,189 
work days. 

 
• The Arizona Department of Environmental Quality is currently overwhelmed with the 

exceptional events workload.  For example, although there were limited numbers of 
exceptional events in 2009 and no events in 2010 in the Maricopa area, during 2011 this 
area experienced 102 exceedances of the PM-10 standard. All but one of these events was 
due to the existence of haboobs, dust storms, thunderstorms, and residual dust.  To have 
such events excluded from determinations of air quality compliance, Arizona will need to 
expend considerable financial resources to provide the detailed written descriptions, 
supporting information and data that EPA currently requires. 

 
• While EPA and states have made efforts to work together to improve the exceptional 

events process, there is inevitable delay and uncertainty associated with current 
exceptional events regulations.  Upon the submittal of data and information on 
exceptional events, States and local governments simply do not know whether EPA will 
agree with their technical assessments or require additional supporting information.  In 
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certain cases, states and local governments may also disagree with EPA’s assessment of 
the necessary conditions to establish an exceptional event occurred. 

 
Legislative Provisions 
 
 Findings 
 

• The Exceptional Events Reform Act of 2011 recognizes that state and local governments 
are primarily responsible to implement the CAA.  This provision of the law dates back to 
1963.  Section 101(a)(3) of the CAA declares that “air pollution control at its source is 
the primary responsibility of States and local governments.” 

 
• Second, the legislation cites court opinions that have described the CAA as an exercise in 

“cooperative federalism” where the EPA sets the level and form of air pollution control 
standards, but States and local governments are responsible to draft and implement SIPs 
for various NAAQS. 

 
• Third, the legislation recognizes that states and local governments are responsible for 

day-to-day air quality management activities.  States and local governments deploy air 
pollution control monitors and gain considerable on-the-ground experience with local and 
regional weather conditions and patterns and how conditions can affect the measurement 
of different NAAQS. 

Clean Air Act Amendments 

• The Exceptional Events Reform Act of 2011 amends section 319 of the CAA to make 
targeted changes to current law defining exceptional events and when such events can be 
excluded from data determining NAAQS compliance.  The legislation maintains the 
current “principles and requirements” regarding exceptional events enacted by Congress 
as well as requirements for the promulgation of regulations concerning the review and 
handling of air quality data affected by exceptional events. 

 
• The Exceptional Events Reform Act provides that States or tribal governments, after 

consultation with the EPA, are responsible for determining when an exceptional event 
occurs.  The legislation eliminates certain exclusions from exceptional events (stagnant 
air masses, inversions, high temperatures or lack of precipitation) and instead allows for a 
case-by-case determination of conditions.  The legislation also removes source 
noncompliance as a separate basis for excluding an exceptional event, relying instead on 
implementation of SIPs to control sources and provide for NAAQS attainment. 

 
• Finally, the legislation provides definitions for a “natural event” based on current EPA 

regulatory language and a separate definition for high wind events.  High wind events  
were discussed in the preamble to EPA’s current exceptional event regulations, but not 
originally included within those regulations. 
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Promulgation of New Regulations 

• The legislation requires EPA to propose and publish final regulations for exceptional 
events no later than 270 days after the enactment of the legislation.  The legislation 
retains the structure and much of the text of current regulations promulgated by EPA in 
2007; while making changes to conform the regulations to the new CAA requirements 
being established. 

 
• First, the legislation makes several changes to ensure that a State or tribal government, or 

a state or tribal entity that has been delegated authority, after consultation with EPA, is 
the locus of decisionmaking on exceptional events determinations.  The regulatory 
changes ensure that states and tribes or entities that have been delegated state or tribal 
authority make all decisions on what air quality data qualifies as an exceptional event, 
transferring this authority from EPA.   

 
• Second, the legislation retains requirements in current regulations that there must be a 

clear causal relationship between a measured exceedence of a NAAQS and an 
exceptional event while imposing requirements for States and tribal governments to 
document data that has been “flagged” for exclusion as an exceptional event.  The 
legislation also retains current regulatory requirements that require prompt public 
notification whenever air quality is expected to exceed NAAQS levels, public education 
efforts to inform individuals how to reduce exposure to elevated levels of NAAQS 
pollutants and implementation of appropriate measures to protect public health. 

 
• Third, the legislation provides for conforming regulatory changes to incorporate the 

specification of “natural events” and “high wind events” contained in the legislative 
changes to the CAA and for transitional provisions for events occurring in 2006 and prior 
to 2006 and for events occurring in 2007 and thereafter. 

 



DRAFT 
The Maricopa Association of Governments 

Economic Development Committee Charter 
 
 
Purpose of the Maricopa Association of Governments - Council of Governments 
 
The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) is a voluntary organization of local governmental agencies that was 
formed in 1967 to provide a forum to discuss issues and needs that cross city, town, and county boundaries.  The 
mechanisms used to address these issues include communication, planning, coordination, advocacy and technical 
assistance. The MAG Articles of Incorporation state that the corporation was formed to provide a forum for discussion 
and study of regional problems of mutual interest to the governments in the Phoenix urban area; to uncover, clarify, 
identify and comprehensively plan for the solution of regional problems requiring multicity, town and county 
cooperation; and to attain the greatest degree of intergovernmental cooperation possible in order to prepare for future 
growth and development of the Phoenix urban area. Economic development is an appropriate topic to be addressed by 
MAG members, especially in the areas of communication, planning, coordination, advocacy and technical assistance. 
 
Metropolitan Planning Organization 
 
In 1973, federal transportation law provided for the formation of Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) to 
conduct regional transportation planning.  MAG was then designated by the Governor in 1973 as the MPO for this 
region.  In the early 1990s, the MPOs were given more responsibility and more funding after the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) was passed.  Federal requirements for planning in areas such as transportation, the 
environment and human services furthered a need for long-range planning and closer coordination of program activities 
by governments at all levels.  
 
As the MPO, MAG, in cooperation with the state, is responsible for developing transportation plans and programs for 
urbanized areas of the state.  One of the eight Federal Highway Administration planning factors in the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equality Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) is to support the economic vitality of 
the metropolitan area, particularly by enabling global competitiveness, productivity and efficiency.  The federal law also 
states that an MPO is to develop a metropolitan transportation plan and a transportation improvement program that 
fosters economic growth and development.  
 
Formation of the Economic Development Committee 
 
With the economic downturn and declining sales tax revenues, a major source of funding for the Regional 
Transportation Plan, it was necessary for MAG to reduce the Regional Freeway Program by $6 billion.  The reduction in 
sales tax funds plus the fact that the region was faced with nearly 64,000 pending and foreclosed homes coupled with 
the federal requirement to tie economic development into transportation planning led MAG to form the Economic 
Development Committee (EDC) in October 2010. 
 
Economic Development Committee’s Mission 
 
The mission of the EDC is to provide a forum for discussion and study of economic development and best practices in 
the MAG Region.  This Committee will strive to attain the greatest degree of intergovernmental cooperation possible in 
order to prepare for future growth and development of the region.  This cooperation will also include issues that impact 
the Sun Corridor and the State of Arizona.  To further this general purpose, the EDC was tasked with developing an 
opportunity-specific and action oriented plan that fosters and advances infrastructure, especially transportation 
infrastructure, which furthers economic development opportunities in the MAG region.  Due to the connection of this 
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region’s economy with the Sun Corridor, at times it is necessary to consider and discuss issues that impact the Sun 
Corridor, such as improving the relationships with Mexico and enhancing the flow of commerce into Arizona.  The 
focus of the EDC is on Maricopa County. At times, the committee will look beyond Maricopa County if necessary to be 
successful. The best economic development efforts involve coordination between government agencies and businesses 
within a region.  Governmental agencies may need to look past city, county, and sometimes state geographical 
boundaries to promote a successful message for the entire region.  
 
Goal of the Economic Development Committee 
 
The fundamental goal of the EDC is to foster enhanced communication, coordination and consistency between 
transportation plans and economic development strategies among economic development and planning agency leaders. 
The EDC will build institutional knowledge in the area of economic development so that MAG can fulfill its responsibility 
on transportation planning while taking into account economic development. The Committee will work to assemble a 
wide collection of constituencies to gain a collective sense of the regional economic development environment in an 
effort to optimize potential opportunities; and provide coordination among the various economic development 
agencies, including but not limited to, the Arizona Commerce Authority, Greater Phoenix Economic Council, Tucson 
Regional Economic Opportunities, Inc. (TREO) and the Transportation and Trade Corridor Alliance.  These 
organizations are vital to optimizing those opportunities and the success of the region and State.  
 
Activities of the Economic Development Committee 
 
In an increasingly globalized economy, it is vital that Arizona take advantage of economic opportunities around the 
world. The EDC activities include monthly meetings, as necessary, to discuss and study issues impacting regional 
economic development, such as business and trade relationships; local, regional and international freight and commerce 
related issues; issues related to innovation; and other areas of interest to members of the EDC.  The EDC also partners 
with other agencies, such as the Greater Phoenix Economic Council, on development of informational infrastructure to 
further economic development and the study of issues impacting regional economic activity.  The EDC will further work 
to foster the integration of the region’s educational assets – including universities, community colleges and graduate 
schools, such as the Thunderbird School of Global Management, with the business sector in the discussion and study of 
the region’s economic development. The Committee will also focus on the value of best practices in and around the 
region, as well as obtaining the views and perspectives of the economic development staff at the cities, towns and 
county.    
 
Membership of the Economic Development Committee 
 
Membership includes Fourteen (14) MAG member agency elected officials appointed by the MAG Regional Council, 
including: 

- Central City 
- Maricopa County 
- Six West Valley 
- Six East Valley 

• The MAG member agency elected officials shall include the chair, vice chair and immediate past chair of the 
Regional Council. 

• The chair of the EDC will be the immediate past chair of the MAG Regional Council 
• The vice chair of the EDC will be the chair of the Regional Council. 
• The chair and vice chair of the Transportation Policy Committee will be members of the EDC. 
• One ADOT transportation leadership position to be selected by the ADOT Director.  
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Terms of elected officials: In accordance with the MAG Committee Operating Policies and Procedures, the MAG 
member agency elected official members will have one-year terms with possible reappointment by recommendation of 
the Executive Committee and approval of the MAG Regional Council.  Appointments occur each year at the Regional 
Council meeting in July. 
 
Eleven (11) business members of the MAG Economic Development Committee representing region-wide business 
interests. 

• Economist – Jim Rounds, Elliot Pollack & Company, VP & Senior Economist 
• Transportation Industry Representatives – Mary Peters, Mary Peters Consulting Group LLC, Principal, and 

Jeffrey Simmons, Ryley Carlock, Transportation Attorney              
• Education – Dr. Joseph Cavinato, Professor of Supply Chain Management, Thunderbird School of Global 

Management 
• WESTMARC – Candace Wiest, Vice Chair of WESTMARC 
• East Valley Partnership – Mark Dreher, Chair of East Valley Partnership 
• Greater Phoenix Economic Council – Steve Betts, Board Member 
• Greater Phoenix Leadership – Thomas Franz, President/CEO 
• Development Community – Jim Kenny, El Dorado Holdings, Inc. 
• Phoenix Chamber of Commerce – Todd Sanders, President & CEO 
• Arizona Commerce Authority – Sandra Watson, Chief Operating Officer 

 
Terms of Business members – The business members will have two-year terms with possible reappointment by 
recommendation of the Executive Committee and approval of the MAG Regional Council. 
 
Vacancies – In the event of a vacancy in the chair position, the vice chair will become chair for the unexpired term of the 
previous chair and a vice chair will be elected to complete the remainder of the vice chair’s term. 
 
Meetings – The EDC meetings are typically held on the first Tuesday of each month (unless there is a conflict with a 
holiday or major conference) at 11:30 a.m. at the MAG Office, 302 N. 1st Avenue, Suite 200, Phoenix, Arizona, 85003. 
A simple majority of members of the Regional Council on the EDC, participating in person or by teleconference or 
videoconference, shall constitute a quorum for the transactions of business. The use of proxies at the Economic 
Development Committee is not permitted. 
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1 2 3 4 5 Total Responses Average

Freight/Commerce Related Issues

1) Interstate 11 and Inland Port Concepts (December 2010) 0 0 1 4 9 14 4.57
Interstate 11 was a reoccurring theme when EDC members were asked to share their thoughts on 
opportunities available to move this region forward.   Interstate 11 is a north-south travel corridor 
connecting communities in the Intermountain West that would improve upon trade and commerce 
opportunities for the MAG region. 

2) Inland Port Presentation and Discussion (February 2011) 1 1 0 5 7 14 4.14

Michael Zachary from Parsons Brinckerhoff, the consultant for the MAG Freight Transportation Framework 
Study, discussed inland port projects and the role of freight coalitions that are forming around the country.

3) Possible Impediments to the Freight Industry (February 2011) 0 2 1 4 5 12 4.00

Discussion on House Bill 2165, legislation that requires railroad companies to provide ADOT and the 
affected communities notice and an opportunity to hold public hearings regarding plans to build a new 
route or site in a community before the railroad companies may invoke their eminent domain powers.

4) Air Freight Discussion (May 2011) 0 1 2 7 4 14 4.00

Mark Dobbins, Senior Vice President of SUMCO Phoenix Corporation and the Chairman-Elect of the Arizona
Chamber, discussed his experience with a past project called Arizona Direct. The Arizona Direct project was
organized by Valley businesses, government and public entities to equip and market airports in this region
as world-class cargo hubs that also would elevate Arizona’s international profile.  

5) Report on the Aerospace and Defense Industry in Arizona (June 2011) 0 0 1 3 10 14 4.64

The report included a panel of speakers to address the different components of the aerospace & defense 
industry, including research, manufacturing, supply chain and network. The A&D industry currently 
contributes $8.8 billion in gross state product to the local economy and is responsible for 93,800 jobs.  The 
objective of this discussion was to determine how this region could enhance its position in the aerospace 
industry as it relates to movement of freight and transportation infrastructure.  The need for an aerospace 
supply chain was discussed.
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6) BNSF Railway Update - Arizona Economic Development Strategy (July 2011) 0 1 1 6 4 12 4.08

BNSF Railway is a critical link that connects freight consumers with the global marketplace.  LaTonya Finch, 
Regional Manager of Economic Development at BNSF Railway, provided a presentation on efforts in the 
MAG region, including the BNSF economic development strategy for Arizona. 

7) Update on the MAG Freight Transportation Framework Study (September 2011) 0 0 0 4 10 14 4.71

The Freight Transportation Framework Study will develop a multimodal freight framework that will
describe the movement of goods (truck, rail, air, and pipeline) through the study area, identify possible
network deficiencies to the safe and efficient flow of goods in, out, through and within the region, and
propose strategies to improve the transportation network that will enhance regional mobility for freight.
Parsons Brinckerhoff, the consultant for the Freight Transportation Framework Study, provided an update
on the status of the study. It was noted in the study that the state of Texas has been working to improve
its ports of entries and diverting freight away from Arizona.

8) Trucking Industry Update (September 2011) 1 0 3 4 5 13 3.92
The purpose of the EDC is to ensure transportation planning that fosters economic development in the 
MAG region.  A representative from the Arizona Trucking Association (Karen Rasmussen) provided an 
update on the trucking industry as it relates to economic development strategies for the region.  A 
representative from the Arizona Department of Transportation (Floyd Roehrich) also discussed border 
permitting.

9) Nogales Port of Entry Discussion (September 2011) 0 1 1 2 9 13 4.46

The EDC discussed the Joint Planning Advisory Council’s idea of working with the Arizona Mexico
Commission to coordinate a trip to the Nogales port of entry. The purpose of the trip was to find ways to
collaborate with the ports of entry to enhance our competitiveness with other states.

10) Update on the Punta Colonet Port and Potential Arizona Rail Crossing (September 2011) 1 1 1 3 6 12 4.00

The Arizona Mexico Commission hosted a breakfast meeting with representatives from the Ministry of
Communications and Transportation of Mexico (SCT) to discuss advancing the deep water port project,
Punta Colonet, in Baja California. The SCT discussed issuing a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the Punta
Colonet project and the need to identify a potential rail crossing in Arizona for the new port. An update
was provided on the discussions at this meeting, as well as an update on Interstate 11.
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12) Port of Guaymas Report (January 2012) 1 0 1 4 8 14 4.29
Over the past year, the EDC has had discussions regarding various inland port projects around the country
and how they affect local and regional economies. As part of the EDC’s mission to foster and advance
transportation infrastructure in the region that would further economic development opportunities,
Arizona State Senator Al Melvin was invited to discuss the idea of an additional intermodal port in Southern
Arizona. This idea would take advantage of the container congestion presently experienced at the West
Coast ports.

13) Nogales and San Luis Ports of Entry Discussion (January 2012) 0 0 2 3 6 11 4.36
In December 2011, two trips to the Arizona ports of entry in Nogales and San Luis were organized. Elected
officials and staff from the regional planning agencies from Maricopa, Pinal and Pima Counties were in
attendance. The purpose of these trips was to better understand the challenges facing freight movement
to and from Mexico and Arizona. As a result of these trips, a resolution of support for our borders was
developed.

14)
Discussion on Integration of FAA-Unmanned Aircraft Systems into the National Airspace System (March 
2012) 1 0 0 2 10 13 4.54

The Arizona Commerce Authority (ACA) is coordinating an effort to formally present Arizona’s case to meet
the FAA requirements for Unmanned Aircraft Systems (UAS) national test ranges. Three primary range
locations and eight secondary options have been identified for FAA’s consideration. A draft resolution to
support range locations in Arizona for the FAA-UAS National Test Ranges was developed. Dr. Vicki
Panhuise, Technical Advisor for Aerospace for the Arizona Commerce Authority, provided an update on the
coordination efforts.  The EDC recommended a resolution of support for the effort.

15) Resolution of Support for Arizona's Ports of Entry with Mexico (March 2012) 1 0 1 4 8 14 4.29

As a result of the two trips to the Arizona-Mexico border, a resolution of support for our borders was
developed and reviewed by each organization, including SouthEastern Arizona Governments Organization
(SEAGO) and Yuma Metropolitan Planning Organization (YMPO). The resolution also was discussed at the
February 27, 2012 Joint Planning Advisory Council meeting. Comments from this meeting were
incorporated into the resolution. The EDC recommended approval of the resolution.

16) The Job Recovery Package for the Sate of Arizona Summary (December 2010) 0 0 0 4 7 11 4.64
Jim Rounds from Elliott D. Pollack & Company provided an overview of a report prepared by Elliott Pollack 
for the State Legislature on job recovery in Arizona.  The purpose of the report was to provide a list of 
recommendations that could assist in further diversifying the State’s economic base and also result in the 
creation of high quality jobs for Arizona residents.
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17) Local Government Incentives Involved in Business Prospects (February 2012) 0 1 2 6 4 13 4.00

Historically, local government budgets have been supported largely by sales tax revenues. This often
places cities and towns in competition with each other to attract sales tax generating business. With
municipal budgets being tight due to the downturn in the economy, it was suggested that alternatives be
discussed which could lead to a reduction in no-win competition between jurisdictions, which only reduces
local revenue while providing no corresponding  benefit to local residents.  

18) Marana's Job Creation Incentive Program (March 2012) 0 1 5 4 4 14 3.79
In 2010, the Town of Marana adopted a job creation incentive program that tied the incentive mechanism
to the community’s approved goals for economic development. Josh Wright, Director of Strategic
Initiatives for the Town of Marana at that time, provided a report on Marana’s Job Creation Incentive
Program.

Business/Trade Relationships

19) Outreach to the Greater Business Community (December 2010) 0 1 0 5 6 12 4.33
The EDC discussed the importance of engaging the greater business community, the current Arizona assets
that attract businesses to this region, and what Arizona may need to work on to retain and attract business
in the future. The Committee suggested working with other economic development agencies so that there
was no duplication.

20) Major Business Relocations (February 2011) 0 1 2 4 7 14 4.21

The EDC discussed Arizona’s assets that attract businesses to this region and what Arizona may need to
work on to retain and attract businesses in the future. David Noe, Vice President of APL Limited, spoke
about doing business in Arizona and why APL relocated to the region.

21) Expanding Business Relationships with Canada (March 2011) 0 0 2 3 8 13 4.46

Rick Stephenson, Consul & Senior Trade Commissioner from the Canadian Consulate of Phoenix, discussed
ideas for expanding the business relationship between Arizona and Canada. The Canada-Arizona trade
relationship is valued at $2.1 billion and supports more than 150,000 jobs in the Grand Canyon State. Mr.
Stephenson pointed out there was a disconnect in that successful business leaders in the Valley do not
have a relationship with the mayors.
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23) Expanding Business Relationships with Mexico (April 2011) 0 1 1 3 9 14 4.43
Margie Emmermann, Executive Director of the Arizona Mexico Commission, discussed the importance of
Mexico to Arizona’s economy. Wendy Vittori, President of Arizona Sonora Manufacturing Initiative,
discussed the importance of doing business with Mexico, specifically manufacturing, as a critical
component of this region’s economy.

24) Expansion of Conair Corporation in the Valley (May 2011) 0 1 3 8 1 13 3.69

Steve Alley, Director of Western Operations for Conair Corporation, discussed the expansion of the
company at the Glendale Airpark near the Glendale Municipal Airport. Conair opened a national return
center, sorting and re-tooling returned merchandise. They indicated that they had moved some of their
operations out of China to streamline operations by reducing cycle times, reduce total operational costs,
reduce dependence on foreign labor and vendors, and recoup portions of returned produce costs.

25)
Report on Outreach to the Canadian Business Council and Discussion on Outreach to Arizona-Mexico 
Business (May 2011) 0 0 2 5 6 13 4.31
Discussions with the Canada-Arizona Business Council (CABC) resulted in the idea of holding a round table
discussion with the members of the EDC and Canadian business members. The EDC directed staff to
pursue a parallel track with business members from Mexico. This event will be done in cooperation with
state and regional economic development agencies, Arizona Commerce Authority and Greater Phoenix
Economic County.

26) Business Relationships with Mexico (February 2012) 0 0 2 3 9 14 4.50

At previous meetings, the EDC discussed the importance of doing business in Mexico as a critical
component to Arizona’s economy. In addition, the EDC has discussed the importance of improving global
competitiveness for Arizona’s ports of entry by increased staffing and improved infrastructure. At this
meeting, Fernando Jimenez, Vice President of Commerce, and Lisa Short, Director, Export/Import
Compliance with Sargent Aerospace and Defense, were invited to share their experience of doing business
in Mexico, and the flow of commerce through the Arizona/Mexico ports of entry.
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Partnerships with Other Agencies

27)
Partner with the Greater Phoenix Economic Council to Develop a Data System for Economic 
Development (Feb, April, May, July, Nov 2011 & Feb 2012) 0 1 0 0 13 14 4.79
Discussion to partner with the Greater Phoenix Economic Council (GPEC) on a regional data website to
provide economic development related information. This resulted in a regional website being developed
that shared many of MAG’s analytical tools and data.

28) U.S. Department of Commerce - Arizona U.S. Export Assistance Center Report (November 2011) 0 1 1 7 5 14 4.14

Anna Flaaten from the U.S. Department of Commerce, Arizona U.S. Export Assistance Center, provided a
report on the National Export Initiative and the services offered by the U.S. Department of Commerce to
Arizona companies wanting to begin or increase export activities. This type of activity would affect the
transportation system in this region, as well as improve the region’s economy.

29) Discussion on Innovation (December 2011) 0 1 1 4 7 13 4.31

Developing an environment and infrastructure that encourages and supports innovation is a key means of
promoting economic growth. Representatives from SkySong, Sandia Research Corporation, AZ
TechCelerator and INNOVATIONS Technology Incubator provided information on the opportunities to
encourage and support innovation in the region. The discussion also included how innovation is linked to
economic development and how it can help improve the region’s economy.

30) Thunderbird School of Global Management Programs (December 2011) 0 1 0 3 9 13 4.54

The Thunderbird Organizational Consulting Practicum deploys teams of MBA students who deliver project-
focused research and consulting services. Through this program, students undertake a consulting
engagement for a real-world client organization. A representative from the Thunderbird School of Global
Management provided an overview of the opportunities and the expertise available to both public and
private organizations through this and other programs. This resulted in two Thunderbird projects being
initiated, one to study Mexico and another to study Canada.

31) Update on the Arizona Commerce Authority (March 2011) 0 0 1 5 5 11 4.36

Jerry Colangelo, Co-Chair of the Arizona Commerce Authority (ACA), provided a presentation on the
activities of the ACA and how the MAG EDC and ACA might coordinate on some activities.
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32) Innovation Discussion (February 2012) 0 1 1 6 6 14 4.21
A key means of promoting economic growth is developing an environment and infrastructure that
encourage and support innovation. Additional efforts on innovation that are underway in the Valley and
how this region compares to other states and countries were discussed. How to target the Sister Cities
Program in this effort was discussed.

33) Arizona State Trade and Export Promotion (STEP) Program (March 2012) 0 1 2 5 6 14 4.14
Through a grant from the U.S. Small Business Administration, the Arizona Commerce Authority was able to
launch Arizona’s State Trade and Export Promotion (STEP) program. The STEP program assists Arizona
small businesses (with fewer than 500 employees) to enter export markets for the very first time or to
expand into new markets. Kevin O’Shea from the Arizona District Export Council provided information
regarding the STEP program.

34) Update on the Arizona Aerospace and Defense Website Project (March 2012) 0 0 0 8 6 14 4.43

The EDC was provided a report on the Aerospace and Defense (A&D) industry. It was noted that through
better coordination of the supply chain, it would be possible to foster economic development and optimize
the flow of freight supporting the A&D industry throughout Arizona. Since that time, the ACA, ADOT, MAG
and PAG have been working on enhancing the supply chain and mapping portion of the ACA A&D website.
The website will include a portal where companies are able to update their own profiles. It will also include
a built-in function that notifies companies when their profiles need updating. The EDC recommended
approval of up to $16,000 as MAG’s share of the Aerospace and Defense website enhancement project.

Other

35) Update on Planning the Intermountain West Summit (May 2011) 0 1 1 6 4 12 4.08
The EDC recommended that MAG work with the Arizona Commerce Authority to explore holding a Summit
meeting for the Intermountain West. An update was provided on a conference call held with a number of
representatives from the Intermountain West states, as well as ACA, ADOT, Arizona Mexico Commission,
CANAMEX Task Force and Brookings. The purpose of the call was to determine interest in pursuing an
Intermountain West Summit.

36) Brookings Metropolitan Business Planning Initiative Update (July, Sept, Oct, Nov & Dec 2011) 0 1 0 4 7 12 4.42

At the May 25, 2011 Regional Council meeting, staff was authorized to submit a proposal to Brookings for
MAG to be considered to participate in the Brookings Metropolitan Business Planning Initiative.
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37) HB 2469 Revenue Allocation Districts (March 2012) 2 0 1 4 5 12 3.83

House Bill 2469 (Revenue Allocation Districts) has been introduced in the Arizona Legislature. This would
provide for the creation of a revenue allocation district to fund economic development related projects
within the boundaries of the municipality in which it resides from incremental increases in property and
transaction privilege taxes over fixed base amounts. The provisions of the bill and the potential benefits
for economic development were discussed.

38) Overall, do you think the EDC is beneficial and should continue? Yes No
12 2



MAG Economic Development Committee (EDC) – October 2010 through March 2012 
Survey Comments 

 
 

• Most important benefit – bringing groups together to discuss projects that impact Arizona and 
Greater Phoenix. 

• Great working on Mexico issues. 
• The EDC has been a highly professionally run forum for a broad base of topics that highlight 

our infrastructure from the perspectives of a vast variety of transportation system users.  Each 
city and organization has benefited from the knowledge and, importantly, the spirit of working 
together as a region. 

• MAG could/should create dashboard measurements for our region. 1) growth in each sector; 
2) revenues for transportation/freeway/transit; 3) jobs in Maricopa County; 4) tourism visitors; 
5) air quality measurements.  Manage what we measure, so measure more regularly. 

• My answer regarding continuing the EDC is predicated on the communication as to what we 
are aiming to produce for an economic development strategy.  After moving away from the 
Sun Corridor, Interstate 11, inland port and the associated transportation infrastructure for the 
“business” development of that area, I am personally confused with our mission. 

• As people cycle off and on the committee, it would be good to provide some background to 
them about the previous findings. 
 

Comments on individual agenda items: 

6)  BNSF Railway Update – Arizona Economic Development Strategy  
• Speaker spoke “at” us, and it was obvious that she knew, nor spoke, about anything beyond 

her canned slides. 
 

28) U.S. Department of Commerce – Arizona U.S. Export Assistance Center Report  
• Stuff few knew. 

 
29)  Discussion on Innovation 

• This was an eye opener. 
 

30)  Thunderbird School of Global Management Program  
• This has turned into many joint opportunities. 
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MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:  
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT: 
Rebalancing of the Fiscal Year 2013 Arterial Life Cycle Program

SUMMARY:  
A.R.S. 28-6352 (B) requires MAG to develop a budgeting process that ensures that the costs for the
arterial program do not exceed available revenues from the regional sales tax extension and MAG federal
funds.  The Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) provides a listing of 93 of the original 94 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) arterial projects and maintains the fiscal constraint of the life cycle program over
the remaining 20-year life cycle of the sales tax.  The projects follow the priorities established in the RTP.
In some cases, projects are advanced, deleted, deferred,  exchanged, split, or substituted per the ALCP
Policies and Procedures (Policies).  The ALCP represents a program that is fiscally balanced for each year. 

Since the economic downturn, which began in 2007, there have been significant reductions in program
revenues that required a portion of program reimbursements to be deferred to an unfunded year of the
program.  The most recent Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) forecast released by the Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT) in the Fall of 2011 indicated the continued decline of program
revenues, particularly in the first few years of the program. 

On May 22, 2012, MAG staff requested guidance from the ALCP Working Group on rebalancing the ALCP,
which faced a $40 million deficit of regional funds due to a continued decline in program revenues.  At the
meeting, the ALCP Working Group recommended to temporarily eliminate bonding and inflation to reduce
the debt service in the program.  After releasing a revised draft based on the direction received at the
meeting, MAG staff received multiple complaints about the programming of reimbursements in the draft.
On July 30, 2012, MAG staff conducted a second Working Group meeting to discuss the draft and address
member agency concerns.  At the meeting, MAG staff was directed to continue using the methodology
recommended by the participants at the May Working Group meeting.  

Please refer to the attached materials for additional information on the program deficit and rebalancing
process.  These materials  include (1) a memorandum addressing the FY 2013 Arterial Life Cycle Program
rebalancing process; (2) the program deficit memorandum sent to the ALCP Working Group on May 1,
2012, (3) the May 22, 2012, ALCP Working Group agenda, meeting summary, and attendance sheet, (4)
the Jul 30, 2012, ALCP Working Group attendance sheet, and (5) the Draft FY 2013 Arterial Life Cycle
Program.  

PUBLIC INPUT: 
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 ALCP meets the legal requirement of MAG for the arterial street
component of the RTP. If the proposed Draft FY 2013 ALCP is approved, it will allow jurisdictions and MAG
to complete Project Overviews, enter into Project Agreements and allow Lead Agencies to receive regional
reimbursements for FY 2013 ALCP Projects.



CONS: FY 2013 ALCP reimbursements and new project agreements will be put on hold until the program
can be regionally approved.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: MAG will have a current Life Cycle budget for the arterial portion of Proposition 400, which
totals about $1.78 billion.  This information also will be reflected in the MAG FY 2011-2015 TIP.

POLICY:  A.R.S. 28-6352 (B) requires that MAG develop a budgeting process for the arterial street
component of the RTP.

ACTION NEEDED: 
Recommend approval of (1) the Draft FY 2013 Arterial Life Cycle Program and (2) the amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and to the
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update, as appropriate.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item was recommended for approval on August 23, 2012, at the MAG Transportation Review
Committee TRC). The FY 2011-2015 TIP listing of the project changes has been added since the TRC
took action.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Scottsdale: David Meinhart, Chair

  Avondale: David Fitzhugh, Vice-Chair
  ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Floyd Roehrich
  Buckeye: Scott Lowe
  Chandler: Dan Cook for Patrice Kraus
  El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum for Lance Calvert
  Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
* Gila Bend: Eric Fitzer 
* Gila River: Doug Torres
  Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
  Glendale: Bob Darr for Terry Johnson
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
* Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes

  Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten 
Maricopa County: John Hauskins

  Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
  Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
  Peoria: Andrew Granger
  Phoenix: Rick Naimark
  Queen Creek: Troy White
  Surprise: Bob Beckley
  Tempe: Chad Heinrich
  Valley Metro: John Farry
  Wickenburg: Rick Austin
  Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
     Robinson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Charles Andrews, Avondale
* ITS Committee: Debbie Albert, Glendale  

Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Katherine
Coles, City of Phoenix 

*Transportation Safety Committee: Julian
Dresang, City of Tempe

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ Attended by Videoconference # Attended by Audioconference

CONTACT PERSON: 
Teri Kennedy, Transportation Improvement Program Manager, 602.254.6300, tkennedy@azmag.gov
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August 15, 2012 
 
 
TO:  Members of the Transportation Review Committee 
 
FROM:  Eric Anderson, MAG Transportation Director 
 
SUBJECT: DRAFT FISCAL YEAR 2013 ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM 
 
 
The Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) is the financial management tool for the arterial street component of 
the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and is updated annually to reflect current project information.  ALCP 
revenues and expenditures must be fiscally constrained, per Arizona Revised Statute 28-6352(B).  The Draft 
FY 2013 ALCP is fiscally constrained over the remaining period of the 20-year life cycle program using 
projected revenue streams of the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF), MAG Surface Transportation Program 
funds (STP-MAG), and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds. 
 
BACKGROUND 
The Arterial Life Cycle program is a component of the Proposition 400 Regional Transportation Plan that 
includes arterial street projects that total about $1.6 billion.  Funding for the ALCP is from three sources: 10.5 
percent of the one-half cent transportation sales tax (RARF), a portion of the federal highway funds from the 
Surface Transportation Program (STP), and a portion of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 
funds.  RARF funds comprise about 46.5 percent of the total ALCP funding, STP accounts for about 45.5 
percent of the total funding, and CMAQ makes up the remaining three percent. 
 
Arizona Revised Statues 28-6352 (B) requires that MAG have a budget process for the ALCP that ensures 
that the ALCP is financially balanced.  This budget process is referred to as the ALCP for the arterial street 
component of Proposition 400.  Since the economic downturn, which began in 2007, there have been 
significant reductions in the all three funding sources for the ALCP as Table 1 below shows.  The projection of 
the sales tax revenues for the ALCP over the 20-year life of the tax have been reduced by $529 million or 
40.9 percent. The federal highway STP funds included in the ALCP have also been reduced by $108 million, 
which is a 12.6 percent reduction from what was originally projected.  CMAQ funding is also lower by $51.9 
million, a reduction of 28.1 percent.  Overall, funding for the ALCP is $689 million lower for a reduction of 
29.5 percent of the program.  
 
      Table 1 

Revenue Source
2003 

Forecast

2012 

Forecast
Difference Percent

Sales Tax $1,292.80 $763.70 $529.10 40.90%

STP $855.70 $747.70 $108.00 12.60%

CMAQ $184.90 $133.00 $51.90 28.10%

Total $2,333.40 $1,644.40 $689.00 29.50%
 

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300      Phoenix, Arizona 85003
Phone (602) 254-6300     FAX (602) 254-6490
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In light of the significant reductions in funding, the ALCP program has been updated to reflect the lower 
funding levels.  Based on guidance from the Transportation Policy Committee and the ALCP Working Group, 
which is comprised of representatives of jurisdictions with ALCP projects, major changes were made in prior 
years, which moved many of the ALCP projects beyond the term of the Proposition 400 sales tax. 
 
PROGRAM DEFICIT AND REBALANCING EFFORTS 
On May 1, 2012, MAG staff disseminated a memorandum to the ALCP Working Group that discussed the 
current program deficit of $45 million in regional funds due to the continued decline of program revenues.  
The memorandum detailed three proposed scenarios to rebalance the program as well as the estimated 
ramifications of each scenario.  MAG staff also encouraged member agencies to develop and present 
alternative rebalancing scenarios.  (Please refer to Attachment One for a copy of the memorandum sent to 
the ALCP Working Group on May 1, 2012.)  On May 15, 2012, MAG staff provided the ALCP Working 
Group with illustrative drafts based on Scenario 2 and Scenario 3 presented in the May 1st memorandum1.   
 
On May 22, 2012, MAG staff conducted an ALCP Working Group meeting to discuss the program deficit and 
receive guidance from the ALCP Working Group on the preferred method to rebalance the ALCP.  At the 
meeting, all but one member agency recommended that MAG staff use Scenario 3 to rebalance the ALCP.  
Under Scenario 3, programmed reimbursements would not be inflated from 2011$ to 2012$ and bonding 
would not be used as a finance mechanism to advance reimbursements before program revenues were 
forecasted to be available.  By using Scenario 3, MAG staff would be able to eliminate the debt service 
associated with bonding and reduce the burden the inflation and bonding places on program revenues.  The 
ramifications of Scenario 3, as listed in the May 1st memorandum and as discussed at the ALCP Working 
Group meeting, were that programmed reimbursements would be deferred up to four to six years and that 
up to $5 million in programmed reimbursements may need to be eliminated from the program to restore the 
fiscal balance of the ALCP.   
 
On July 16, 2012, MAG staff released a revised draft of the FY2013, which had been rebalanced based on the 
guidance provided by participants of the ALCP Working Group meeting conducted on May 22, 2012.  MAG 
staff requested comments and revisions on the revised draft be submitted to the MAG no later than July 27, 
2012.  MAG staff received multiple requests from member agency staff to restore programmed 
reimbursements to the fiscal year(s) programmed in the approved FY2012 ALCP.  (Please refer to 
Attachment Two for a copy of the May 22nd agenda, meeting summary, and attendance sheet.) 
 
On July 30, 2012, MAG staff conducted a second ALCP Working Group meeting.  Initially, the draft ALCP 
was not on the Working Group meeting agenda.  However, MAG revised the agenda to include the 
reprogramming of the ALCP based on the negative feedback staff received on the rebalanced draft of the 
FY2013 ALCP.  At the meeting, all participants achieved a consensus that MAG staff should continue to use 
Scenario 3 to rebalance the program.  (Please see Attachment Three for the attendance sheet from the July 
30th meeting.) 
 
Since that time, comments were made on a number of projects with Maricopa County as the lead agency 
expressing concern about the proposed delay.  Written comments were also received from El Mirage and the 

                                                       
1 Copies of the illustrative drafts may be downloaded from the MAG website at 
http://azmag.gov/Administration/ALCP_Working_Group_Agendas_and_Memos.asp 



   

Salt River Pima Maricopa Indian Community expressing similar concerns about the delays proposed for certain 
Maricopa County projects.  MAG staff again received several requests to restore reimbursements to the fiscal 
years programmed in the FY2012 ALCP.  MAG staff reviewed the draft ALCP program again in light of the 
comments received and could not accommodate the requests to move the projects into an earlier year for 
reimbursement.   
 
For questions or comments, please contact myself or Teri Kennedy 602.254.6300.   



 
 
 
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
ATTACHMENT ONE 

 



 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
TO:   Members of ALCP Working Group 
  Members of the Transportation Review Committee 
 
FROM:  Christina Hopes, Transportation Planner II 
 
SUBJECT: DRAFT FISCAL YEAR 2013 ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM DEFICIT 
 
 
MAG Staff has received multiple requests that programmed reimbursements in the Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 
2013 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) be restored to the same fiscal years listed in the adopted FY2012 
ALCP.  Annually, MAG updates the ALCP based on revised revenue forecasts, program expenditures, and 
project schedule changes.  During the update process, reimbursements may shift due to availability of 
program funds1.  At this time, MAG is unable to accommodate requests to restore funding to the fiscal 
years listed in the adopted FY2012 ALCP due to a deficit of program funds. 
 
 
OVERVIEW 
Starting in FY2013, there is a deficit of program funds projected in the Arterial Life Cycle Program.  The 
deficit is the result of decline in anticipated revenues and an increase in program expenditures.  Figure 1 
illustrates the forecasted program deficit for the period between FY2013 and the expiration of the half-
cent transportation sales tax in FY2026.  

 
 
 

                                                       
1 Section 200.C of the ALCP Policies and Procedures adopted by the MAG Regional Council on December 9, 2009.  

FIGURE 1 

* Figure compares forecasted revenues to programmed reimbursements in the 
FY13 Draft ALCP.  Bonding not included in revenue calculations 



DECLINING REVENUES 
Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) collections have steadily declined over the last several years due to the 
state of the economy.  Decreased revenue collections resulted in a deficit of program funds in the Arterial 
Life Cycle Program (ALCP) and $201 million in programmed reimbursements were removed from the 
program to-date in an effort to 
restore the fiscal balance to the 
program.  In November 2011, the 
revised RARF revenue forecast was 
released and was incorporated into 
the revenue stream in the Draft 
FY2013 ALCP.  The revised forecast 
indicated the continued decline in 
revenue collections, which resulted in 
an immediate negative impact on the 
program.   
 
For the last several years, actual 
revenue collections have been below 
the forecasted amounts.  Figure 2 
illustrates the forecasted and actual 
RARF revenue collection between FY 
2009 and March 2012. 

 
INCREASED EXPENDITURES 
The Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) adopted in 2003 established the 
regional reimbursements for projects 
programmed in the ALCP.  Original 
project budgets were expressed in 
2002 dollars.  During the annual 
update, MAG Staff inflates remaining 
budgets carried forward to the next 
year to account for the past year’s 
inflation2.  Inflating programmed 
reimbursements increases program 
expenditures.   
 
Over the past few years, inflation has 
steadily increased while program 
revenues have steadily decreased.  In 
2011 and 2012, programmed 
reimbursements were inflated an 
average of 2.5%.  Figure 3 illustrates 
the difference between anticipated 
program revenues from all sources 
(RARF, STP, CMAQ) and programmed 
expenditures in the Draft FY2013 ALCP.   
 
 
 

                                                       
2 Per Section 240 of the ALCP Policies and Procedures adopted by the MAG Regional Council on December 9, 2009.  

FIGURE 2 

FIGURE 3



DECREASED BONDING CAPACITY 
MAG Staff rebalances the ALCP annually to ensure the fiscal constraint of the program.  The rebalancing 
process includes a review of the program cashflow, which is affected by actual/forecasted revenues, 
reimbursements paid, programmed reimbursement, bond funds, and debt service payments.  The 
decrease in forecasted revenues reduced the bonding capacity in the program.  Historically, bonding has 
been a key element to avoid deferring programmed reimbursements to a later year in the program.   
 
REBALANCING EFFORTS 
MAG delayed the release of draft of the FY13 ALCP while staff actively worked on strategies to maintain 
the fiscal balance of the program.  After extensive analysis, MAG decided to release the draft, which is 
not fiscally balanced, for member agency review.  Three scenarios to balance the draft have been 
developed and are discussed below.  
 

Scenario 1: Bonding & Inflation 
Bonding is one finance mechanisms used by MAG Staff to advance programmed reimbursements in 
the ALCP.  However, the debt service associated with bonding places a burden on program 
revenues since the interest cost for the bonds are an additional cost to the ALCP.  Annually, MAG 
Staff programmed reimbursements are adjusted to keep up with inflation.  In the last two years, 
programmed reimbursements have been inflated an average of 2.5% annually.  Inflation also 
places a burden on programmed revenues.  Under Scenario 1, MAG would use bonding to advance 
programmed reimbursements to the greatest extent possible.  It should be noted that 
programmed reimbursements would be deferred due to a deficit of program funds under this 
option.  In addition, $30-45 million would need to be removed from the program to restore the 
balance of program funds.  

 
Scenario 2: No Bonding  
The debt service associated with bonding places a burden on program revenues.  Under Scenario 
2, debt service expense would be eliminated.  Lead Agencies can anticipate programmed 
reimbursements to be deferred between four to six years on average under this Scenario.  In 
addition, $10-15 million in programmed reimbursements would need to be deferred from the 
program to restore the fiscal balance of the ALCP.     

 
Scenario 3: No Bonding & No Inflation 
Annually, MAG Staff programmed reimbursements are adjusted to keep up with inflation.  
Scenario 3 would operate the same as Scenario 2; however, programmed reimbursements would 
not be adjusted for inflation.  Under this Scenario, reimbursements would be deferred to a lesser 
extent than Scenario 2 because the burden on the program would be reduced.  It is estimated that 
up to $5 million in programmed may need to be removed from the program to restore the fiscal 
balance to the ALCP.   
 

The ALCP is funded from three revenue sources:  the half-cent sales tax (RARF), Surface Transportation 
Program Funds, and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program Funds.  During each annual update, the 
funding sources assigned to reimbursements may change in an effort to maximize the use of available 
resources.  All programmed reimbursements, regardless of funding source, will be affected by the 
preferred Scenario recommended by the ALCP Working Group.   
 
ALCP WORKING GROUP MEETING 
On May 22, 2012, MAG Staff will conduct an ALCP Working Group meeting to discuss proposed scenarios to 
balance the Draft FY2013 Arterial Life Cycle Program.  Member Agencies are encouraged to develop and 
propose alternative scenarios to balance the program.   
 
Please contact me with any questions or concerns at (602) 254-6300 or chopes@azmag.gov. 
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM WORKING GROUP MEETING 
 
 
 

DATE:   Tuesday, May 22, 2012 

TIME:  1:30 p.m. 

WHERE:   MAG Regional Meeting Center, Suite 200 – Ironwood Room 
    302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix 

 
 
 

AGENDA  

 

I. INTRODUCTIONS 

 

II. FY2013 ALCP PROGRAM DEFICIT 

A. Actual and Forecasted Revenues 

B. Programmed Expenditures 

 

III. PROPOSED SCENARIOS 

A. Scenario 1: Bonding & Inflation 

B. Scenario 2: No Bonding 

C. Scenario 3:  No Bonding & No Inflation 

D. Alternative Scenarios 

1. Bonding & No Inflation  

 

IV. PROGRAMMING REIMBURSEMENTS 

A. Methods applied by MAG  

B. Alternative methods proposed by Member Agencies 

 

V. NEXT STEPS 

A. Revised FY2012 Program Deadlines 

 

VI. CLOSING COMMENTS OR SUGGESTIONS 
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM WORKING GROUP MEETING 
MAG Regional Meeting Center, Suite 200 – Ironwood Room 

Tuesday, May 22, 2012 - 1:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 
 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 

 

INTRODUCTIONS 

 See Appendix for attendees 

 

FY2013 ALCP PROGRAM DEFICIT 

Actual and Forecasted Revenues 

 RARF revenue forecast released in the Fall 2011 projected a decrease in program 
revenues. 

 Federal fund stream in the program was updated.  The amount of available funds for the 
program decreased. 

 For the last several years, actual revenue collections have been below the forecasted 
amounts. 

 

Programmed Expenditures 

 Inflation has averaged 2.4 percent over the last two years. 

 Inflation required per the ALCP Policies and Procedures adopted on December 9, 2009. 

 Actual/Forecasted revenues have not kept up with inflation.  The result is an increased 
burden on the fiscal balance of the program. 

 Cashflow discussion 

o Failure to reimburse projects has a slight negative impact due to inflation 
increasing program expenditures 

o No negative fiscal impact if reimbursements are not inflated 

 

Fiscal Balance 

 Required under state law 

 Bonding used to finance program 

 Bonding allows for reimbursements to be programmed before revenues are expected 

 Debt service from bonding is the biggest burden on the program 

 Historically, MAG has not bonding in the first two years of the program because we have 
had a chronic issue with agencies deferring reimbursements for the current fiscal year 
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programmed for reimbursement.  No need to bond in the current year if we are not 
expending all the revenues on hand.  

 

Proposition 400 Audit 

 In January 2012, MAG Staff suspended Major Project Changes, as requested by the audit, 
until additional evaluation criteria could be identified. 

 Additional reporting requirements.   

o Sign-in at Working Group meetings is required 

 

PROPOSED SCENARIOS 

Scenario 1: Bonding & Inflation 

 Bonding used to advance programmed reimbursements to the greatest extent possible.   

 Programmed reimbursements would be deferred due to a deficit of program funds under 
this option; however, the deferrals would be less severe than Scenarios 2 &3.   

 $30-45 million would need to be removed from the program to restore the balance of 
program funds. 

 MAG Staff would coordinate with Lead Agency Staff on the projects to unfunded to 
restore the balance.  

 Funds would be removed from each Phase of the program to minimize the shifting of 
reimbursements.  

 

Unfunded Reimbursements 

 Over $196 million removed from the program to date 

 An extensive reprogramming occurred last year 

 Lead Agencies were encouraged to reprogram projects based on priorities 

 Each Agency was required to reduce program reimbursements based on their share (%) of 
the program 

o Agency shares have changed based on transfers of Lead Agency responsibilities 

o Some agencies reduced more/less than their share due to the transfer of Lead 
Agency responsibilities.  How to address? Suggestions included: 

 Leave as is 

 Recalculate based on current share 

 For multi-jurisdictional projects, split deferrals based on shares 

 No consensus made during meeting.  Agencies to submit additional 
comments/ideas to MAG Staff. 
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Scenario 2: No Bonding 

 Debt service expense from bonding would be eliminated.   

 Illustrative scenario sent to Working Group to demonstrate impacts of scenario. 

 Memo sent to Lead Agencies stated that deferrals would be four to six years on average.  
Actual shift was closer to two to four years.  

 $10 million would need to be deferred from the program to restore the fiscal balance of 
the ALCP.     

 

Scenario 3:  No Bonding & No Inflation 

 Scenario 3 would operate the same as Scenario 2; however, programmed reimbursements 
would not be adjusted for inflation.   

 Illustrative scenario sent to Working Group to demonstrate impacts of scenario. 

 Reimbursements would be deferred to a lesser extent than Scenario 2 because the 
burden on the program would be reduced.   

 No additional funds would be deferred to an unfunded year of the program 

 

Alternative Scenarios 

 Reduced all reimbursements by the percentage necessary to rebalance the program 

o Group decided not to use this scenario 

 

Comments 

 General consensus was to use Scenario 3 to rebalance the program 

 Suggestion to review the issue of inflating the reimbursements when forecasted revenues 
improve 

 MAG Staff will present proposed scenario to the Transportation Policy Committee for 
policy guidance 

 MAG will release a revised draft of the ALCP based on TPC direction 

 Estimated approval of the FY13 ALCP slated for August/September committee cycle 

 Draft program will be presented to the Transportation Review Committee, Management 
Committee, Transportation Policy Committee, and Regional Council for approval 

 

PROGRAMMING REIMBURSEMENTS 

Methods applied by MAG  

 Based on available revenues 

 Agency priorities and previous programming taken into consideration 
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 MAG solicits input from Agencies on proposed draft 

 Exchanges encourage to meet agency needs 

 

Alternative methods proposed by Member Agencies 

 None 

 

NEXT STEPS 

Revised FY2012 Program Deadlines 

 MAG Staff will release a revised program schedule for FY2012 based on the Working 
Group’s input on the preferred rebalancing scenario 

 Due dates and deadlines will be shifted 

 Approval of the Draft FY2013 is estimated for the August/September 2012 Committee 
cycle 

 

Future Working Group Meetings 

 Several Working Group meetings will be scheduled throughout calendar year 2012.  Items 
to be discussed include: 

o Congestion Management Process (CMP) 

 Process will be used to evaluate changes to the ALCP  

 CMP workgroup held first meeting April 26 after TRC, Next meeting June 
28. 

 ALCP Working Group can review criteria currently in CMP Report/Tool and 
make recommendations  

o Project Change Requests 

 Needs to be revised based on Proposition 400 audit recommendations 

o Revisions to the ALCP Policies and Procedures 

 Have not be revised since 2009 

o RARF Closeout 

 Lead Agencies have requested that policies and procedures for RARF 
Closeout be reviewed and revised 

 Concerns expressed about prioritization 

 

CLOSING COMMENTS OR SUGGESTIONS 

None  
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DRAFT FY 2013 Arterial Life Cycle Program

RTP Project RTP Code
 Remaining 

Regional Budget 
(FY12) 

 Unfunded Due 
to Deficit 

 Project Savings 
Reallocation 

 Spent in 
FY2012 

 Remaining 
Regional Budget 

(FY13) 
Fund Type Work Phase FY for Work

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13 FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 FY26 UNFUNDED

                 
CHANDLER      

Arizona Ave at Chandler Blvd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-ARZ-30-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -     

RARF DES 2004   0.189   

RARF ROW 2005   1.013   

RARF CONST 2006   2.380   

Arizona Ave at Elliot Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-ARZ-10-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DES 2003     0.215

RARF ROW 2006     0.314

RARF CONST 2006     2.682

Arizona Ave at Ray Rd: 
I t ti  I t

AII-ARZ-20-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

PHASE IVPHASE I PHASE IIIPHASE II

Intersection Improvements
$ $ $ $ $

RARF DES 2005  0.188    

RARF ROW 2006  0.660    

RARF CONST 2007  2.616    

Arizona Ave: Ocotillo Rd 
to Hunt Hwy

ACI-ARZ-10-03  $       4,433,096  $      3,017,765  $                    -  $                    -  $      4,433,096      

STP-MAG DES 2021/2022     0.642 0.642

STP-MAG ROW 2022/2023     0.560 0.560

STP-MAG CONST 2023/2024     1.015 1.015 3.018

Chandler Blvd at Alma School 
Rd: Intersection Improvements

AII-CHN-10-03  $       2,871,729  $         941,543  $                    -  $                    -  $      2,871,729      

RARF DES 2008-2012    0.235 0.135 0.089 0.266

RARF ROW 2009, 2014    0.016 0.339 0.327

RARF CONST 2015     1.335 0.942

RARF SAVE 2016 0.605

Chandler Blvd at Dobson Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-CHN-20-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DES 2007-2009  0.017 0.041 0.139  

RARF ROW 2007 2010   0 026 0 837 1 013RARF ROW 2007-2010   0.026 0.837 1.013

RARF CONST 2010-2012    0.427

Chandler Blvd at Kyrene Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-CHN-30-03  $                  -    $      3,775,521  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -    

CMAQ DES 2026      0.503

CMAQ ROW 2026      0.506

CMAQ CONST 2026/2027      2.767

Gilbert Rd: SR-202L to Hunt 
Hwy

ACI-GIL-10-03  $   21,143,121  $      1,769,620  $                    -  $      2,499,527  $     18,643,594      

Gilbert Rd: SR-202L/Germann 
Rd to Queen Creek Rd

ACI-GIL-10-03-A RARF DES 2008/2009     0.327

RARF ROW 2008/2009     0.715

RARF CONST 2008-2010     5.036 0.674

Gilbert Rd:  Queen Creek 
Rd to Hunt Hwy

ACI-GIL-10-03-B RARF DES 2010-2012 1.774

RARF ROW 2011-2013 0.052 1.418

Gilbert Rd: Queen Creek 
Rd to Ocotillo Rd

ACI-GIL-10-03-C RARF CONST 2012/2013 5.669 1.869

Gilbert Rd: Ocotillo Rd to 
Chandler Heights

ACI-GIL-10-03-D RARF CONST 2013/2014 3.160 3.000

Gilbert Rd: Chandler Heights 
Rd to Riggs Rd

ACI-GIL-10-03-E RARF CONST 2015/2016      1.000 0.764 0.885

Gilbert Rd: Riggs Rd to
to Hunt Hwy

ACI-GIL-10-03-F STP-MAG CONST 2018/2019      1.764 0.885

Kyrene Rd at Ray Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-KYR-10-03  $       3,775,192  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,775,192      

CMAQ DES 2022      0.181

CMAQ ROW 2023      0.572

CMAQ CONST 2024/2025      1.511 1.511

Price Rd Extension Replacement 
Projects

ACI-PRC-10-03  $     43,589,385  $      1,407,736  $                    -  $      3,052,965  $     40,536,420 

Chandler Heights Rd: Arizona 
Ave to McQueen Rd

ACI-PRC-10-03-A  $                  -   STP-MAG DES 2022 0.788

STP-MAG ROW 2022/2023 0.551 0.551

STP-MAG CONST 2022-2024 2.912 2.524
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DRAFT FY 2013 Arterial Life Cycle Program

RTP Project RTP Code
 Remaining 

Regional Budget 
(FY12) 

 Unfunded Due 
to Deficit 

 Project Savings 
Reallocation 

 Spent in 
FY2012 

 Remaining 
Regional Budget 

(FY13) 
Fund Type Work Phase FY for Work

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13 FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 FY26 UNFUNDED

                 
PHASE IVPHASE I PHASE IIIPHASE II

Chandler Heights Rd: 
McQueen Rd to Gilbert Rd

ACI-PRC-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2019 0.601

STP-MAG ROW 2020/2021 1.002 1.002

STP-MAG CONST 2021/2022 2.065 1.865

McQueen Rd: Ocotillo Rd to 
Riggs Rd

ACI-PRC-10-03-C RARF DES 2011/2012 0.137

RARF ROW 2012/2013 0.930 0.930

RARF CONST 2016-2018 3.243 1.243

Ocotillo Rd: Arizona Ave 
to McQueen Rd

ACI-PRC-10-03-D RARF DES 2012/2013 0.260 0.260

RARF ROW 2012/2013 0.339 0.339 0.669

STP-MAG CONST 2014 4.356 0.479

Ocotillo Rd: Cooper 
Rd t  Gilb t Rd

ACI-PRC-10-03-E STP-MAG DES 2021 0.633
Rd to Gilbert Rd

STP-MAG ROW 2022 1.646

STP-MAG CONST 2023/2024 2.110 2.110

Price Rd at Germann Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-PRC-10-03-F STP-MAG DES 2019 0.364

STP-MAG ROW 2020 0.511

STP-MAG CONST 2020/2021 1.333 0.969

Price Rd at Queen Creek Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-PRC-10-03-G STP-MAG DES 2019 0.518

STP-MAG ROW 2020 1.141

STP-MAG CONST 2020/2021 1.781 1.781

Price Rd: Santan Fwy 
to Germann Rd

ACI-PRC-10-03-H RARF DES 2005 0.172

RARF CONST 2008 2.881

Ray Rd at Alma School Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-RAY-10-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DES 2008/2009   0.137 0.217

RARF ROW 2009/2010    1.863

RARF CONST 2011/2012     RARF CONST 2011/2012     

Ray Rd at Dobson Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-RAY-20-03  $       6,717,544  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      6,717,544      

STP-MAG DES 2017      0.959

STP-MAG ROW 2018      1.031

STP-MAG CONST 2019/2020      1.364 3.364

Ray Rd at McClintock Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-RAY-40-03  $       5,646,238  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      5,646,238      

STP-MAG DES 2009, 2015      0.605

STP-MAG ROW 2016      0.889

STP-MAG CONST 2017/2018      3.226 0.927

Ray Rd at Rural Rd: Intersection 
Improvements

AII-RAY-50-03  $       3,775,192  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,775,192      

CMAQ DES 2023      0.191

CMAQ ROW 2024      0.546

CMAQ CONST 2025      3.039

CHANDLER/GILBERT      

Queen Creek Rd: Arizona Ave 
to Higley Rd

ACI-QNC-10-03  $   20,771,426  $      5,112,093  $     (2,430,629)  $     10,893,193  $      7,447,604      

Queen Creek Rd: Arizona Ave 
to McQueen Rd (CHN)

ACI-QNC-10-03-A RARF DES 2005-2008    0.307  

RARF ROW 2005-2008    1.393  

RARF CONST 2008/2009    3.972  

Queen Creek Rd: McQueen Rd 
to Gilbert Rd (CHN)

ACI-QNC-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2018      0.584 0.584

STP-MAG ROW 2019      0.787 0.787

STP-MAG CONST 2020/2021      3.213 2.864 3.741

Queen Creek Rd: Val Vista 
Dr to Higley Rd (GIL)

ACI-QNC-10-03-C RARF DES 2010/2011      1.346

RARF ROW 2010/2011      1.072

RARF CONST 2011/2012      8.474

RARF SAVE 2015

Reallocated $130,145 in 
project savings to 
AIIGUD3003 and $2,300,484 
in savings to ACIGER2003B
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El Mirage Rd: Northern Ave to 
Bell Rd (Phase I)

ACI-ELM-20-03  $     23,212,934  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     23,212,934 

RARF DCR 1.105 0.342

El Mirage Rd: Bell 
Rd to Picerne Dr (MC)

ACI-ELM-20-03-A RARF DES 2011/2012

RARF ROW 2011-2013

RARF CONST 2013/2014

El Mirage Rd: Northern to 
Cactus (MC)

ACI-ELM-20-03-B RARF DES 2012/2013 1.140

El Mirage Rd: Cactus to Grand & 
Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage to 

Grand (ELM)
ACI-ELM-20-03-C RARF DES 2012/2013 1.788

EL MIRAGE/MARICOPA COUNTY

El Mirage Rd: Northern 
Ave to Peoria Ave (MC)

ACI-ELM-20-03-D RARF ROW 2013/2014 1.034 1.034

RARF CONST 2014/2015 3.894 3.894

Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage Rd to 
Grand Avenue (ELM)

ACI-ELM-20-03-E RARF ROW 2013 0.352

RARF CONST 2014/2015 0.500 1.965

El Mirage Rd: Peoria 
Ave to Cactus Rd (ELM)

ACI-ELM-20-03-F RARF ROW 2013 2.176

RARF CONST 2014/2015 1.718 3.718

El Mirage Rd: Northern Ave to 
Bell Rd (Phase II)

ACI-ELM-30-03  $     13,552,916  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     13,552,916 RARF

El Mirage Rd: Cactus to Grand 
Avenue (ELM)

ACI-ELM-30-03-A RARF ROW 2016/2017 2.383

RARF CONST 2018/2019 5.024 6.146

El Mirage Rd:  Grand Avenue to 
Picerne Drive

ACI-ELM-30-03-B RARF DES 2031

RARF CONST 2031

FOUNTAIN HILLS      

Shea Blvd: Palisades Blvd to 
Cereus Wash

ACI-SHA-10-03  $     5,103,307  $         691,851  $                    -  $           67,274  $      5,036,033      
Cereus Wash

Shea Blvd: Palisades Blvd 
to Fountain Hills Blvd

ACI-SHA-10-03-A RARF DES 2009/2010    0.248

Shea Blvd: Technology 
Dr to Cereus Wash

ACI-SHA-10-03-B RARF DES 2009-2012    0.064 0.056 0.033 0.067 0.081

RARF ROW 2012/2013    0.021

RARF CONST 2012/2013     0.709 0.500 1.594

Shea Blvd: Palisades Blvd 
to Technology Dr

ACI-SHA-10-03-C RARF DES 2018-2020      0.554

RARF ROW 2019/2020      0.135

RARF CONST 2020/2021      0.176 1.266 0.692

GILBERT      

Elliot Rd at Cooper Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-ELT-30-03  $       4,140,267  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      4,140,267      

CMAQ DES 2015/2016      0.492

CMAQ ROW 2015/2016      0.840

CMAQ CONST 2016/2017      1.808 1.000

Elliot Rd at Gilbert Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-ELT-40-03  $       3,775,172  $      3,600,212  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,775,172      

CMAQ DES 2016/2017      0.250 0.242Q

CMAQ ROW 2017/2018      0.420 0.420

CMAQ CONST 2018/2019      0.681 1.762 3.600

Elliot Rd at Greenfield Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-ELT-10-03  $       3,774,218  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,774,218      

CMAQ DES 2017/2018      0.251

CMAQ ROW 2018/2019      1.734

CMAQ CONST 2019/2020      1.789

Elliot Rd at Higley Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-ELT-20-03  $       3,775,192  $      1,136,823  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,775,192      

RARF DES 2018/2019      0.404

RARF ROW 2019/2020      0.644

RARF CONST 2020/2021      1.364 1.364 1.137

Elliot Rd at Val Vista Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-ELT-50-03  $       3,775,192  $         699,021  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,775,192      

RARF DES 2017/2018      0.109 0.109

RARF ROW 2018/2019      0.380 0.380
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RARF CONST 2019/2020      1.399 1.399 0.699

Germann Rd: Gilbert Rd to 
Power Rd

ACI-GER-20-03  $     20,800,324  $      1,458,151  $      2,300,484  $                    -  $     23,100,808      

Germann Rd: Gilbert Rd 
to Val Vista Dr

ACI-GER-20-03-A   RARF DES 2017/2018      0.337 0.337

  RARF ROW 2018/2019      0.216 0.816

  RARF CONST 2019/2020      2.621 0.959 1.458

Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr 
to Higley Rd

ACI-GER-20-03-B   RARF DES 2013      0.879

  RARF ROW 2013/2014      1.006 1.206

  RARF CONST 2014/2015      2.407 2.407 4.514

  RARF SAVE 2021 2.269 3.128

Greenfield Rd: Elliot Rd to Ray 
Rd

ACI-GRN-10-03  $       3,775,173  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,775,173      

Received $2,300,484 in 
project savings from 
ACIQNC1003C

Rd
$ , , $ $ $ $ , ,

  RARF DES 2017/2018      0.419

  RARF ROW 2018/2019      0.801 0.801

  RARF CONST 2019/2020      0.877 0.877

Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-GUD-30-03  $       4,672,646  $                    -  $         130,145  $                    -  $      4,802,791     

RARF DES 2012/2013    0.357 0.585

RARF ROW 2012    0.020 0.700

RARF CONST 2012/2013    0.009 1.500 2.018

Guadalupe Rd at Gilbert Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-GUD-40-03  $       3,774,919  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,774,919     

RARF DES 2013     0.492

RARF ROW 2013/2014     0.508 0.332

RARF CONST 2014/2015     2.443

Guadalupe Rd at Greenfield Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-GUD-10-03  $       2,992,255  $      1,919,430  $                    -  $                    -  $      2,992,255     

CMAQ DES 2021/2022     0.144 0.144

CMAQ ROW 2022/2023     0.273 0.273

CMAQ CONST 2023/2024      1 080 1 080 1 919

Received $130,145 in 
project savings from 
ACIQNC1003C

CMAQ CONST 2023/2024      1.080 1.080 1.919

Guadalupe Rd at Power Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-GUD-20-03  $       2,378,665  $      3,901,107  $                    -  $                    -  $      2,378,665      

RARF DES 2021/2022      

RARF ROW 2022/2023      

CMAQ CONST 2023/2024`      2.379 3.901

Guadalupe Rd at Val Vista Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-GUD-50-03  $       3,775,192  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,775,192      

CMAQ DES 2018/2019      0.239

CMAQ ROW 2019/2020      0.883

CMAQ CONST 2020/2021      2.653

Ray Rd: Val Vista Dr to Power 
Rd

ACI-RAY-10-03  $     16,683,077  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     16,683,077      

STP-MAG DES 2018 1.992

STP-MAG ROW 2018/2019 2.639 1.009

STP-MAG CONST 2019/2020 3.508 3.536 2.027

STP-MAG SAVE 2026 1.973

Ray Rd at Gilbert Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-RAY-30-03  $                  -    $      3,774,710  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DES 2021/2022      0.208

RARF ROW 2022/2023      0.968

RARF CONST 2023/2024      2.599

Val Vista Dr: Warner Rd to 
Pecos Rd

ACI-VAL-20-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DES 2004  0.600    

RARF ROW 2005  1.248    

RARF CONST 2005/2006  1.616 6.934   

Warner Rd at Cooper Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-WNR-10-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DES 2008    0.514 0.064

RARF ROW 2009/2010    0.585 0.049

RARF CONST 2009/2010    0.205 2.283

Warner Rd at Greenfield Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-WRN-20-03  $       3,774,768  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,774,768      

CMAQ DES 2019/2020      0.334
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CMAQ ROW 2020      1.025

CMAQ CONST 2020/2021      1.208 1.208

     

Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 
Chandler Heights

ACI-PWR-10-03  $     15,447,938  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     15,447,938     

Power Rd at Pecos Rd: 
Intersection Improvements 

(GIL)
ACI-PWR-10-03-A RARF DES 2008    0.064

RARF ROW 2008/2009    0.048

RARF CONST 2008    5.032

Power Rd: Santan Fwy 
to Pecos Rd (MES)

ACI-PWR-10-03-B RARF DES 2010-2012    1.280

RARF ROW 2010-2012    2.210

GILBERT/MARICOPA COUNTY/MESA/QUEEN CREEK

RARF CONST 2012/2013    4.700 7.257

Power Rd: Pecos Rd 
to Chandler Heights (GIL)

ACI-PWR-10-03-C RARF DES 2022/2023     

RARF ROW 2023/2024     

RARF CONST 2024/2025      

Power Rd: Baseline Rd to 
Santan Fwy

ACI-PWR-20-03  $       8,192,650  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      8,192,650      

Power Rd: East Maricopa 
Floodway to Santan Fwy/Loop 

202 (MES)
ACI-PWR-20-03-A RARF PRE DES/ DES

2008-2010, 
2016

   0.536

RARF ROW 2017    2.234

RARF CONST 2018    2.711 2.711

Power Rd: Baseline Rd to East 
Maricopa Floodway (MC)

ACI-PWR-20-03-B RARF DES 2007    0.251  

RARF ROW 2007    2.627  

RARF CONST 2008/2009    4.882  

MARICOPA COUNTY      

Dobson Rd: Bridge over Salt 
River

ACI-DOB-10-03  $     18,632,403  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     18,632,403      
River

DCR 2009      

STP-MAG DES 2016/2017      

STP-MAG ROW 2017/2018      9.740 3.000

STP-MAG CONST 2018/2019      2.946 2.946

El Mirage Rd: Bell Rd to Jomax 
Rd

ACI-ELM-10-03  $     9,725,247  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      9,725,247      

El Mirage Rd: Bell Rd 
to Deer Valley Drive

ACI-ELM-10-03-A RARF DES 2006-2009      0.604

RARF ROW 2003-2007      1.036

RARF CONST 2010/2011      2.561 4.863 4.863

El Mirage Rd: L303 to Jomax ACI-ELM-10-03-C RARF DES 2024      

RARF ROW 2025      

RARF CONST 2026/2027      

El Mirage Rd: Deer 
Valley Dr to L303

ACI-ELM-10-03-D RARF DES 2008     0.577

RARF ROW 2009 1.167

RARF CONST 2009     3.790

Gilbert Rd: Bridge over Salt 
River

ACI-GIL-20-03  $     14,004,747  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     14,004,747      

RARF STUDY 2009      

RARF EA 2009      

STP-MAG DES 2013/2014      1.673

STP-MAG ROW 2014/2015      2.057

STP-MAG CONST 2015/2016      3.137 7.137

Jomax Rd: SR-303L to Sun 
Valley Parkway 

ACI-JMX-10-03  $       6,830,090  $     17,761,177  $                    -  $                    -  $      6,830,090      

RARF ROW 2026      6.830 17.761

McKellips Rd: Bridge over Salt 
River

ACI-MCK-30-03  $                  -    $     14,004,748  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DCR 2009      

RARF EA 2025/2026      

STP-MAG ROW 2026/2027      2.680

STP-MAG CONST 2027/2028      11.325

McKellips Rd: Loop 101 to 
SRP-MIC/Alma School Rd

ACI-MCK-40-03  $     22,884,760  $     14,567,434  $                    -  $                    -  $     22,884,760      
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RARF PRE-DES 2009      

STP-MAG DES 2017/2018      0.526

STP-MAG ROW 2017/2018      0.800

STP-MAG CONST 2018/2019      5.290 2.000

STP-MAG SAVE 2020      6.830 4.000 3.439 14.567

Northern Pkwy: Sarival to 
Grand (Phase I)

ACI-NOR-30-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

Northern Parkway: 
Sarival to Dysart

ACI-NOR-30-03-A STP-MAG PRE-DES 2003-2011

STP-MAG DES 2011/2012 3.197

STP-MAG ROW 2010/2011 7.000

STP-MAG CONST 2011-2013 9.396 38.025

Northern Parkway: 
ROW P t ti

ACI-NOR-30-03-B STP-MAG ROW 2003-2011 2.601
ROW Protection

Northern Pkwy: Sarival to 
Grand (Phase II)

ACI-NOR-10-03  $   87,951,211  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,300,674  $     84,650,537 

Northern Pkwy: Sarival to 
Grand (Phase II)

ACI-NOR-10-03

Northern Parkway: 
Sarival to Dysart

ACI-NOR-10-03-A STP-MAG CONST 2012/2013 0.496 2.410

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart to 111th

ACI-NOR-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2012-2014 1.770 0.651

STP-MAG ROW 2012-2014 0.687 2.000 3.341

STP-MAG CONST 2014/2015 5.530 4.940 7.828

Northern Parkway: Reems and 
Litchfield Overpasses

ACI-NOR-10-03-C STP-MAG DES 2012/2013 0.348

STP-MAG CONST 2013/2014 2.000 4.866

Northern Parkway: Northern 
Ave at Loop 101

ACI-NOR-10-03-D STP-MAG DES 2014/2015 1.101

STP-MAG ROW 2015 2.340

STP-MAG CONST 2016 2.008 3.000

Northern Parkway: 
Dysart Overpass

ACI-NOR-10-03-E STP-MAG DES 2014-2016 0.200 2.449
Dysart Overpass

STP-MAG CONST 2017 10.000 10.707

Northern Parkway: 
ROW Protection

ACI-NOR-10-03-F STP-MAG ROW 2016/2017 0.700 0.700

Northern Parkway: 
Interim Construction

ACI-NOR-10-03-G STP-MAG CONST 2018-2020 13.081 2.079 2.720

Northern Pkwy: Sarival to 
Grand (Phase III)

ACI-NOR-20-03  $   88,566,018  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     88,566,018 

Northern Parkway: El Mirage 
Alternative Access

ACI-NOR-20-03-A STP-MAG DES 2018 0.174

STP-MAG ROW 2018 0.564

STP-MAG CONST 2019 2.177

Northern Parkway: 
El Mirage Overpass

ACI-NOR-20-03-B STP-MAG DES 2019 1.594

STP-MAG CONST 2020 8.922 11.000

Northern Parkway: 
Agua Fria to 111th

ACI-NOR-20-03-C STP-MAG DES 2020 0.228

STP-MAG CONST 2021 2.589

Northern Parkway: 
111th to 107th

ACI-NOR-20-03-D STP-MAG DES 2021 0.912

STP-MAG ROW 2022 3.112

STP-MAG CONST 2023 11.399

Northern Parkway: 
107th to 99th

ACI-NOR-20-03-E STP-MAG DES 2022 1.048

STP-MAG ROW 2023 7.046

STP-MAG CONST 2024 12.478

Northern Parkway: 
Loop 101 to 91st 

ACI-NOR-20-03-F STP-MAG DES 2023 0.229

STP-MAG ROW 2024 0.505

STP-MAG CONST 2025 2.841

Northern Pkwy: 91st to Grand 
Ave Intersection Improvements

ACI-NOR-20-03-G STP-MAG CONST 2025 5.907

Northern Parkway: 
ROW Protection

ACI-NOR-20-03-H CMAQ ROW 2021-2025
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Northern Parkway: 
Ultimate Construction

ACI-NOR-20-03-I STP-MAG CONST 2025      4.280 11.560

MESA      

Baseline Rd: Power Rd to 
Meridian Rd

ACI-BSL-10-03  $   18,296,707  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     18,296,707      

Baseline Rd: Power 
Rd to Ellsworth Rd

ACI-BSL-10-03-A STP-MAG DES 2014      0.915

STP-MAG ROW 2015      2.743

STP-MAG CONST 2016      5.278

Baseline Rd: Ellsworth 
Rd to Meridian Rd

ACI-BSL-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2015      0.914

STP-MAG ROW 2016      2.743

STP-MAG CONST 2017      5.704

Broadway Rd: Dobson 
to Country Club Dr

ACI-BDW-10-03  $       3,751,357  $      4,741,440  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,751,357     

RARF PRE-DES
2008, 2010, 

2017
  0.080 0.001 0.134

RARF DES 2017    0.884 0.376

RARF ROW 2018    1.576 1.151

RARF CONST 2019    1.157 3.215

Country Club Dr at University 
Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-CCB-10-03  $       8,325,007  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      8,325,007     

STP-MAG PRE-DES 2016     0.067

STP-MAG DES 2017/2018     0.070 0.070

STP-MAG ROW 2018     2.484

STP-MAG CONST 2019      5.633

Country Club at Brown Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-CCB-20-03  $       4,029,722  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      4,029,722      

CMAQ DES 2017      0.362

CMAQ ROW 2018      1.168

CMAQ CONST 2019      2.500

Crismon Rd: Broadway Rd to Crismon Rd: Broadway Rd to 
Germann Rd

ACI-CRS-10-03  $   24,732,191  $      9,918,681  $                    -  $                    -  $     24,732,191      

Crismon Rd: Broadway Rd 
to Guadalupe Rd

ACI-CRS-10-03-A RARF DES 2027      1.254

RARF ROW 2028      3.762

RARF CONST 2029      4.903

Crismon Rd: Guadalupe 
Rd to Ray Rd

ACI-CRS-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2023      1.216

STP-MAG ROW 2024      3.893

STP-MAG CONST 2025      3.300 3.997

Crismon Rd: Ray Rd 
to Germann Rd

ACI-CRS-10-03-C STP-MAG DES 2015      1.217

STP-MAG ROW 2016      3.645

STP-MAG CONST 2017      4.200 3.264

Dobson Rd at Guadalupe Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-DOB-10-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF PRE-DES 2008   0.072  

RARF DES 2008-2010   0.034 0.077 0.125

RARF ROW 2009-2010    0.013 0.344

RARF CONST 2010/2011    0.042 1.463

Dobson Rd at University Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-DOB-20-03  $                  -    $      4,920,757  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DES 2010-2012      0.457

RARF ROW 2011      1.440

RARF CONST 2012      3.024

Elliot Rd: Power Rd to 
Meridian Rd

ACI-ELT-10-03  $     9,329,621  $      8,646,498  $                    -  $                    -  $      9,329,621      

Elliot Rd: Power Rd to Ellsworth 
Rd

ACI-ELT-10-03-A RARF DES 2025      0.915

RARF ROW 2026      2.743

RARF CONST 2027      4.989

Elliot Rd: Ellsworth Rd to 
Meridian 

ACI-ELT-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2023      0.914

STP-MAG ROW 2024      2.810

STP-MAG CONST 2025      5.606

8/15/2012 7
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Germann Rd: Ellsworth Rd 
to Signal Butte Rd

ACI-GER-10-03  $     12,795,322  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     12,795,322      

STP-MAG DES 2016      1.268

STP-MAG ROW 2017      3.685

STP-MAG CONST 2018      7.842

Gilbert Rd at University Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-GIL-10-03  $                  -    $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

RARF DES 2007     0.188

RARF ROW 2007     0.495

RARF CONST 2009/2010     2.058

Greenfield Rd: University Rd 
to Baseline Rd

ACI-GRN-20-03  $                  -    $      6,584,626  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

Greenfield Rd: Baseline 
Rd t  S th  A

ACI-GRN-20-03-A RARF DES 2008/2009   0.454  0.079
Rd to Southern Ave

RARF ROW 2008-2010   0.001 0.016 0.198 0.006

RARF CONST 2010     1.619 3.404

Greenfield Rd: Southern 
Ave to University Rd

ACI-GRN-20-03-B RARF PRE-DES 2025      0.536

RARF DES 2026      0.233

RARF ROW 2027      2.596

RARF CONST 2028      3.219

Guadalupe Rd: Power Rd to 
Meridian Rd

ACI-GUD-10-03  $   25,269,224  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     25,269,224      

Guadalupe Rd: Power 
Rd to Hawes Rd

ACI-GUD-10-03-A STP-MAG DES 2016      0.503

STP-MAG ROW 2017      1.856

STP-MAG CONST 2018      2.215 4.215

Guadalupe Rd: Hawes 
Rd to Crismon Rd

ACI-GUD-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2016      1.831

STP-MAG ROW 2017      2.364

STP-MAG CONST 2018      4.727

Guadalupe Rd: Crismon 
Rd to Meridian Rd

ACI-GUD-10-03-C STP-MAG DES 2017      0.788
Rd to Meridian Rd

STP-MAG ROW 2018      2.535

STP-MAG CONST 2019      4.235

Hawes Rd: Broadway 
Rd to Ray Rd

ACI-HWS-10-03  $   11,939,185  $                    -  $                    -  $         416,353  $     11,522,832      

Hawes Rd: Broadway Rd to US60 ACI-HWS-10-03-A RARF DES 2020      

RARF ROW 2021      

RARF CONST 2022      

Hawes Rd: Baseline Rd to Elliot 
Rd

ACI-HWS-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2025      0.696

STP-MAG ROW 2025      2.088

STP-MAG CONST 2025      4.323

Hawes Rd: Elliot Rd 
to Santan Freeway

ACI-HWS-10-03-C STP-MAG DES 2026      0.253

STP-MAG ROW 2026      1.620

STP-MAG CONST 2026      2.542

Hawes Rd: Santan Freeway 
to Ray Rd

ACI-HWS-10-03-D RARF DES 2009/2010      0.061

RARF ROW 2009/2010 0.002

RARF CONST 2010/2011      0.354

Higley Rd Parkway: US60 to SR-
202L

ACI-HIG-10-03  $   17,163,171  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     17,163,171      

Higley Rd Parkway: 
Loop 202 to Brown Rd

ACI-HIG-10-03-A CMAQ DES 2018      0.844

CMAQ ROW 2018      2.711

CMAQ CONST 2019      2.513 2.513

Higley Rd Parkway: 
Brown Rd to US60

ACI-HIG-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2020      0.844

STP-MAG ROW 2020      2.711

STP-MAG CONST 2020      5.027

Higley Rd Parkway: US 60 to 
Loop 202 Grade Separations

AII-HIG-10-03  $     22,490,292  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     22,490,292      

STP-MAG DES 2018      2.813

STP-MAG ROW 2019      8.440

STP-MAG CONST 2020      5.000 2.119 4.119

8/15/2012 8
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Lindsay Rd at Brown Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-LND-10-03  $       3,918,744  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,918,744      

CMAQ DES 2025      0.344

CMAQ ROW 2026      1.139

CMAQ CONST 2026      2.437

McKellips Rd: East of Sossaman 
to Meridian

ACI-MCK-10-03  $   12,283,308  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     12,283,308      

McKellips Rd: East of 
Sossaman to Crismon Rd

ACI-MCK-10-03-A STP-MAG DES 2022      1.205

STP-MAG ROW 2023      3.855

STP-MAG CONST 2024      7.224

McKellips Rd: Crismon 
Rd to Meridian Rd

ACI-MCK-10-03-B RARF DES 2026      

RARF ROW 2026      

RARF CONST 2027      

McKellips Rd: Gilbert Rd to 
Power Rd

ACI-MCK-20-03  $   24,774,808  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     24,774,808      

Corridor Study RARF Study     

McKellips Rd at Lindsay Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-MCK-20-03-A RARF PRE-DES 2025   0.043 0.043

STP-MAG DES 2026 0.166

STP-MAG ROW 2026    0.796

STP-MAG CONST 2026    5.132

McKellips Rd at Greenfield Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-MCK-20-03-B CMAQ PRE-DES 2024   0.040  0.040

CMAQ DES 2025     0.168

CMAQ ROW 2026     0.045

CMAQ CONST 2026     2.377

McKellips Rd at Higley Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-MCK-20-03-C CMAQ PRE-DES 2022   0.040  0.041

CMAQ DES 2023      0.535

CMAQ ROW 2024      0 763CMAQ ROW 2024      0.763

CMAQ CONST 2025/2026      2.486 2.486

McKellips Rd at Power Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-MCK-20-03-D CMAQ DES 2017      0.566

CMAQ ROW 2018      0.803

CMAQ CONST 2019      2.024

McKellips Rd at Recker Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-MCK-20-03-E CMAQ DES 2025      0.566

CMAQ ROW 2026      0.803

CMAQ CONST 2026      2.024

McKellips Rd at Val Vista Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-MCK-20-03-F CMAQ PRE-DES 2016   0.040   0.041

CMAQ DES 2017      0.168

CMAQ ROW 2017      0.236

  CMAQ CONST 2018      2.467

Meridian Rd: Baseline Rd to 
Germann Rd

ACI-MER-10-03  $   29,944,946  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     29,944,946      

Meridian Rd: Baseline 
Rd to Ray Rd

ACI-MER-10-03-A STP-MAG DES 2015/2016      1.689

STP-MAG ROW 2017      5.064

STP-MAG CONST 2018      10.471

Meridian Rd: Ray 
Rd to Germann Rd

ACI-MER-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2018      1.266

STP-MAG ROW 2019      3.798

STP-MAG CONST 2020      7.658

Mesa Dr: Southern Ave to 
US60 and Mesa Dr to Broadway 
Rd

ACI-MES-10-03  $   22,210,334  $                    -  $                    -  $      2,399,330  $     19,811,004     

Mesa Dr: US 60 to Southern Ave ACI-MES-10-03-A RARF PRE-DES 2008/2009   0.044 0.015

RARF DES 2010-2012    0.192 0.435 0.356 1.467

RARF ROW 2009-2012    0.002 0.004 0.394 0.950 2.747

RARF CONST 2012/2013     1.093 0.919 2.231 4.231

Mesa Dr at Broadway Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-MES-10-03-B RARF PRE-DES 2010    0.056

RARF DES  2013/ 2014    0.654

8/15/2012 9
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RARF ROW  2014/ 2015     1.854

RARF CONST 2016     5.709

Pecos Rd: Ellsworth Rd 
to Meridian Rd

ACI-PEC-10-03  $     15,381,130  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     15,381,130     

STP-MAG DES 2017     1.425

STP-MAG ROW 2018     6.140

STP-MAG CONST 2019      7.816

Ray Rd: Sossaman Rd to 
Meridian Rd

ACI-RAY-20-03  $   24,871,351  $                    -  $                    -  $      3,023,237  $     21,848,114      

Ray Rd: Sossaman Rd 
to Ellsworth Rd

ACI-RAY-20-03-A RARF DES 2009      0.266

RARF ROW 2009      0.010

RARF CONST  2010/ 2011      2.748

Ray Rd: Ellsworth Rd 
to Meridian Rd

ACI-RAY-20-03-B STP-MAG DES 2024      1.520

STP-MAG ROW 2025      4.558

STP-MAG CONST 2025      11.125

STP-MAG SAVE 2026      4.645

Signal Butte Rd: Broadway to 
Pecos Rd

ACI-SGB-10-03  $   33,792,929  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     33,792,929      

Signal Butte Rd: Broadway 
Rd to Elliot Rd

ACI-SGB-10-03-A RARF DES 2020      1.689

RARF ROW 2021      5.064

RARF CONST 2022      7.232 3.232

Signal Butte Rd: Elliot 
Rd to Pecos Rd

ACI-SGB-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2023      1.688

STP-MAG ROW 2024      5.064

STP-MAG CONST 2025/2026      3.912 5.912

Southern Ave: Country
 Club Dr to Recker Rd

ACI-SOU-10-03  $   28,341,768  $                    -  $                    -  $           57,839  $     28,283,929      

Southern Ave: Country 
Club Dr to Recker Rd

RARF STUDY 2007     

Southern at Country Club Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SOU-10-03-A RARF DES 2007, 2012    0.342

RARF ROW 2012    1.793

RARF CONST 2013    0.160

RARF SAVE 2015 3.605

Southern Ave at Stapley Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SOU-10-03-B RARF PRE-DES 2007   0.119  

RARF DES  2009- 2011    0.049 0.051 0.058 0.456

RARF ROW 2013    0.475

RARF CONST 2013     1.967 1.978

RARF SAVE 2015 1.496 5.474

Southern Ave at Lindsay Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SOU-10-03-C RARF DES 2017    0.346

RARF ROW 2018    1.141

RARF CONST 2019    1.000 1.764

Southern Ave at Higley Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SOU-10-03-D RARF DES 2017     0.299

RARF ROW 2018     0.920

RARF CONST 2019     2.000 3.068

Southern Ave: Sossaman to 
Meridian

ACI-SOU-20-03  $                  -    $     13,310,248  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

Southern Ave: Sossaman 
Rd to Crismon Rd

ACI-SOU-20-03-A RARF DES 2020/2021      1.097

RARF ROW 2022      3.291

RARF CONST 2023      3.625

Southern Ave: Crismon 
Rd to Meridian Rd

ACI-SOU-20-03-B RARF DES 2023      0.731

RARF ROW 2024      2.194

RARF CONST 2025      2.371

Stapley Dr at University Dr: 
Intersection Improvements

AII-STA-10-03  $       7,784,970  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      7,784,970      

RARF DES 2013      0.498

RARF ROW 2014/2015      1.653

RARF CONST 2014/2015      5.633
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Thomas Rd: Gilbert Rd 
to Val Vista Dr

ACI-THM-10-03  $       4,745,938  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      4,745,938      

STP-MAG DES 2019    0.377

STP-MAG ROW 2019    1.398

STP-MAG CONST 2020    2.971

University Dr: Val Vista Dr to 
Hawes Rd

ACI-UNV-10-03  $   22,032,700  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     22,032,700      

University Dr: Val Vista 
Dr to Higley Rd

ACI-UNV-10-03-A RARF DES 2019/2020      0.550 0.550

RARF ROW 2021      3.521

RARF CONST 2022      6.584

University Dr: Higley 
Rd to Hawes Rd

ACI-UNV-10-03-B RARF DES 2023      1.097

RARF ROW 2023      3.291

RARF CONST 2024      6.440

Val Vista Dr: University Dr to 
Baseline Rd

ACI-VAL-10-03  $     8,319,977  $      4,722,381  $                    -  $                    -  $      8,319,977      

Val Vista Dr: Baseline Rd to 
Southern Ave

ACI-VAL-10-03-A RARF DES 2018      0.538

RARF ROW 2018/2019      1.074 1.074

RARF CONST 2019      3.633 2.000

Val Vista Dr: Southern Ave to 
University Dr

ACI-VAL-10-03-B RARF DES 2025      0.538

RARF ROW 2025      1.647

RARF CONST 2026      2.537

PEORIA      

Beardsley Connection: SR-
101L to Beardsley Rd at 83rd 
Ave/Lake Pleasant Pkwy

ACI-BRD-10-03  $     5,584,727  $                    -  $                    -  $      1,854,383  $      3,730,344      

Beardsley Rd: Loop 101 to 83rd 
Ave/Lake Pleasant Parkway

ACI-BRD-10-03-A STP-MAG DES 2007    

STP-MAG ROW 2007    

STP-MAG CONST 2009/2010    6.696

Loop 101 at Beardsley 
Rd/Union Hills Dr

ACI-BRD-10-03-B STP-MAG DES 2007    

STP-MAG ROW 2007    

STP-MAG CONST 2009/2010    10.851

83rd Ave: Butler Rd 
to Mountain View

ACI-BRD-10-03-C RARF DES 2011/2012 0.584

RARF CONST 2012/2013 0.977 2.593

75th Ave at Thunderbird Rd: 
Intersection Improvement

ACI-BRD-10-03-D RARF DES 2010-2012 0.462

RARF ROW 2011/2012 0.270

RARF CONST 2012/2013 1.000 0.160

Happy Valley Rd: L303 to 67th 
Ave

ACI-HPV-10-03  $     9,016,255  $                    -  $                    -  $      9,016,255  $                    -      

Happy Valley Rd: Loop 303 
to Lake Pleasant Parkway 

ACI-HPV-10-03-A RARF DES 2024      

RARF ROW 2024      

RARF CONST 2024      

Happy Valley Rd: Lake Pleasant 
Pkwy to 67th Ave

ACI-HPV-10-03-B RARF DES 2008/2009     2.047

RARF ROW 2008/2009     4.842

RARF CONST 2008-2010     4.729 9.016

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Union 
Hills to SR74

ACI-LKP-10-03  $   16,511,878  $     11,114,250  $                    -  $      2,644,676  $     13,867,202      

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: 
Dynamite Blvd to CAP

ACI-LKP-10-03-A RARF PRE-DES 2010     1.993

RARF DES 2011-2013     0.652

RARF ROW 2011/2012 3.886

RARF CONST 2012-2014      4.991 4.991 11.114

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Union 
Hills to Dynamite Rd

ACI-LKP-10-03-B RARF DES 2003      

RARF ROW 2011      

RARF CONST 2006/2008 7.027 7.263 8.044 4.793  
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Lake Pleasant Pkwy: CAP 
to SR74/Carefree Hwy

ACI-LKP-10-03-C RARF DES 2022      

RARF ROW 2012      

RARF CONST 2024      

PHOENIX      

Avendia Rio Salado: 51st 
Ave to 7th Street

ACI-RIO-10-03  $     44,693,212  $                    -  $                    -  $     23,188,621  $     21,504,591      

STP-MAG STUDY 2007      

STP-MAG DES 2010/2011      

STP-MAG ROW 2012/2013      23.189

STP-MAG CONST 2013-2015      7.168 6.168 8.168

Black Mountain Blvd: SR-51 and 
Loop 101/Pima Fwy to Deer 
Valley Rd

ACI-BMT-10-03  $     21,230,082  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     21,230,082      
Valley Rd

STP-MAG STUDY 2007      

STP-MAG DES 2011, 2013     1.300 1.288

STP-MAG ROW 2013      2.452

STP-MAG CONST 2013-2015      14.990 2.500

Happy Valley Rd:67th 
Ave to I-17

ACI-HPV-20-03  $     5,342,724  $     13,291,635  $                    -  $                    -  $      5,342,724      

Happy Valley Rd: 
I-17 to 35th Ave

ACI-HPV-20-03-A RARF DES 2003      0.587 0.078

RARF ROW 2004      0.011

RARF CONST 2005      4.745

Happy Valley Rd: 
35th Ave to 43rd Ave

ACI-HPV-20-03-B RARF PREDES 2008      

RARF DES 2021 0.401

RARF ROW 2022      1.449

RARF CONST 2023      3.383

Happy Valley Rd: 
43rd Ave to 55th Ave

ACI-HPV-20-03-C RARF PREDES 2009      

RARF DES 2027 0.457

RARF ROW 2028      0 214RARF ROW 2028      0.214

RARF CONST 2029/2030      3.999

Happy Valley Rd: 
55th Ave to 67th Ave

ACI-HPV-20-03-D RARF DES 2027      0.457

RARF ROW 2028      

RARF CONST 2029/2030      2.853

Sonoran Blvd: 15th 
Ave to Cave Creek

ACI-SON-10-03  $   32,572,196  $                    -  $                    -  $     18,208,306  $     14,363,889 

RARF PRE-DES 2008      

RARF DES 2009, 2011      1.422

RARF ROW 2009, 2011      2.844

RARF CONST 2011-2013      13.942 5.170 9.194

SCOTTSDALE/CAREFREE      

Pima Rd: SR101L to Happy 
Valley Rd and Dynamite Rd to 
Cave Creek Rd

ACI-PMA-10-03  $   71,853,479  $         625,201  $     (6,101,138)  $      6,936,477  $     58,815,864      

Pima Rd: Thompson Peak Pkwy 
to Pinnacle Peak (SCT)

ACI-PMA-10-03-A RARF DES 2005-2012   0.440 0.748 0.518 0.189

RARF ROW 2009-2012    0.008 0.025 0.532 0.061

RARF CONST 2010-2012    2.029 6.610 6.686

Project Savings of 
$6,101,138 moved to 
ACISCT1003A

Pima Rd/Happy Valley 
Intersection Improvement (SCT)

ACI-PMA-10-03-B RARF CONST 2008      

Pima Rd: Pinnacle Peak 
to Happy Valley Rd (SCT)

ACI-PMA-10-03-C   RARF DES 2015      1.345

  RARF ROW 2016      1.190

  RARF CONST 2017      3.200 10.255

Pima Rd: Dynamite Blvd 
to Stagecoach Rd (SCT)

ACI-PMA-10-03-D   RARF DES 2016      5.390

  RARF ROW 2016/2017      5.950

  RARF CONST 2016-2020      10.276 6.638 9.638

Pima Rd: Stagecoach Rd 
to Cave Creek (CFR)

ACI-PMA-10-03-E   RARF CONST 2020      1.387 3.546 0.625

Pima Rd: SR101L to 
Thompson Peak Pkwy (SCT)

ACI-PMA-10-03-F   RARF DES 2004-2008    1.061  

  RARF ROW 2006-2008      
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PHASE IVPHASE I PHASE IIIPHASE II

  RARF CONST 2006-2008    12.578  

SCOTTSDALE      

Carefree Hwy: Cave Creek 
Rd to Scottsdale Rd

ACI-CFR-10-03  $       8,011,907  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $      8,011,907      

STP-MAG DES 2023      

STP-MAG ROW 2024      2.376

STP-MAG CONST 2025/2026      2.818 2.818

Loop 101 North Frontage Rds: 
Pima/Princess Dr to Scottsdale 
Rd

ACI-SFN-10-03  $                  -    $     29,014,102  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -      

Loop 101 N Frontage Rd: 
Hayden Rd to Scottsdale Rd 

ACI-SFN-10-03-A RARF DES 2007/2008   0.611  

RARF ROW 2008   0.006  

RARF CONST 2008/2009   2.420 0.708  

Loop 101 N Frontage Rd: Pima 
Rd/Princess Dr to Hayden Rd

ACI-SFN-10-03-B RARF PRE-DES 2027    0.257

RARF DES 2027    

RARF ROW 2028    

RARF CONST 2028    28.757

Miller Rd/SR-101L Underpass ACI-MLR-10-03  $     14,004,748  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     14,004,748      

STP-MAG DES 2018      1.400

STP-MAG ROW 2019      3.435

STP-MAG CONST 2020      9.169

Pima Rd: Happy Valley Rd to 
Dynamite Blvd

ACI-PMA-20-03  $     23,747,179  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     23,747,179      

RARF DES 2016      2.145

RARF ROW 2017      2.367

RARF CONST 2018      8.427 10.809

Pima Rd: McKellips Rd to Via 
Linda

ACI-PMA-30-03  $     30,718,840  $                    -  $                    -  $      7,462,745  $     23,256,095      

Pima Rd: Via Linda to Via De 
Ventura

ACI-PMA-30-03-A RARF DES 2013 0.102
Ventura

RARF CONST 2014 1.236

Pima Rd: Via De Ventura to 
Krail

ACI-PMA-30-03-B RARF DES 2010 0.744

RARF CONST 2010-2012 6.719

Pima Rd: Krail to Chaparral Rd ACI-PMA-30-03-C RARF DES 2015 0.756

RARF CONST 2016 2.000 6.707

Pima Rd: Chaparral 
Rd to Thomas Rd

ACI-PMA-30-03-D RARF DES 2017 0.501

RARF CONST 2018 5.825

Pima Rd: Thomas Rd to 
McDowell Rd

ACI-PMA-30-03-E RARF DES 2013 0.048 0.491

RARF CONST 2014 5.590

Scottsdale Airpark Area 
Capacity Improvements

ACI-SAT-10-03  $     68,839,645  $                564  $      1,200,000  $         398,672  $     69,640,973     

Frank Lloyd Wright at Loop
 101 Traffic Interchange

ACI-SAT-10-03-A STP-MAG DES 2018    1.408

STP-MAG CONST 2019 4.225

Raintree  at Loop 101
ACI SAT 10 03 B STP MAG PRE DES/ DES 2016 0 704

Raintree  at Loop 101
 Traffic Interchange

ACI-SAT-10-03-B STP-MAG PRE-DES/ DES 2016 0.704

STP-MAG CONST 2017 2.112

Northsight Blvd: Hayden to 
Frank Lloyd Wright Blvd

ACI-SAT-10-03-C RARF DES 2011-2013 0.384 0.286

RARF ROW 2012/2013 0.014 2.517

RARF CONST 2012/2013 1.023 2.182

RARF SAVE 2013 2.747

Frank Lloyd Wright Frontage 
Rd: Northsight to Greenway-

Hayden Loop
ACI-SAT-10-03-D RARF DES 2013 0.704

RARF ROW 2014 1.408

RARF CONST 2015 5.633

Redfield Rd: Scottsdale Rd to 
Hayden

ACI-SAT-10-03-E RARF DES 2013 0.352

RARF CONST 2014 3.521
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Raintree Extension: Hayden to 
Redfield

ACI-SAT-10-03-F RARF DES 2013 1.056

RARF ROW 2013/2014 0.320 0.176 0.900 2.621

RARF CONST 2014/2015 2.225 6.225

Raintree Drive: Loop 101 to 
Hayden

ACI-SAT-10-03-G RARF DES 2014 0.704

RARF ROW 2015 3.521

RARF CONST 2016 4.041 3.000

Frank Lloyd Wright at 
76th/78th/82nd Street: 

Intersection Improvements
ACI-SAT-10-03-H RARF DES 2012/2013 0.070

RARF ROW 2013 0.070

RARF CONST 2014 0.704

Received $496,000 in 
project savings from 
ACISHA2003E

Southbound Loop 101 Frontage 
Road Connections

ACI-SAT-10-03-I RARF DES 2013 0.352

RARF ROW 2014 0.704

RARF CONST 2014 0.998 0.998

Hayden Rd at Loop 101 
Interchange Improvements

ACI-SAT-10-03-J STP-MAG DES 2023 0.955

STP-MAG ROW 2024 0.775

STP-MAG CONST 2025/2026 4.826 4.871 0.001

Airpark DCR ACI-SAT-10-03-K RARF DES 2013 0.704

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Jomax Rd

ACI-SCT-10-03  $   12,701,653  $      6,117,894  $      6,117,894  $           63,355  $     18,756,192      

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson Peak 
Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak Pkwy

ACI-SCT-10-03-A RARF PRE DES 2009-2011     0.694 0.063

RARF DES 2011/2012     0.500

RARF ROW 2012/2013      1.022

RARF CONST 2013/2014      2.224 5.582 4.814 2.814

Scottsdale Rd: Pinnacle 
Peak Pkwy to Jomax Rd

ACI-SCT-10-03-B RARF DES 2017      1.800

RARF ROW 2018      

Received $704,000 in project 
savings from ACISHA2003E

Received $6,101,138 in Project 
Savings from ACIPMA1003A and 
$16,756 from ACISHA2003E

RARF ROW 2018      

RARF CONST 2019      

Scottsdale Rd: Jomax Rd 
to Carefree Hwy

ACI-SCT-20-03  $   28,496,613  $                    -  $                    -  $                    -  $     28,496,613      

Scottsdale Rd: Jomax 
Rd to Dixileta Dr

ACI-SCT-20-03-A RARF DES 2018      1.095

RARF ROW 2018      1.978

RARF CONST 2019      3.213 3.213

Scottsdale Rd: Dixileta 
Dr to Ashler Hills Dr

ACI-SCT-20-03-B RARF DES 2019      1.095

RARF ROW 2020      1.978

RARF CONST 2021      2.213 4.213

Scottsdale Rd: Ashler Hills 
Dr to Carefree Highway

ACI-SCT-20-03-C RARF DES 2020      1.095

RARF ROW 2021      1.978

RARF CONST 2022      6.426

Shea Blvd: SR-101L 
to SR-87

ACI-SHA-20-03  $   19,030,394  $     (1,216,756)  $         616,084  $     17,197,554      

Shea Blvd at 90th/92nd/96th: 
I t ti  I t  

ACI-SHA-20-03-A RARF DES 2005    0.297  
Intersection Improvements 

RARF ROW 2006    0.038  

RARF CONST 2007    1.492 2.229

Shea Auxiliary Lane from 
90th St to Loop 101 

ACI-SHA-20-03-B RARF DES 2019     0.646

RARF ROW 2020      1.662

RARF CONST 2021      4.082

Shea Blvd at Via Linda 
(Phase1): Intersection 

Improvements
ACI-SHA-20-03-C RARF DES 2005    0.027  

RARF CONST 2006    0.595  

Shea Blvd at Via Linda (Phase 
2): Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-D RARF DES 2016     0.074

RARF ROW 2017     0.074

RARF CONST 2017      1.938
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Shea Blvd at 120/124th St: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-E RARF DES 2010      0.053

RARF ROW 2010/2011      

RARF CONST 2011/2012      0.130

Shea Blvd at Mayo/134th St: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-F RARF DES 2005    0.019  

RARF CONST 2006    0.143  

Shea Blvd: SR-101L to 96th St: 
ITS Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-G RARF DES 2009     0.123

RARF CONST 2009/2010     0.310

Shea Blvd: 96th St to 144th St: 
ITS Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-H RARF DES 2015     0.443

Reallocated $16,756 to 
ACISCT1003A, $496,000 to 
ACISAT1003F and $704,000 to 
ACISAT1003K

p

RARF ROW 2016      0.443

RARF CONST 2016      1.475

Shea Blvd at Loop 101: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-I RARF DES 2016      0.406

RARF ROW 2017      0.332

RARF CONST 2018      2.951

Shea Blvd at 110th St: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-J RARF DES 2016      0.044

RARF ROW 2017      0.089

RARF CONST 2017      0.133

Shea Blvd at 114th St: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-K CMAQ DES 2018      0.044

CMAQ ROW 2018      0.089

CMAQ CONST 2019      0.133

Shea Blvd at Frank Lloyd Wright 
Blvd: Intersection 

Improvements
ACI-SHA-20-03-L RARF DES 2010, 2015      0.148

RARF ROW 2011, 2016      0.148

RARF CONST 2016/2017      0 184 0 184RARF CONST 2016/2017      0.184 0.184

Shea Blvd at 115th St: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-M RARF DES 2018      0.016

RARF ROW 2019      0.032

RARF CONST 2019      0.063

Shea Blvd at 125th St: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-N RARF DES 2011/2012      0.088

RARF ROW 2012/2013      0.088

RARF CONST 2012/2013      0.704

Shea Blvd at 135th St: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-O RARF DES 2018      0.016

RARF ROW 2019      0.032

RARF CONST 2019      0.063

Shea Blvd at 136th St: 
Intersection Improvements

ACI-SHA-20-03-P RARF DES 2012      0.221

RARF ROW 2012      0.007

RARF CONST 2012/2013      0.148

Legacy Dr: Hayden 
Rd to 88th Street

ACI-UNH-10-03  $       2,072,944  $     10,021,458  $                    -  $                    -  $      2,072,944      

  STP-MAG DES 2023      

  STP-MAG ROW 2024      

  STP-MAG CONST 2025/2026      2.073 10.021

MAG/MULTI-AGENCY
ITS Program AOP-ITS-10-03  $     40,962,850  $                    - CMAQ 2006-2026   5.559 5.641 6.461 6.565 6.709 8.818 7.528 6.794 2.461 4.787 1.483 2.883

TOTAL 7.027 14.208 28.326 65.021 60.395 79.812 102.809 60.942 72.530 64.195 83.776 97.500 97.505 99.287 98.824 102.867 100.383 97.160 94.834 107.003 81.496 196.451
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CHN12-
110RWZ Chandler Gilbert Rd: Queen Creek to 

Hunt Hwy
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 4 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          236,485  $           788,284 2013 RARF  $          551,799 Amend: FY13ALCP partial 

reimbursement deferred ACI-GIL-10-03-B

CHN13-
110RWZ Chandler Gilbert Rd: Queen Creek to 

Hunt Hwy
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 1 2 6 RARF  $                    -    $          866,515  $          371,364  $        1,237,879 2013 RARF  $          866,515 Amend: add new FY13 update ACI-GIL-10-03-B

CHN12-
103CZ Chandler Gilbert Rd:  Queen Creek to 

Ocotillo Construct roadway widening 2012 1 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,429,393  $        8,097,978 2013 RARF  $       5,668,585 
Amend: FY13ALCP 
reimbursement deferred to 
2013

ACI-GIL-10-03-C

CHN12-
103CZ2 Chandler Gilbert Rd:  Queen Creek to 

Ocotillo Construct roadway widening 2013 1 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          800,822  $        2,669,406 2014 RARF  $       1,868,585 
Amend: FY13ALCP 
reimbursement deferred to 
2014

ACI-GIL-10-03-C

CHN14-
104C2Z Chandler Gilbert Rd:  Ocotillo Rd to 

Chandler Heights Construct roadway widening 2014 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,320,000  $        4,285,714 2019 RARF  $       3,000,000 Amend: new ALCP 
reimbursement ACI-GIL-10-03-D

CHN14-
104CZ Chandler Gilbert Rd:  Ocotillo Rd to 

Chandler Heights Construct roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,320,000  $        4,514,286 2018 RARF  $       3,160,000 Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI-GIL-10-03-D

CHN15-
108CZ Chandler Gilbert Rd: Chandler Heights 

Rd to Riggs Rd Construct roadway widening 2015 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          428,571  $        1,428,571 2019 RARF  $       1,000,000 Amend: new ALCP 
reimbursement ACI-GIL-10-03-E

CHN10-
101D2Z Chandler McQueen Road:  Ocotillo Road 

to Riggs Road Design roadway widening 2012 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,428,571  $        1,428,571 2017 RARF  $          929,974 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-PRC-10-03-C

CHN10-
101DZ Chandler McQueen Road:  Ocotillo Road 

to Riggs Road Design roadway widening 2011 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          136,736  $           136,736 2017 RARF  $          136,736 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-PRC-10-03-C

CHN10-
101RW2Z Chandler McQueen Road:  Ocotillo Road 

to Riggs Road
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,242,771  $        1,242,771 2018 RARF  $       1,242,771 Amend: add new 

reimbursement year ACI-PRC-10-03-C

CHN10-
101RWZ Chandler McQueen Road:  Ocotillo Road 

to Riggs Road
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          929,974  $           929,974 2017 RARF  $          929,974 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-PRC-10-03-C

CHN11-
102DZ Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road Design roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          111,226  $           370,754 2018 RARF  $          259,528 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-PRC-10-03-D

CHN12-
102RWZ Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road
Acquire right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          630,497  $           969,996 2018 RARF  $          339,499 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-PRC-10-03-D

CHN14-
102C2Z Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road Construct roadway widening 2014 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,866,999  $        6,223,330 2014 STP-MAG  $       4,356,331 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-PRC-10-03-D

CHN14-
102C3Z Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road Construct roadway widening 2014 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,842,466  $        2,321,564 2027 STP-MAG  $          479,098 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-PRC-10-03-D

CHN14-
102CZ Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road Construct roadway widening 2014 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,132,791  $        2,801,901 2027 STP-MAG  $          669,110 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-PRC-10-03-D

CHN14-
102DZ Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road Design roadway widening 2012 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          111,226  $           370,754 2018 RARF  $          259,528 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-PRC-10-03-D

CHN14-
102RWZ Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road
Acquire right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          630,497  $           969,996 2018 RARF  $          339,499 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-PRC-10-03-D

CHN14-
109RWZ Chandler Chandler Blvd at Alma School 

Rd
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
intersection improvement 2014 0.3 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          339,125  $          259,186  $           598,311 2014 RARF  $          339,125 Amend: new reimbursement 

year AII-CHN-10-03

CHN14-
109RZ Chandler Chandler Blvd at Alma School 

Rd

Reimbursement for acquistion 
of right-of-way for intersection 
improvement

2015 0.3 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          326,685  $                    -    $           326,685 2015 RARF  $          326,685 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-CHN-10-03

CHN15-
109RZ Chandler Chandler Blvd at Alma School 

Rd

Reimbursement for 
construction of intersection 
improvement

2015 0.3 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $       1,334,806  $                    -    $        1,906,866 2015 RARF  $       1,334,806 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-CHN-10-03

CHN14-
106DZ Chandler Ray Rd at McClintock Dr Design intersection 

improvement 2015 0.3 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          161,066  $           536,887 2016 STP-MAG  $          375,821 Admin: advance 
reimbursement year AII-RAY-40-03

CHN13-
103CZ3 Chandler Gilbert Rd:  Queen Creek to 

Ocotillo Construct roadway widening 2012 1 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          607,849  $        2,026,163 2013 RARF  $       1,418,314 Amend: delete

CHA14-
102CZ Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road
Relocate utilities and construct 
roadway widening. 2014 1 2 4 HSIP  $       2,250,773  $                    -    $       3,830,396  $        6,081,169 2014 HSIP  $       2,250,773 Amend: delete

CHN13-
102CZ Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road
Relocate utilities and construct 
roadway. 2013 1 2 4 HSIP  $       1,157,061  $                    -    $          139,878  $        1,296,939 2013 HSIP  $       1,157,061 Amend: delete
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CHN15-
102CZ Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road Construct roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          840,570  $        2,103,726 2016 RARF  $       1,263,156 Amend: delete

CHN15-
102CZ2 Chandler Ocotillo Road:  Arizona Avenue 

to McQueen Road Construct roadway widening 2014 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,026,429  $        3,421,429 2022 RARF  $       2,395,000 Amend: delete

ELM12-
101D2Z El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: Cactus to Grand 
& Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage to 
Grand 

Design roadway widening 2013 0 0 0 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          383,146  $        1,277,152 2014 RARF  $          894,006 Amend: add new design 
reimbursement ACI-ELM-20-03-C

ELM12-
101DZ El Mirage

El Mirage Rd: Cactus to Grand 
& Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage to 
Grand 

Design roadway widening 2012 0 0 0 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          383,146  $        1,277,152 2014 RARF  $          894,006 No reimbursement changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI-ELM-20-03-C

MMA13-
103RWZ El Mirage El Mirage Rd: Peoria Avenue to 

Cactus Road
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          932,615  $        3,108,718 2017 RARF  $       2,176,103 Amend: defer reimbursement ACI-ELM-20-03-F

MMA14-
103CZ El Mirage El Mirage Rd: Peoria Avenue to 

Cactus Road Construct roadway widening 2014 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          736,308  $        2,454,359 2017 RARF  $       1,718,051 Amend: defer reimbursement ACI-ELM-20-03-F

MMA15-
103CZ El Mirage El Mirage Rd: Peoria Avenue to 

Cactus Road Construct roadway widening 2015 1.6 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,593,450  $        5,311,501 2018 RARF  $       3,718,051 Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI-ELM-20-03-F

MMA13-
102RWZ El Mirage Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage 

Road to Grand Avenue
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 5.8 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          150,888  $           502,961 2016 RARF  $          352,073 Amend: ALCP FY13 update ACI-ELM-30-03-E

MMA14-
102C2Z El Mirage Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage 

Road to Grand Avenue Construct roadway widening 2014 5.8 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          841,931  $        2,806,439 2017 RARF  $       1,964,508 Amend: ALCP FY13 update ACI-ELM-30-03-E

MMA14-
102CZ El Mirage Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage 

Road to Grand Avenue Construct roadway widening 2014 5.8 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          214,286  $           714,286 2016 RARF  $          500,000 Amend: ALCP FY13 update ACI-ELM-30-03-E

MMA15-
102CZ El Mirage Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage 

Road to Grand Avenue Construct roadway widening 2015 5.8 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          528,109  $        1,760,363 RARF  $       1,232,254 Amend: ALCP FY13 update ACI-ELM-30-03-E

ELM13-
103RWZ El Mirage El Mirage Rd: Peoria Avenue to 

Cactus Road
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          932,615  $        3,108,718 2016 RARF  $       2,176,103 Amend: delete

ELM14-
103CZ El Mirage El Mirage Rd: Peoria Avenue to 

Cactus Road Construct roadway widening 2014 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          736,308  $        2,454,359 2016 RARF  $       1,718,051 Amend: delete

ELM15-
103CZ El Mirage El Mirage Rd: Peoria Avenue to 

Cactus Road Construct roadway widening 2015 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,593,450  $        5,311,501 2018 RARF  $       3,718,051 Amend: delete

ELM13-
102RWZ El Mirage Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage 

Road to Grand Avenue
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 0.5 4 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          150,888  $           502,961 2015 RARF  $          352,073 Amend: delete

ELM14-
102CZ El Mirage Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage 

Road to Grand Avenue Construct roadway widening 2014 0.5 4 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          214,286  $           714,286 2015 RARF  $          500,000 Amend: delete

ELM15-
102CZ El Mirage Thunderbird Rd: El Mirage 

Road to Grand Avenue Construct roadway widening 2015 0.5 4 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          841,932  $        2,806,440 2016 RARF  $       1,964,508 Amend: delete

FTH09-
908

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 0.8 5 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $              4,599  $             15,328 2013 RARF  $            10,730 Amend: advance 

reimbursement from FY14 ACI-SHA-10-03-B

FTH10-
909

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash Construct roadway widening 2012 0.8 5 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          303,905  $        1,013,016 2014 RARF  $          709,111 

Amend: decrease reimburse 
and partial defer to FY15, 
FY17

ACI-SHA-10-03-B

FTH11-
101CZ

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash Construct roadway widening 2013 0.8 5 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          214,286  $           714,286 2015 RARF  $          500,000 Amend: Deferred 

reimbursement from FY14 ACI-SHA-10-03-B

FTH12-
002DZ

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash Design roadway widening 2012 0.8 5 6 RARF  $                    -    $            67,274  $            28,832  $             96,106 2012 RARF  $            67,274 Amend: decrease and defer to 

FY13 ACI-SHA-10-03-B

FTH12-
002DZ2

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash Design roadway widening 2012 0.8 5 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            34,517  $           115,055 2013 RARF  $            80,539 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-SHA-10-03-B

FTH12-
02RWZ

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 0.8 5 6 RARF  $                    -    $            10,730  $              4,599  $             15,328 2013 RARF  $            10,730 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-SHA-10-03-B

FTH13-
002CZ

Fountain 
Hills

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to 
Cereus Wash Construct roadway widening 2013 0.8 5 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,148,158  $        2,742,154 2017 RARF  $       1,593,996 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-SHA-10-03-B

GLB09-
728 Gilbert Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to 

Higley Design roadway widening 2013 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          437,281  $        1,256,000 2015 RARF  $          879,200 Admin: increase local costs ACI-GER-20-03-B

GLB14-
103C2Z Gilbert Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to 

Higley Construct roadway widening 2015 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          538,639  $        1,795,464 2018 RARF  $       1,256,825 Amend: ALCP FY13 update ACI-GER-20-03-B
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GLB14-
103CZ Gilbert Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to 

Higley Construct roadway widening 2014 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          538,639  $        1,795,464 2017 RARF  $       1,256,825 Amend: ALCP FY13 update ACI-GER-20-03-B

GLB14-
103RW2Z Gilbert Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to 

Higley
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2014 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          229,600  $        1,579,500 2016 RARF  $       1,205,650 Amend: ALCP FY13 update ACI-GER-20-03-B

GLB14-
103RWZ Gilbert Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to 

Higley
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          229,600  $        1,579,500 2015 RARF  $       1,005,650 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-GER-20-03-B

GLB12-
107ADZ2 Gilbert Queen Creek Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley Rd Design roadway widening 2011 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          288,481  $           961,604 2012 RARF  $          673,123 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-QNC-10-03-C

GLB12-
107CZ Gilbert Queen Creek Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley Rd Construct roadway widening 2012 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,815,958  $        6,053,194 2015 RARF  $       4,237,236 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-QNC-10-03-C

GLB13-
107ARWZ
2

Gilbert Queen Creek Rd: Val Vista Dr 
to Higley Rd

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2011 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          229,816  $           766,054 2013 RARF  $          536,238 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-QNC-10-03-C

GLB14-
107ACZ Gilbert Queen Creek Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley Rd Construct roadway widening 2011 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,815,958  $        6,053,194 2014 RARF  $       4,237,236 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-QNC-10-03-C

NONE Gilbert Queen Creek Rd: Val Vista Dr 
to Higley Rd

Project savings for roadway 
widening 2012 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $                    -    $        2,466,448 2015 RARF  $                   -   Project savings Reallocated to 

other projects ACI-QNC-10-03-C

GIL15-
108DZ Gilbert Elliot Rd at Cooper Dr Design intersection 

improvement 2015 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          105,450  $           351,500 2016 CMAQ  $          246,050 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-ELT-30-03

GIL15-
108RWZ Gilbert Elliot Rd at Cooper Dr Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2015 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          189,839  $           609,839 2016 CMAQ  $          420,000 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-ELT-30-03

GLB120-
08RW Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2011 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $            19,933  $              8,543  $             28,475 2011 RARF  $            19,933 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-30-03

GLB12-
107CZ Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Construct intersection 

improvement 2012 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          642,857  $        2,142,857 2015 RARF  $       1,500,000 Admin: defer reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-30-03

GLB12-
107DZ Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Design intersection 

improvement 2012 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          125,388  $           417,961 2013 RARF  $          292,573 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-30-03

GLB13-
107CZ Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Construct intersection 

improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,387,497  $        3,405,143 2015 RARF  $       2,017,646 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-30-03

GLB13-
107DZ Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Design intersection 

improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          292,573  $          125,388  $           417,961 2013 RARF  $          292,573 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-30-03

GLB13-
107RWZ Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          700,000  $          300,000  $        1,000,000 2013 RARF  $          700,000 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-30-03

GLB130-
07D Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Gilbert Rd Design intersection 

improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          492,100  $          210,900  $           703,000 2013 RARF  $          492,100 Amend: Advanced 
reimbursement AII-GUD-40-03

GLB130-
08C2Z Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Gilbert Rd Construct intersection 

improvement 2015 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $       1,221,409  $       1,541,091  $        2,762,500 2015 RARF  $       1,221,409 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-40-03

GLB130-
08CZ Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Gilbert Rd Construct intersection 

improvement 2014 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,541,091  $        2,762,500 2015 RARF  $       1,221,409 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-40-03

GLB130-
08RW Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Gilbert Rd Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          507,900  $          217,671  $           725,571 2013 RARF  $          507,900 Amend: Advanced 
reimbursement AII-GUD-40-03

GLB130-
08RW2Z Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Gilbert Rd Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2014 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          332,100  $          142,329  $           474,429 2014 RARF  $          332,100 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-GUD-40-03

GBL14-
103CZ Gilbert Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to 

Higley Construct roadway widening 2014 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       3,754,822  $        5,011,647 2016 RARF  $       1,256,825 Amend: delete

GLB15-
103CZ Gilbert Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to 

Higley Construct roadway widening 2015 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       3,794,294  $        5,051,119 2018 RARF  $       1,256,825 Amend: delete

GLB15-
103CZ2 Gilbert Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to 

Higley Construct roadway widening 2015 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,906,861  $        9,689,537 2021 RARF  $       6,782,676 Amend: delete

GLB120-
08CZ Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Construct intersection 

improvement 2012 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,384,292  $        4,614,306 2014 RARF  $       3,230,014 Amend: delete

GLB120-
08RW Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2011 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $            19,933  $              8,542  $             28,475 2011 RARF  $            19,933 Amend: delete

GLB120-
08RW2 Gilbert Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd Acquire right of way for 

intersection improvement 2011 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          618,271  $        2,060,903 2012 RARF  $       1,442,632 Amend: delete
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GLB09-
726C Gilbert Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 

Pecos Rd Construct roadway widening 2012 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,270,695  $        4,235,648 2013 RARF  $       2,964,954 Amend: delete

GLB10-
005RWZ Gilbert Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 

Pecos Rd
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2011 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,327,961  $        4,781,290 2013 RARF  $       2,453,329 Amend: delete

GLB10-
731C Gilbert Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 

Pecos Rd Construct roadway widening 2012 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       7,475,398  $      14,464,039 2014 RARF  $       6,988,640 Amend: delete

GLB11-
108DZ Gilbert Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 

Pecos Rd Design roadway widening 2011 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          672,147  $        1,189,694 2012 RARF  $          517,547 Amend: delete

GLB13-
107ACZ Gilbert Queen Creek Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley Rd Construct roadway widening 2011 2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $              5,631  $             18,768 2012 RARF  $            13,137 Amend: delete

MMA12-
116D2Z

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: Bell Road to 
Picerne Drive Design roadway widening 2013 0.5 4 10 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            83,827  $             83,827 2015 RARF  $                   -   Amend: Add local design ACI-ELM-20-03-A

MMA12-
115D2Z

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: Northern Avenue 
to Cactus Design roadway widening 2013 2 2 6 RARF  $                    -    $          570,006  $          244,288  $           814,294 2013 RARF  $          570,006 Amend: add new design 

reimbursement ACI-ELM-20-03-B

MMA12-
115DZ

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: Northern Avenue 
to Cactus Design roadway widening 2012 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          244,288  $           814,294 2013 RARF  $          570,006 No reimbursement changes, 

FY13ALCP ACI-ELM-20-03-B

MMA13-
114RW2Z

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: Northern Avenue 
to Peoria Avenue

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2014 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          443,002  $        1,476,675 2016 RARF  $       1,033,672 Amend: ALCP FY13 update ACI-ELM-20-03-D

MMA13-
114RWZ

Maricopa 
County

El Mirage Rd: Northern Avenue 
to Peoria Avenue

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 2 2 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          443,002  $        1,476,675 2015 RARF  $       1,033,672 Amend: Split reimbursement, 

defer to FY 15, FY16 ACI-ELM-20-03-D

MMA11-
103DZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge over the 
Salt River Design roadway widening 2013 1.6 4 6

STP-
MAG  $          836,597  $                    -    $          358,542  $        1,195,139 2013 STP-MAG  $          836,597 No reimbursement changes, 

FY13ALCP ACI-GIL-20-03

MMA11-
103RW2Z

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge over the 
Salt River

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2015 1.6 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          448,120  $        1,476,675 2016 STP-MAG  $       1,028,555 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-GIL-20-03

MMA11-
103RWZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge over the 
Salt River

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2014 1.6 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          448,120  $        1,476,675 2016 STP-MAG  $       1,028,555 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-GIL-20-03

MMA13-
103DZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge over the 
Salt River Design roadway widening 2014 1.6 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          358,542  $        1,195,139 2013 STP-MAG  $          836,597 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-GIL-20-03

MMA15-
103CZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge over the 
Salt River Construct roadway widening 2015 1.6 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,344,523  $        4,481,744 2016 STP-MAG  $       3,137,221 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-GIL-20-03

MMA12-
106RZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Sarival to 
Dysart

Construct and landscape 
roadway widening 2012 4.1 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            27,758  $           523,728 2012 STP-MAG  $          495,970 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-A

MMA12-
106RZ3

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Sarival to 
Dysart

Construct and landscape 
roadway widening 2013 4.1 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          134,877  $        2,544,850 2014 STP-MAG  $       2,409,973 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-A

MMA11-
922

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th 

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 2.5 2 4

STP-
MAG  $          686,731  $                    -    $          294,313  $           981,044 2012 STP-MAG  $          686,731 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA11-
923

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th Design roadway widening 2012 2.5 2 4

STP-
MAG  $       1,770,367  $                    -    $          758,729  $        2,529,096 2012 STP-MAG  $       1,770,367 No reimbursement changes, 

FY13ALCP ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA11-
923D2

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th Design roadway widening 2013 2.5 2 4

STP-
MAG  $          325,602  $                    -    $          139,543  $           465,145 2013 STP-MAG  $          325,602 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA11-
923D3

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th Design roadway widening 2014 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          139,543  $           465,145 2013 STP-MAG  $          325,602 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA13-
118RW2Z

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th 

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2014 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          151,602  $        3,492,320 2015 STP-MAG  $       3,340,718 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA13-
118RWZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th 

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          857,143  $        2,857,143 2014 STP-MAG  $       2,000,000 

Amend: Defer reimbursement 
from FY13, decrease 
reimbursement

ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA14-
113CX

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th Construct roadway widening 2014 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,370,089  $        7,900,296 2015 STP-MAG  $       5,530,207 Amend: Advance 

reimbursement from FY16 ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA15-
113C2X

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th Construct roadway widening 2015 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       4,634,836  $      12,462,474 2017 STP-MAG  $       7,827,638 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA15-
113CX

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th Construct roadway widening 2015 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,117,137  $        7,057,124 2016 STP-MAG  $       4,939,987 Admin: FY13 ALCP Update ACI-NOR-10-03-B

MMA13-
117CZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Reems and 
Litchfield Overpasses Construct roadway widening 2013 0.2 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          857,143  $        2,857,143 2015 STP-MAG  $       2,000,000 Amend: Advance 

reimbursement from FY16 ACI-NOR-10-03-C
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MMA13-
117DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Reems and 
Litchfield Overpasses Design roadway widening 2013 0.1 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          148,974  $           496,580 2012 STP-MAG  $          347,606 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-C

MMA14-
117CZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Reems and 
Litchfield Overpasses Construct roadway widening 2014 0.2 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,601,645  $        7,467,597 2016 STP-MAG  $       4,865,952 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-NOR-10-03-C

MMA14-
112D2Z

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Northern 
Aven at L101

Design intersection 
improvement 2015 0 0 0 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          150,000  $           500,000 2016 STP-MAG  $          350,000 Amend: add new 

reimbursement year ACI-NOR-10-03-G

MMA14-
112DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Northern 
Aven at L101

Design intersection 
improvement 2014 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          321,711  $        1,072,371 2016 STP-MAG  $          750,660 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-NOR-10-03-G

MMA14-
113D2Z

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart 
Overpass Design roadway widening 2015 0.1 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          524,872  $        1,749,571 2017 STP-MAG  $       1,224,700 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-H

MMA14-
113DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart 
Overpass Design roadway widening 2014 0.1 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            85,714  $           285,714 2016 STP-MAG  $          200,000 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-NOR-10-03-H

MMA14-
103DZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge over the 
Salt River Design roadway widening 2014 1.6 4 6

STP-
MAG  $          836,597  $                    -    $       1,195,139  $        2,031,736 2015 STP-MAG  $          836,597 Amend: delete

MMA15-
103RWZ

Maricopa 
County

Gilbert Road Bridge over the 
Salt River

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2015 1.6 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $                    -    $        1,033,672 2016 STP-MAG  $       1,033,672 Amend: delete

MMA14-
119DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart 
Overpass

Design roadway widening and 
overpass 2014 0.1 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          500,000  $           500,000 2011 STP-MAG  $                   -   Amend: delete

MMA15-
119DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart 
Overpass

Design roadway widening and 
overpass 2015 0.1 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $                    -    $           350,000 2016 STP-MAG  $          350,000 Amend: delete

MMA12-
118DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th

Design bridge construction and 
roadway widening 2013 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          651,718  $           651,718 2013 STP-MAG  $                   -   Amend: delete

mma14-
113cz

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th

Construct bridge and roadway 
widening 2014 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       5,370,353  $        5,370,353 2016 STP-MAG  $                   -   Amend: delete

MMA14-
113RWZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
bridge construction and 
roadway widening

2014 2.5 2 4
STP-
MAG  $       3,205,268  $                    -    $       1,373,686  $        4,578,954 2014 STP-MAG  $       3,205,268 Amend: delete

MMA14-
118DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th

Design bridge construction and 
roadway widening 2014 2.5 2 4

STP-
MAG  $          651,204  $                    -    $          279,087  $           930,291 2014 STP-MAG  $          651,204 Amend: delete

MMA15-
113CZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th

Construct bridge and roadway 
widening 2015 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $     14,543,914  $      14,543,914 2016 STP-MAG  $                   -   Amend: delete

MMA15-
113RZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 
111th

Reimbursement for 
constructing  bridge and 
roadway widening

2015 2.5 2 4
STP-
MAG  $       4,030,207  $                    -    $                    -    $        4,030,207 2015 STP-MAG  $       4,030,207 Amend: delete

MMA15-
112DZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Northern 
Avenue at Loop 101

Design roadway widening and 
overpasses 2015 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          500,000  $           500,000 2016 STP-MAG  $                   -   Amend: delete

MMA13-
106CLZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Sarival to 
Dysart

Construct and landscape 
roadway widening 2012 4.1 4 6

STP-
MAG  $          495,970  $                    -    $            27,758  $           523,728 2012 STP-MAG  $          495,970 Amend: delete

MMA14-
106CLZ

Maricopa 
County

Northern Parkway: Sarival to 
Dysart

Construct and landscape 
roadway widening 2014 4.1 4 6

STP-
MAG  $       2,409,973  $                    -    $          134,877  $        2,544,850 2014 STP-MAG  $       2,409,973 Amend: delete

MES15-
127DZ Mesa Crismon Rd: Ray Rd to 

Germann Rd Design roadway widening 2015 3 0 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          521,589  $        1,738,755 2016 STP-MAG  $       1,217,165 Amend: add design project ACI-CRS-10-03-C

MES15-
114DZ Mesa Meridian Rd: Baseline Rd to 

Ray Design roadway widening 2015 4 0 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          361,977  $        1,206,591 2017 STP-MAG  $          844,614 Amend: defer reimbursement ACI-MER-10-03-A

MES11-
125DZ Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern Design roadway widening 2011 1 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          612,343  $          262,433  $           874,776 2011 RARF  $          612,343 Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES11-
125RWZ Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2011 1 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          217,288  $            93,124  $           310,412 2011 RARF  $          217,288 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES12-
125DZ Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern Design roadway widening 2012 1 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          356,193  $          152,654  $           508,847 2012 RARF  $          356,193 Admin: defer partial 
reimbursement ACI-MES-10-03-A
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MES12-
125DZ2 Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern Design roadway widening 2012 1 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          965,129  $        2,432,319 2013 RARF  $       1,467,191 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES12-
125RWZ Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 1 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          950,156  $          407,210  $        1,357,366 2012 RARF  $          950,156 Admin: Increase 

reimbursement from FY11 ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES12-
125RWZ2 Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 1 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $       2,747,272  $       1,177,402  $        3,924,674 2012 RARF  $       2,747,272 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES14-
125CZ Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern Construct roadway widening 2014 1 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $       2,230,563  $          955,956  $        3,186,518 2014 RARF  $       2,230,563 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES14-
125CZ2 Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern Construct roadway widening 2014 1 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,813,098  $        6,043,661 2016 RARF  $       4,230,563 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES150-
10C Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern Construct roadway widening 2012 1 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $       1,092,981  $          468,421  $        1,561,402 2012 RARF  $       1,092,981 Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES150-
10CZ2 Mesa Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition 

Fwy) to Southern Construct roadway widening 2013 1 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          918,861  $          393,798  $        1,312,659 2013 RARF  $          918,861 
Amend: increase 
reimbursement from FY12 and 
FY14

ACI-MES-10-03-A

MES151-
09D Mesa Mesa Dr at Broadway Rd Design intersection 

improvement 2013 1 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          140,077  $           466,923 2017 RARF  $          326,846 Admin: defer reimbursement 
year ACI-MES-10-03-B

MES151-
09DZ2 Mesa Mesa Dr at Broadway Rd Design intersection 

improvement 2014 1 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          140,077  $           466,923 2017 RARF  $          326,846 Admin: defer reimbursement 
year ACI-MES-10-03-B

MES11-
126DZ Mesa Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 

Pecos Rd Design roadway widening 2011 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          549,509  $        1,189,694 2013 RARF  $          640,185 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-PWR-10-03-B

MES11-
126RWZ Mesa Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 

Pecos Rd
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2011 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,718,275  $        3,823,446 2013 RARF  $       1,105,171 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-PWR-10-03-B

MES12-
126CZ Mesa Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 

Pecos Rd Construct roadway widening 2012 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,014,286  $        6,714,286 2014 RARF  $       4,700,000 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-PWR-10-03-B

MES12-
126CZ2 Mesa Power Rd: Santan Fwy to 

Pecos Rd Construct roadway widening 2013 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       4,728,175  $      11,985,401 2015 RARF  $       7,257,226 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-PWR-10-03-B

MES15-
117SAVZ Mesa Southern Ave at Country Club 

Dr
Project savings for roadway 
widening 2015 0.5 6 6 RARF  $                    -    $       3,605,458  $                    -    $        3,605,458 2015 RARF  $       3,605,458 Amend: New, Project Savings ACI-SOU-10-03-A

MES181-
015DZ Mesa Southern Ave at Country Club 

Dr
Design intersection 
improvement 2012 0.5 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          334,865  $           676,436 2013 RARF  $          341,571 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-SOU-10-03-A

MES181-
10RW Mesa Southern Ave at Country Club 

Dr
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
intersection improvement 2012 0.5 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          828,759  $        2,622,004 2014 RARF  $       1,793,245 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-SOU-10-03-A

MES11-
016DZ3 Mesa Southern Ave at Stapley Dr Design intersection 

improvement 2011 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          108,360  $           108,360 2012 RARF  $            57,839 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-SOU-10-03-B

MES12-
118DZ Mesa Southern Ave at Stapley Dr Design intersection 

improvement 2012 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          301,232  $        1,004,107 2013 RARF  $          455,983 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-SOU-10-03-B

MES13-
118CZ Mesa Southern Ave at Stapley Dr Construct intersection 

improvement 2014 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       3,009,830  $      10,032,766 2015 RARF  $       1,978,185 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-SOU-10-03-B

MES13-
118CZ2 Mesa Southern Ave at Stapley Dr Construct intersection 

improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          857,143  $        2,857,143 2014 RARF  $       2,000,000 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-SOU-10-03-B

MES183-
10RW Mesa Southern Ave at Stapley Dr Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2012 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          631,738  $        2,105,793 2013 RARF  $          474,508 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-SOU-10-03-B

MES14-
121CZ Mesa Stapley Dr at University Dr Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2015 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          354,281  $        1,180,936 2016 STP-MAG  $          826,655 Admin: ALCP FY13 update AII-STA-10-03

MES490-
09ADZ Mesa Stapley Dr at University Dr Design intersection 

improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          213,642  $           712,141 2016 STP-MAG  $          498,499 Amend: new reimbursement 
year AII-STA-10-03

MES490-
10ARWZ Mesa Stapley Dr at University Dr Construct intersection 

improvement 2014 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,207,106  $        4,023,686 2016 STP-MAG  $       2,816,580 Admin: ALCP FY13 update AII-STA-10-03
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MES12-
016DZ Mesa Southern Ave at Stapley Dr Design intersection 

improvement 2012 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          256,911  $          110,105  $           367,016 2012 RARF  $          256,911 Amend: delete

MES13-
118RZ Mesa Southern Ave at Stapley Dr

Reimbursement for 
construction of intersection 
improvement

2013 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $       1,966,712  $                    -    $        1,966,712 2013 RARF  $       1,966,712 Amend: delete

MES490-
09AD Mesa Stapley Dr at University Dr Design intersection 

improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          213,643  $           712,141 2016 STP-MAG  $          498,499 Amend: delete

PEO11-
103CZ Peoria 83rd Avenue: Butler Rd to 

Mountain View Construct roadway widening 2012 1 2 4 RARF  $                    -    $                    -    $          181,096  $           181,096 - -  $                   -   Admin:  reimbursement 
changes, FY12ALCP ACI-BRD-10-03-C

PEO12-
103C2Z Peoria 83rd Avenue: Butler Rd to 

Mountain View Construct roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,729,257  $        4,322,615 2021 RARF  $       2,593,358 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-BRD-10-03-C

PEO12-
103CZ Peoria 83rd Avenue: Butler Rd to 

Mountain View Construct roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 RARF  $                    -    $          977,008  $          418,718  $        1,395,726 2013 RARF  $          977,008 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-BRD-10-03-C

PEO11-
104C2Z Peoria 75th Avenue at Thunderbird 

Rd: Intersection Improvement
Construct intersection 
improvement 2011 0.2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            44,627  $             44,627 2012 RARF  $                   -   Amend: new local cost ACI-BRD-10-03-D

PEO11-
104CZ Peoria 75th Avenue at Thunderbird 

Rd: Intersection Improvement
Construct intersection 
improvement 2012 0.2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            75,302  $        1,075,642 2012 RARF  $       1,000,341 Admin: adjust reimbursement ACI-BRD-10-03-D

PEO12-
104DZ Peoria 75th Avenue at Thunderbird 

Rd: Intersection Improvement
Design intersection 
improvement 2012 0.2 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $                    -    $            17,300  $             17,300 2012 RARF  $                   -   Amend: Add local design ACI-BRD-10-03-D

PEO12-
104RWZ Peoria 75th Avenue at Thunderbird 

Rd: Intersection Improvement
Acquire right-of-way for 
intersection improvement 2012 0.2 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          270,335  $          386,777  $           657,112 2012 RARF  $          270,335 No reimbursement changes, 

FY13ALCP ACI-BRD-10-03-D

PEO13-
104CZ Peoria 75th Avenue at Thunderbird 

Rd: Intersection Improvement
Construct intersection 
improvement 2013 0.2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       3,194,608  $        3,354,586 2013 RARF  $          159,978 Admin: adjust reimbursement ACI-BRD-10-03-D

PEO10-
101DZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP Design roadway widening 2011 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          269,487  $           898,289 2012 RARF  $          628,802 Admin: defer reimbursement 
year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO10-
101RWZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2011 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          443,474  $        1,478,246 2024 RARF  $       1,034,772 Admin: defer reimbursement 

year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO11-
101CZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP Construct roadway widening 2012 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,138,830  $        7,129,435 2025 RARF  $       4,990,604 Admin: defer reimbursement 
year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO11-
101RWZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2011 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          279,326  $           931,086 2012 RARF  $          651,760 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO12-
101CZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP Construct roadway widening 2013 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,138,830  $        7,129,435 2026 RARF  $       4,990,604 Admin: defer reimbursement 
year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO12-
101CZ2 Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP Construct roadway widening 2014 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       4,763,250  $      15,877,501 2027 RARF  $     11,114,250 Admin: defer reimbursement 
year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO12-
101DZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP Design roadway widening 2012 2.5 2 4 RARF  $                    -    $          628,802  $          269,487  $           898,289 2012 RARF  $          628,802 Admin: defer reimbursement 
year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO12-
101RWZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,221,951  $        4,073,172 2024 RARF  $       2,851,221 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO13-
101DZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite 

Blvd to CAP Design roadway widening 2010 2.5 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,407,032  $        1,407,032 2012 RARF  $          735,311 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-LKP-10-03-A

PEO11-
199RWZ Peoria Lake Pleasant Pkwy: CAP to 

SR-74/Carefree Hwy
Acquire right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 1.8 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       3,543,934  $        3,543,934 2027 RARF  $                   -   Amend: delete

PHX100-
07RW Phoenix

Black Mountain Blvd: SR-51 
and Loop 101 (Pima Fwy) to 
Deer Valley Rd

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 2 0 6

STP-
MAG  $       2,452,030  $                    -    $       1,050,870  $        3,502,900 2013 STP-MAG  $       2,452,030 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-BMT-10-03

PHX100-
60D2 Phoenix

Black Mountain Blvd: SR-51 
and Loop 101 (Pima Fwy) to 
Deer Valley Rd

Design roadway widening 2012 2 0 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          551,972  $        1,839,907 2013 STP-MAG  $       1,287,935 No reimbursement changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI-BMT-10-03
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PHX13-
102CZ Phoenix

Black Mountain Blvd: SR-51 
and Loop 101 (Pima Fwy) to 
Deer Valley Rd

Construct roadway widening 2014 2 0 6
STP-
MAG  $     14,990,117  $                    -    $       6,424,336  $      21,414,453 2014 STP-MAG  $     14,990,117 Admin: Increase 

reimbursement from FY13 ACI-BMT-10-03

PHX15-
102CZ Phoenix

Black Mountain Blvd: SR-51 
and Loop 101 (Pima Fwy) to 
Deer Valley Rd

Construct roadway widening 2015 2 0 6
STP-
MAG  $       2,500,000  $                    -    $       1,071,429  $        3,571,429 2015 STP-MAG  $       2,500,000 Amend: new line item, defer 

partial reimbursement ACI-BMT-10-03

PHX12-
101RWZ Phoenix Avendia Rio Salado: 51st 

Avenue to 7th Street
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 6 0 6

STP-
MAG  $     14,453,198  $                    -    $       6,969,396  $      21,422,594 2012 STP-MAG  $     14,453,198 No reimbursement changes, 

FY13ALCP ACI-RIO-10-03

PHX13-
101CZ Phoenix Avendia Rio Salado: 51st 

Avenue to 7th Street Construct roadway widening 2013 6 0 6
STP-
MAG  $       7,168,197  $                    -    $       3,072,084  $      10,240,282 2013 STP-MAG  $       7,168,197 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-RIO-10-03

PHX13-
101RWZ Phoenix Avendia Rio Salado: 51st 

Avenue to 7th Street
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 6 0 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       3,743,753  $      12,479,176 2012 STP-MAG  $       8,735,423 No reimbursement changes, 

FY13ALCP ACI-RIO-10-03

PHX14-
101CZ Phoenix Avendia Rio Salado: 51st 

Avenue to 7th Street Construct roadway widening 2014 6 0 6
STP-
MAG  $       6,168,197  $                    -    $       2,643,513  $        8,811,710 2014 STP-MAG  $       6,168,197 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-RIO-10-03

PHX15-
101CZ Phoenix Avendia Rio Salado: 51st 

Avenue to 7th Street Construct roadway widening 2015 6 0 6
STP-
MAG  $       8,168,197  $                    -    $       3,500,756  $      11,668,954 2015 STP-MAG  $       8,168,197 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-RIO-10-03

PHX10-
103DZ Phoenix Sonoran Blvd: 15th Avenue to 

Cave Creek Design roadway widening 2011 7 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,313,615  $        3,024,731 2012 2012  $          711,116 No reimbursement changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI-SON-10-03

SCT11-
001CZ Scottsdale Pima Rd: Thompson Peak 

Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak Rd Construct roadway widening 2011 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,832,683  $        9,442,278 2011 RARF  $       6,609,594 Admin: adjust total costs ACI-PMA-10-03-A

SCT11-
001CZ2 Scottsdale Pima Rd: Thompson Peak 

Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak Rd Construct roadway widening 2012 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,977,111  $        9,923,704 2012 RARF  $       6,946,593 Admin: defer work year ACI-PMA-10-03-A

SCT12-
117CZ Scottsdale Pima Rd: Thompson Peak 

Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak Rd Construct roadway widening 2013 1.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,865,449  $        9,551,497 2012 RARF  $       6,686,048 Admin: adjust total costs ACI-PMA-10-03-A

SCT12-
117DZ Scottsdale Pima Rd: Thompson Peak 

Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak Rd Design roadway widening 2012 1.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $          189,244  $          124,603  $           415,344 2012 RARF  $          189,244 Admin: Project Cost savings 
to  ACISCT1003A ACI-PMA-10-03-A

SCT12-
117RWZ Scottsdale Pima Rd: Thompson Peak 

Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak Rd
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 1.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $            61,185  $            26,222  $             87,407 2012 RARF  $            61,185 Admin: adjust total costs, 

savings to ACISCT1003A ACI-PMA-10-03-A

SCT12-
113DZ Scottsdale Pima Rd:  Via Linda to Via De 

Ventura Design roadway widening 2013 1.3 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            85,839  $           188,029 2016 RARF  $          102,190 Amend: defer reimbursement 
from FY15 ACI-PMA-30-03-A

SCT13-
113CZ Scottsdale Pima Rd:  Via Linda to Via De 

Ventura Construct roadway widening 2014 1.3 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          929,925  $        2,166,419 2016 RARF  $       1,236,494 Amend: defer reimbursement 
from FY15 ACI-PMA-30-03-A

SCT11-
111CZ Scottsdale Pima Rd:  Thomas Rd to 

McDowell Rd Construct roadway widening 2014 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,401,454  $        7,991,224 2016 RARF  $       5,589,769 Amend: defer reimbursement 
to FY16 ACI-PMA-30-03-E

SCT11-
111DZ Scottsdale Pima Rd:  Thomas Rd to 

McDowell Rd Design roadway widening 2013 1 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          210,219  $           700,728 2016 RARF  $          490,510 Amend: Defer reimbursement 
to FY16 ACI-PMA-30-03-E

SCT13-
105CZ Scottsdale Northsight Blvd: Hayden to 

Frank Lloyd Wright Construct roadway widening 2013 0.4 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,078,854  $        3,596,179 2014 RARF  $       2,517,325 Admin: increase 
reimbursement ACI-SAT-10-03-C

SCT13-
105D2Z Scottsdale Northsight Blvd: Hayden to 

Frank Lloyd Wright
Pre-Design/Design roadway 
widening 2012 0.4 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          122,616  $           408,719 TBD RARF  $          286,103 Amend: new reimbursement 

year ACI-SAT-10-03-C

SCT13-
105DZ Scottsdale Northsight Blvd: Hayden to 

Frank Lloyd Wright
Pre-Design/Design roadway 
widening 2011 0.4 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          164,784  $           549,281 TBD RARF  $          384,497 Admin: increase 

reimbursement ACI-SAT-10-03-C

SCT13-
105SAVZ Scottsdale Northsight Blvd: Hayden to 

Frank Lloyd Wright Construct roadway widening 2014 0.4 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,177,194  $        3,923,980 2015 RARF  $       2,746,786 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-SAT-10-03-C

SCT14-
105RWZ Scottsdale Northsight Blvd: Hayden to 

Frank Lloyd Wright
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 0.4 2 4 RARF  $                    -    $            14,175  $              6,075  $             20,250 2012 RARF  $            14,175 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-SAT-10-03-C

SCT14-
105RWZ2 Scottsdale Northsight Blvd: Hayden to 

Frank Lloyd Wright
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 0.4 2 4 RARF  $                    -    $       2,517,325  $       1,078,854  $        3,596,179 2013 RARF  $       2,517,325 Admin: increase 

reimbursement ACI-SAT-10-03-C

SCT15-
105CZ Scottsdale Northsight Blvd: Hayden to 

Frank Lloyd Wright Construct roadway widening 2012 0.4 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,078,854  $        3,596,179 2013 RARF  $       2,517,325 Admin: decrease 
reimbursement ACI-SAT-10-03-C

SCT15-
106CZ Scottsdale

Frank Lloyd Wright Frontage 
Rd: Northsight to Greenway-
Hayden Loop

Construct roadway widening 2015 0.75 0 2 RARF  $                    -    $       5,633,161  $       2,414,212  $        8,047,373 2015 RARF  $       5,633,161 No reimbursement changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI-SAT-10-03-D
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SCT14-
107DZ Scottsdale Redfield Rd: Scottsdale Rd to 

Hayden Design roadway widening 2013 1.2 2 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          150,888  $           502,961 2015 RARF  $          352,073 No reimbursement changes, 
FY13ALCP ACI-SAT-10-03-E

SCT13-
122CZ Scottsdale Raintree Extension: Hayden to 

Redfield Construct roadway widening 2013 0.3 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          953,516  $        3,178,387 2017 RARF  $       2,224,871 Amend: defer reimbursement 
to FY17 ACI-SAT-10-03-F

SCT13-
122RWZ Scottsdale Raintree Extension: Hayden to 

Redfield
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 0.3 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            75,444  $           251,480 2014 RARF  $          176,036 Amend: advance 

reimbursement from FY16 ACI-SAT-10-03-F

SCT14-
122CZ Scottsdale Raintree Extension: Hayden to 

Redfield Construct roadway widening 2014 0.3 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,667,801  $        8,892,672 2018 RARF  $       6,224,871 Amend: defer reimbursement 
to FY18 ACI-SAT-10-03-F

SCT14-
122RWZ Scottsdale Raintree Extension: Hayden to 

Redfield
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2014 0.3 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          137,127  $           457,091 2013 RARF  $          319,964 Amend: advance 

reimbursement from FY16 ACI-SAT-10-03-F

SCT14-
122RWZ Scottsdale Raintree Extension: Hayden to 

Redfield
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2014 0.3 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          385,714  $        1,285,714 2015 RARF  $          900,000 Amend: new reimbursement 

from FY16 ACI-SAT-10-03-F

SCT14-
122RWZ Scottsdale Raintree Extension: Hayden to 

Redfield
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2014 0.3 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,123,168  $        3,743,894 2016 RARF  $       2,620,725 Amend: reimbursement ACI-SAT-10-03-F

SCT14-
118DZ Scottsdale Raintree Drive: Loop 101 to 

Hayden
Pre-Design/Design roadway 
widening 2014 1 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          301,776  $        1,005,922 2015 RARF  $          704,145 Amend: Defer reimbursement 

from FY14 ACI-SAT-10-03-G

SCT15-
118RWZ Scottsdale Raintree Drive: Loop 101 to 

Hayden
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2015 1 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,508,733  $        5,029,608 2016 RARF  $       3,520,874 Amend: defer reimbursement 

to FY16 ACI-SAT-10-03-G

SCT11-
123DZ Scottsdale

Frank Lloyd Wright at 
76th/78th/82nd St: Intersection 
Improvements

Design intersection 
improvement 2012 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            30,178  $           100,592 2013 RARF  $            70,415 

Amend: Defer to FY13, 
increase reimbursement to 
70,415.

ACI-SAT-10-03-H

SCT13-
123RWZ Scottsdale

Frank Lloyd Wright at 
76th/78th/82nd St: Intersection 
Improvements

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
intersection improvement 2013 0.5 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $            70,415  $            30,178  $           100,592 2013 RARF  $            70,415 No reimbursement changes, 

FY13ALCP ACI-SAT-10-03-H

SCT14-
123CZ Scottsdale

Frank Lloyd Wright at 
76th/78th/82nd St: Intersection 
Improvements

Construct intersection 
improvement 2014 0.5 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          301,776  $        1,005,922 2015 RARF  $          704,145 Amend: Defer to FY15 ACI-SAT-10-03-H

SCT13-
124DZ Scottsdale Loop 101 South Frontage 

Roads Design roadway widening 2013 0.75 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          150,888  $           502,961 2015 RARF  $          352,073 
Amend: Defer reimbursement 
from FY13, decrease 
reimbursement

ACI-SAT-10-03-I

SCT14-
124C2Z Scottsdale Loop 101 South Frontage 

Roads Construct roadway widening 2014 0.5 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          427,692  $        1,425,642 2016 RARF  $          997,950 Amend: new reimbursement 
year ACI-SAT-10-03-I

SCT14-
124CZ Scottsdale Loop 101 South Frontage 

Roads Construct roadway widening 2014 0.75 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          427,693  $        1,425,643 2015 RARF  $          997,950 
Admin: decrease 
reimbursement, defer balance 
to FY16

ACI-SAT-10-03-I

SCT14-
124RWZ Scottsdale Loop 101 South Frontage 

Roads
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2014 0.75 0 4 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          301,776  $        1,005,922 2015 RARF  $          704,145 Amend: Defer reimbursement 

from FY14 ACI-SAT-10-03-I

SCT11-
014DZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak 
Rd

Design roadway widening 2011 2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          269,495  $           785,275 2013 RARF  $          500,000 Amend: decrease 
reimbursement and defer ACI-SCT-10-03-A

SCT12-
014C2RZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak 
Rd

Construct roadway widening 2013 2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,063,239  $        6,877,465 2016 RARF  $       4,814,225 Amend: new reimbursement ACI-SCT-10-03-A

SCT12-
014C3RZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak 
Rd

Construct roadway widening 2013 2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,206,097  $        4,020,322 2017 RARF  $       2,814,225 Amend: new reimbursement ACI-SCT-10-03-A

SCT12-
014CZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak 
Rd

Construct roadway widening 2013 2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       2,392,419  $        7,974,729 2015 RARF  $       5,582,310 Amend: increase and defer 
reimbursement to FY15 ACI-SCT-10-03-A

SCT12-
119DZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak 
Rd

Design roadway widening 2012 2 4 6 RARF  $                    -    $                    -    $                    -    $                     -   2012 RARF  $                   -   Delete from TIP ACI-SCT-10-03-A

SCT13-
119RWZ Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak 
Rd

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2013 2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $                    -    $                     -   2014 RARF  $                   -   Amend: Delete from TIP ACI-SCT-10-03-A
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SCT210-
10AC Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak 
Rd

Construct roadway widening 2012 2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          952,975  $        3,176,584 2013 RARF  $       2,223,609 Amend: decrease 
reimbursement ACI-SCT-10-03-A

SCT210-
10ARW Scottsdale

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson 
Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle Peak 
Rd

Acquisition of right-of-way for 
roadway widening 2012 2 4 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $       1,823,330  $        2,845,226 2013 RARF  $       1,021,896 Admin: decrease 

reimbursement ACI-SCT-10-03-A

SCT11-
115RWZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at Frank Lloyd 

Wright Blvd
Acquisition of right-of-way for 
intersection improvement 2011 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            31,614  $           105,379 2016 RARF  $            73,765 Admin: ALCP FY13 update ACI-SHA-20-03-L

SCT15-
115DZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at Frank Lloyd 

Wright Blvd
Design intersection 
improvement 2015 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            31,614  $           105,379 2016 RARF  $            73,765 Amend: add new 

reimbursement year ACI-SHA-20-03-L

SCT11-
120DZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at 125th Street Design intersection 

improvement 2011 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            18,861  $             62,870 2015 RARF  $            44,009 Amend: defer reimbursement ACI-SHA-20-03-N

SCT12-
120CZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at 125th Street Construct intersection 

improvement 2012 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          150,888  $           502,961 2015 RARF  $          352,073 Amend: defer reimbursement ACI-SHA-20-03-N

SCT12-
120DZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at 125th Street Design intersection 

improvement 2012 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            18,861  $             62,870 2015 RARF  $            44,009 Amend: defer reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI-SHA-20-03-N

SCT12-
120RWZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at 125th Street Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2012 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            18,861  $             62,870 2015 RARF  $            44,009 Amend: defer reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI-SHA-20-03-N

SCT13-
120CZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at 125th Street Construct intersection 

improvement 2013 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $          150,888  $           502,961 2015 RARF  $          352,073 Amend: defer reimbursement 
from FY14 ACI-SHA-20-03-N

SCT13-
120RWZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at 125th Street Acquisition of right-of-way for 

intersection improvement 2013 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            18,861  $             62,870 2015 RARF  $            44,009 Amend: add new 
reimbursement year ACI-SHA-20-03-N

SCT12-
121CZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at 136th Street Construct intersection 

improvement 2012 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            31,614  $           105,379 2025 RARF  $            73,765 Amend: defer reimbursement 
from FY22 ACI-SHA-20-03-P

SCT13-
121CZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at 136th Street Construct intersection 

improvement 2013 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            31,614  $           105,379 2025 RARF  $            73,765 Amend: defer reimbursement 
from FY22 ACI-SHA-20-03-P

SCT12-
115CZ Scottsdale Shea Blvd at Frank Lloyd 

Wright Blvd
Construct intersection 
improvement 2012 0.25 6 6 Local  $                    -    $                    -    $            79,035  $           263,448 2014 RARF  $          184,414 Amend: delete

New line item in TIP
Change in TIP



Agenda Item #7

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT: 
Update on the Southeast Major Investment Study

SUMMARY:  
During the course of developing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Interstate 10/Maricopa
Freeway, questions were raised by MAG member agencies about the improvements that were being
considered for the corridor and the need for alternate transportation options.  In response, MAG began
developing the Southeast Corridor Major Investment Study to address these questions.

The fiscal year (FY) 2010 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget, approved by the MAG
Regional Council in May 2009, was amended by the MAG Regional Council Executive Committee in March
2010 to include $300,000 to conduct the Southeast Corridor Major Investment Study. On May 17, 2010,
the MAG Regional Council Executive Committee selected HDR, Inc. to conduct the study.

The work program for the Southeast Corridor Major Investment Study encompassed the following tasks:

• Review of all transportation investments proposed to date for the Southeast Corridor;

• Study of the travel demand shed between Central Phoenix and the Southeast Valley to identify
the potential for alternative transportation mode strategies to accommodate demand in addition
to freeway widening scenarios;

• Consultation with project stakeholders on the project’s findings and recommendations; and

• Development of a preferred investment strategy for the Southeast Corridor.

Presently, the Regional Freeway and Highway Program of the MAG Regional Transportation Plan
provides approximately $650 million for an initial phase to widen the Interstate 10/Maricopa Freeway
between 32nd Street and the SR-202L/Santan-South Mountain Freeways at the Pecos Stack traffic
interchange. 

Since receiving notice to proceed on the study in June 2010, the consultant has developed, studied,
and analyzed three bundles of more than 25 different transportation alternatives to accommodate the
travel demand forecasts in the Southeast Corridor area that reaches from Downtown Phoenix to
Downtown Chandler.  Information generated by this study thus far benefits not only this Major
Investment Study, but has also significantly contributed valuable information to the continuing planning
efforts for the Interstate 10/Maricopa Freeway, Interstate 17/Black Canyon Freeway, and SR-
143/Hohokam Expressway.  A presentation on the study’s recommendations will be made.  The study’s
Executive Summary, detailing the recommendations for both freeway and transit modes, is attached
for review.
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PUBLIC INPUT:
No public input has been received.

PROS & CONS:
PROS:  As presently proposed, an investment of approximately $1.5 billion is proposed for the
Southeast Corridor to accommodate future travel demand, primarily in facilitating widening of Interstate
10.  The outcome of this study will evaluate the suitability of this investment measured against the
ability to incorporate alternative transportation strategies in the corridor.  In light of current economic
conditions, this study’s results may provide the region with options to consider in making the
appropriate investments for the Southeast Corridor. Study of the additional improvement combinations,
as brought forward by MAG member agencies, will add value to the outcome of this study.

CONS: None. 

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The outcome and subsequent actions taken by the Regional Council based upon the findings
of this study could affect the timing of the Interstate 10 improvements in the Southeast Corridor.  However,
this process could result in a plan for the Southeast Corridor that provides the best value for
accommodating increasing travel demand between the East Valley and Central Phoenix.

POLICY: The Southeast Corridor Major Investment Study will provide guidance to MAG, ADOT, and other
affected jurisdictions and agencies with a comprehensive approach for accommodating the travel demand
between the East Valley and Central Phoenix.

ACTION NEEDED:
Information and discussion.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
None.

CONTACT PERSON:
Bob Hazlett, Senior Engineering Manager, 602 254-6300.
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IntRoDUCtIon

levels as demonstrated by the following findings from 
previous studies:

 ■ The 2006 MAG Freeway Level of Service Study in-
dicates that every freeway within the study area 
currently experiences recurring congestion.

 ■ A major increase in the number of congested in-
tersections (level of service (LOS) E and F) will oc-
cur between 2012 and 2030, despite the construc-
tion of the arterial improvements indentified in the 
current Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).1 

1   Source: MAG TDM simulations of the traffic performance of the 
regional roadway network based on 2008 travel demand and 
2030 travel demand forecasts prepared for the RTP.

The Maricopa Association of 
Governments (MAG) has com-
pleted a comprehensive trans-
portation study of southeast 
Maricopa County. The Southeast 
Corridor Major Investment Study 
(SE Corridor MIS) identifies com-
patible transportation elements 
designed to improve overall mo-
bility within a portion of southeast 
Maricopa County. The Southeast 
Corridor (study area) is bounded 
by I-10 (Papago Freeway) and 
SR-202L (Red Mountain Freeway) 
on the north, SR-101L (Price Free-
way) on the east, the Gila River 
Indian Community border on the 
south, and I-17 (Black Canyon 
Freeway) and the 23rd Avenue 
alignment on the west (Figure 
1). The study area includes the 
Town of Guadalupe and parts of 
Phoenix, Tempe, and Chandler. 

The transportation system within 
the study area provides con-
nections between many of 
Maricopa County’s major activ-
ity centers as well as access to 
regional, national and interna-
tional destinations. At present, 
freeways and roadways in the 
study area experience recurring 
weekday congestion. The area’s 
population is expected to double between 2010 and 
2030, placing increased demand on its transportation 
infrastructure.

The SE Corridor MIS identifies multi-modal transporta-
tion investment options to the currently planned expan-
sion of I-10 between the I-10/I-17 traffic interchange (TI) 
(referred to as “The Stack”)and the I-10/SR-202L (Pecos 
Stack) TI, including the Broadway Curve. Transporta-
tion investment options were explored to address the 
projected increases in area employment and popula-
tion and the resulting increase in roadway congestion 

Figure 1 | Southeast Corridor MIS Study Area
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eXIstIng AnD PlAnneD RoADwAY AnD tRAnsIt IMPRoVeMents 

Three new Arterial BRT routes are identified in the study 
area. Arterial BRT is a branded, limited stop bus route that 
has enhanced stations and takes advantage of queue 
jumper lanes, signal priority, or other travel time saving 
methods. The planned Arterial BRT routes are designed to 
feed into existing or planned high capacity transit. Two of 
the routes have been postponed to a year beyond 2026.

Three HCT corridors are identified within the study area. 
The Tempe South corridor would provide service from 
downtown Tempe/ASU to the south. The Phoenix West 
corridor would provide service between downtown 
Phoenix and west Phoenix. The PHX Sky Train is an auto-
mated people mover that is planned to provide a tran-
sit connection between the 44th/Washington Street LRT 
Station and Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport. 
The PHX Sky Train will be implemented in two phases, 

PlAnneD FReewAYs AnD CAPACItY 
 IMPRoVeMents In the stUDY AReA

 ■ gP and hoV lanes on sections of I-10, I-17, and sR-202l (santan Freeway)
 ■ Multiple local lanes along I-10
 ■ south Mountain Freeway
 ■ Five regionally funded arterial street projects (four intersection improvement 

projects and one new/improved arterial roadway)
 ■ one illustrative roadway project which includes improving I-10 to a local/

express lane configuration between the I-10/sR-51/sR-202l tI and 32nd street

Roadways
The RTP identifies substantial free-
way/highway improvements in the 
study area to be constructed over 
a 20-year period between 2010 and 
2030; which include varying levels of 
improvement on nearly every free-
way/highway. This includes corridor 
capacity improvements along I-10 
and a new South Mountain Freeway 
along the southern border of the 
study area. New high occupancy 
vehicle (HOV) ramp connections 
are planned for the I-10/SR-202L and SR-101L/SR-202L 
system TIs. Additional general purpose (GP) and HOV 
lanes are planned along existing facilities.

Improvements to I-10 include reconfiguring the current 
facility to a local/express lane arrangement. The cur-
rent RTP funds these improvements from 32nd Street 
to the Pecos Stack. This improvement provides addi-
tional GP and HOV lanes for through traffic. HOV lanes 
throughout the study area are typically one lane in 
each direction; however, two are planned in the same 
direction from the I-10/I-17 TI (The Split) on the south-
east corner of downtown Phoenix to the I-10/US-60 TI. 
New multiple local lanes are planned to address local 
access to the arterial streets over the same approxi-
mate length. The South Mountain Freeway is a planned 
facility that will extend SR-202L (Santan Freeway) west 
from the Pecos Stack. The South Mountain Freeway will 
span along the southern border of the study area, and 
then turn north outside of the study area and connect 
to I-10, near 59th Avenue.

Also programmed in the RTP within the study area 
are additional GP and HOV lanes along I-17, from the 
I-10/I-17 TI on the northwest corner of downtown Phoe-
nix, to the Split. Further, additional GP and HOV facili-
ties, including direct ramp connections and additional 
lanes, are programmed for the SR-202L (Santan Free-
way) from I-10 to east of the study area.

Transit 
The existing transit services in the study area consist of 
local bus, circulators, express bus, and light rail. A vari-
ety of transit service and capital infrastructure improve-
ments are planned for the study area, which include lo-
cal bus/supergrid, express bus, Arterial Bus Rapid Transit 
(Arterial BRT), and high capacity transit (HCT).

PlAnneD tRAnsIt seRVICe IMPRoVeMents 
In the stUDY AReA

 ■ new local and express bus routes are planned within 
the study area; however, planned service levels are 
very modest

 ■ one new supergrid route 
 ■ one additional express bus route by 2015
 ■ seven additional express bus routes after 2026

 ■ three new Arterial BRt routes, two after 2026
 ■ three planned hCt corridors: tempe south corridor, 

Phoenix west corridor, and PhX sky train 
 ■ three illustrative hCt corridors identified 

 ■ two potential hCt all day service corridors along 
scottsdale Road/Rural Road and Central Avenue 
(south of Jefferson street)

 ■ one hCt peak period service corridor near the 
tempe Kyrene Branch freight rail line
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with the first phase connecting the 44th/Washington 
Street LRT Station to Phoenix Sky Harbor Terminal 4. By 
2020, PHX Sky Train will have stations at the airport’s 
Terminal 3, a future terminal, and the rental car center. 

Implementation of many planned transit services in the 
study area have been delayed to after year 2026 due 
to recent economic conditions. 

tRAnsPoRtAtIon PeRFoRMAnCe AnD FoReCAsteD DeMAnD KeY FInDIngs

Transportation performance mea-
sures including traffic congestion, 
travel speeds, and transit utilization 
indicate the general need for ad-
ditional or alternative investment in 
transportation infrastructure and ser-
vices. The key transportation perfor-
mance findings documented in the 
MAG SE Corridor study include:

 ■ Previous studies indicate that 
every freeway within the study 
area experiences some recur-
ring congestion

 ■ The most significant freeway 
delays are found on I-10 north-
bound between Chandler Bou-
levard and US-60 and on US-60 
westbound between Mill Avenue and Priest Drive 
during the AM peak period. During the PM peak 
period, the most significant bottlenecks in the study 
area are on I-10 eastbound between I-17 and Gua-
dalupe Road and on eastbound US-60 between 
I-10 and Rural Road (see Figure 2)

 ■ Slightly higher average speeds are experienced 
on the HOV facilities than the general freeway 
lanes during peak hours

 ■ Arterial congestion is primarily a peak-hour prob-
lem, where through traffic experiences significant 
delays at numerous intersections during the morn-
ing peak hours, and even more intersections dur-
ing the afternoon peak hours

 ■ Within the study area, local fixed route bus service 
carried more passengers than any other transit 
mode, followed by light rail, circulator bus and ex-
press bus in Fiscal Year (FY) 2009

 ■ The local bus routes with the highest ridership 
in the study area operate within or through the 
central Phoenix area; however the south Phoenix 
and Tempe east-west crosstown routes (Broadway 
Road, Southern Avenue, and Baseline Road) have 
strong existing ridership (see Figure 3)

 ■ The I-10 East RAPID (Ahwatukee to downtown 
Phoenix Express) accounts for more than one-

third (37 percent) of the express route ridership in 
the service area while the three Chandler Express 
routes (540, 541, and 542) account for approxi-
mately 24 percent of the express bus ridership

Figure 2 | Peak Period Freeway Bottleneck Duration

US-60: Priest Dr to Rural Rd

I-10: SR-51 to Guadalupe Rd

US-60: Alma School Rd to I-10

I-10: Chandler Blvd to US-60
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Source:  2007 MAG Regional Travel Time and Speed Study; ADOT FMS

Figure 3 |  Study Area Annual Transit Ridership  
(Boardings) by Mode1
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1Annual ridership for light rail is for January 2009 through June 2009
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Travel demand projections provide a general indica-
tion of future travel patterns within and through the 
study area. Results from the MAG 2030 travel demand 
model indicate the following trends:   

 ■ The top general destinations for trips from the south 
Tempe, Chandler and Northern Pinal County area 
include:

■■ Southeast and east valley areas (Mesa, 
Gilbert and Pinal County)

■■ North Tempe (north of Baseline Road)
■■ Central Phoenix north area (including Sky 

Harbor International Airport Airport, Uptown 
Phoenix, and Camelback/Biltmore area) 

 ■ The areas of the region that generate the most 
trips destined to the south Tempe, Chandler and 
Northern Pinal County area include:

■■ Southeast and east valley area (Mesa, Gilbert 
and Pinal County)

■■ North Tempe (north of Baseline Road)
 ■ Trips from the central Phoenix north area, which is 

considered a leading destination, represents only 
6 percent of the total daily person trips; however, it 
should be noted that a significant number of trips, 
approximately two-thirds in 2010 and three-quarters 
in 2030, are from the southeast and east valley areas

 ■ Approximately one-fifth (20.4 percent in 2010 and 
19.5 percent in 2030) of the peak period trips des-
tined for the downtown Tempe/ASU area are from 
the south Tempe, Chandler and Northern Pinal 
County area. Other areas that have a high level of 
trips destined for the downtown Tempe/ASU area 
include:

■■ Southeast valley area (Mesa and Apache 
Junction)

■■ Central Phoenix north area (including 
Sky Harbor Airport, Uptown Phoenix, and 
Camelback/Biltmore area) 

 ■ Nearly 40 percent of the trips destined for the 
downtown Phoenix area are from the Central Phoe-
nix north area in both 2010 and 2030. Trips from the 
south Tempe, Chandler and Northern Pinal County 
area only comprise approximately 8 percent of the 
trips to downtown Phoenix. However, all east valley 
areas combined (excluding Scottsdale) comprise 
approximately 20 percent of the trips

study Area Person trips – trips from study Area

sub-Area
2010 

Percent of trips
2030 

Percent of trips
southeast and 
east Valley Areas 43% 44%

north tempe 25% 20%
Central Phoenix 
north Area 18% 17%

All other Areas 
Combined 13% 19%

total 100% 100%

study Area Person trips – trips to study Area

sub-Area
2010 

Percent of trips
2030  

Percent of trips
southeast and 
east Valley Areas 69% 75%

north tempe 13% 10%
All other Areas 
Combined 18% 16%

total 100% 100%
Source: MAG TDM, 2010

AlteRnAtIVe tRAnsPoRtAtIon InVestMent oPtIons

The variety of activity 
centers located within the 
study area and the study 
area’s overall size requires 
a comprehensive multi-
modal approach to ad-
dress the transportation 
performance issues and 
projected future travel 
demand needs identified 
through this MIS. The MIS 
identified a total of nine 
transportation investment 
bundles; three initial bun-

dles and six alternate bundles. The initial bundles (Bundle 
1 through Bundle 3), which were developed through an 
interactive multi-agency Charrette process, identified 
the following transportation investment options:

 ■ Freeway based managed lanes
 ■ Direct High Occupancy Vehicle (DHOV) access 

ramps
 ■ Exclusive guideway transit 
 ■ Bus rapid transit
 ■ Commuter rail transit
 ■ Modern streetcar
 ■ Automated guideway transit
 ■ Arterial roadway capacity enhancements

BUnDle eVAlUAtIon 
CRIteRIA

 ■ environmental Impacts
 ■ socioeconomic  

Conditions
 ■ Capital Development 

Feasibility
 ■ operational Feasibility
 ■ Performance
 ■ Financial Feasibility
 ■ Cost effectiveness
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The freeway based managed lanes 
concept on I-10 and I-17 between 
the Stack TI and Pecos Stack TI was 
a key component of each of the 
three initial bundles. Based on a 
benefit cost analysis, the managed 
lanes were shown to produce ben-
efits (measured in personal time 
and fuel savings) that exceed pro-
jected costs. In addition, MAG trav-
el demand model results indicate 
that the managed lanes concept 
may increase travel speeds in the 
general purpose lanes; providing 
benefits to all users. Figure 4 depicts 
a similar concept to the proposed 
managed lanes/DHOV configura-
tion, while Figures 5 and 6 illustrate 
the general configuration for the 
managed lanes concept including 
the incorporation of strategically located DHOV ac-
cess ramps. 

The six alternate bundles (Bundle 3.2.A through Bun-
dle 3.2.F) were developed to isolate the relative per-
formance of the transportation investment options. 
A comprehensive evaluation of all nine bundles was 

conducted based on the general criteria shown in 
the table on page 4. Key findings from the evaluation 
include:

 ■ Managed lane operations in I-10 and I-17 between 
the Pecos Stack TI and the Stack TI, including the 
five identified DHOV access ramps, provides the 

Figure 4 | Traffic Interchange in Bellevue, Washington depicting park-and-
ride access, bus interface, and DHOV Access into managed lanes facility 

Figure 5 | Typical Lane Configuration of Managed and General Purpose Lanes on I-17/I-10

I-17/I-10/Us-60 lane Diagrams

General Lanes
Managed Lanes
Ramp
Underpass
Overpass

N

Not to scale
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highest level of performance in-
cluding increased peak period 
operating speeds, while ac-
commodating increased traffic 
volumes (GP lanes volume + 
managed lanes volume) in the 
freeway corridor.

 ■ A strategically focused network 
of high capacity transit services 
featuring exclusive guideway 
transit offers the most produc-
tive transit investment (highest 
system-wide ratio of boardings 
per revenue mile).

 ■ An east/west transit connection 
between Central Avenue and 
the east valley in a corridor par-
allel to I-10 (including Southern 
Avenue or Baseline Road) and 
a north/south connection along 
either Rural Road or Arizona 
Avenue produces the highest 
number of new system-wide 
transit riders. This configuration 
improves direct transit access 
between central Phoenix (in-
cluding south central Phoenix) 
and the southeast valley.

 ■ Results of the MAG TDM indi-
cates that an exclusive guide-
way transit investment in either 
the Rural Road or Arizona Av-
enue corridors will not have a 
significantly discernible impact 
on traffic volumes or speeds 
on I-10. Both corridors have at-
tributes to potentially support 
a future exclusive guideway 
transit investment; however, 
additional study is necessary to 
determine if such an investment 
should be made in one or both 
of the corridors.   

Figure 6 |  Typical Lane Configuration of Managed and General Purpose 
Lanes on I-10

I-17/I-10/Us-60 lane Diagrams

General Lanes
Managed Lanes
Ramp
Underpass
Overpass

N

Not to scale
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ReCoMMenDAtIons

The key findings of the MIS serve as an outline of the 
primary elements required to develop a recommend-
ed bundle of transportation investment options. The 
transportation improvement options included in the 
recommended bundle offer a relatively high level of 
performance (average freeway travel speeds, aver-
age freeway volumes, and new system-wide transit rid-
ers) and efficiency (benefit/cost and transit boarding 
per revenue mile) compared to the other transporta-
tion improvement options considered. In addition, they 
generally performed well under the evaluation criteria. 

The recommended bundle includes the freeway man-
aged lanes on I-10/I-17 (including DHOV ramps) and 
exclusive guideway transit service on Southern and 
Central Avenues between the Phoenix CBD and Rural 
Road. Other transportation improvement options pro-
posed to be included in the recommended bundle 
include an extension of the Tempe modern streetcar 

on Rio Salado Parkway and Southern Avenue, as well 
as potential exclusive guideway transit extensions to 
Chandler’s CBD via Rural Road or Arizona Avenue. 

Excluding the optional exclusive guideway transit exten-
sion on either Rural Road or Arizona Avenue, the total 
estimated capital and operating cost (operating cost 
for transit only) for the recommended bundle is $2.96 bil-
lion. Approximately 75% of the total estimated cost is 
for public transit investments ($2.23 billion) including 
20-year operating costs. The total estimated capital cost 
per corridor mile constructed (managed lanes + transit) 
is approximately $68.6 million. 

The recommended transportation investment options 
will provide enhanced access to local and regional 
activity centers, provide expanded multi-modal trans-
portation options, and offer potential user benefits 
based on personal time and fuel savings.

Recommended Bundle of transportation Improvement options

Concept
Description

length in 
study Area 

(miles)
Managed lanes I-10 and I-17 - Pecos stack tI to stack tI 20.0

new DhoV Ramps

I-17/washington street
I-17/Central Avenue
I-10/sR-143
I-10/Carver Road
I-10/galveston Road

---

exclusive guideway transit southern Avenue/Central Avenue – Phoenix CBD to 
Rural Road

11.5

exclusive guideway transit Rural Road – southern Avenue to University Drive 2.0

Potential exclusive guideway transit
Arizona Avenue – Chandler CBD to Rural Road and 
southern Avenue via Arizona Avenue 

2.0A

Potential exclusive guideway transit Rural Road – Chandler CBD to Rural Road and southern 
Avenue via Rural Road

8.0A

Modern streetcar Rio salado Parkway - extension from Mill Avenue to 
sR-101l 

3.5

Modern streetcar southern Avenue - extension from Mill Avenue to Rural 
Road

1.0

Source: HDR Engineering, 2011
A Total miles of extension (within study area + outside of study area) = ~11.0 miles
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Agenda Item #8

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT: 
Update on Environmental Impact Statements for Interstates 10 and 17

SUMMARY:  
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) studies for capacity expansion of Interstate 10 between the
SR-51/SR-202L “MiniStack” and SR-202L “Pecos Stack” traffic interchanges and Interstate 17 (I-17)
between the Interstate 10 (I-10) “Split” and SR-101L “North Stack” traffic interchanges have been
underway for a number of years.  Since the studies were initiated, a number of factors have changed,
including the economic situation (which substantially impacted revenues).  The proposed projects that
were being studied for each corridor substantially exceeded the resources available by two to four
billion dollars.  In addition, the possible implementation of managed lanes and potential conflicts with
Sky Harbor International Airport have resulted in a decision to suspend both studies at this time.  One
option that is being considered is to study the I-17 / I-10 spine that stretches from the I-17/SR-101L
“North Stack” to the SR-202L “Pecos Stack” as one corridor rather than as two separate corridors.  The
section of I-17 around the Durango Curve is at the end of its service life and could be significantly
improved to add capacity to the system rather than directing more traffic through the I-10 tunnel.

In 2001, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) began developing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation for
expanding Interstate 10 between the SR-51/Piestewa Freeway and SR-202L/Red Mountain Freeway
“Mini-Stack” and SR-202L/Santan-South Mountain Freeways “Pecos Stack” traffic interchanges.  The
subject of this EIS is an environmental clearance that would allow the reconstruction of the Interstate
10/SR-143/48th Street traffic interchange, connections to the US-60/Superstition Freeway and
Interstate 17/Black Canyon Freeway traffic interchanges, construction of an additional high occupancy
vehicle (HOV) lane between Interstate 17 and US-60, and implementation of a local-express lane
expanding the freeway to as many as 25-lanes for providing additional capacity along Interstate 10.

In 2009, the FHWA and ADOT began developing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and
Section 4(f) Evaluation for expanding Interstate 17/Black Canyon Freeway between the Interstate
10/Maricopa Freeway “Split” traffic interchange near Phoenix-Sky Harbor International Airport and the
SR-101L/Agua Fria-Pima Freeway “North Stack” traffic interchange.  The subject of this EIS is an
environmental clearance that would allow added capacity through reconstruction of the oldest
segments of freeways in Arizona, enhancements to existing traffic interchanges, and operational
improvements to the Black Canyon Freeway frontage roads.

Both EIS projects are at significant decision point for the MAG region and the continuing development
of the MAG Regional Freeway and Highway Program and the Regional Transportation Plan.  As ADOT
and FHWA have completed these studies, it has been realized that the improvements to both
Interstate 10 and 17 that form the critical north-south Spine for travel in the Valley will significantly
exceed the program budgets identified for both corridors.  Presently, the Program has approximately
$1.3 billion for improving both freeways, which is about one third the value of the improvements under
study in  both EIS projects.  In addition, the EIS study process has determined that significant
improvements may be needed in the vicinity of the Interstate 10/Interstate 17 “Split” interchange to
accommodate new airspace regulations required by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for
runways at Phoenix-Sky Harbor International Airport.



Given the significance of this decision point, the Federal Highway Administration and the Arizona
Department of Transportation have recommended reevaluating the EIS process for both corridors and
determining an appropriate direction for expanding capacity along both Interstates 10 and 17.  As the
regional transportation planning agency, MAG has had under study two significant projects that will
contribute to the decisions needed in this reevaluation: Southeast Corridor Major Investment Study,
and MAG Managed Lanes Network Development Strategy - Phase I.  Preliminary findings have
identified alternate cross-sections and priced-congestion programs that could improve and enhance
the capacity of both corridors.  MAG is providing this data from these studies to FHWA and ADOT and
is proposing a workshop with the project’s key stakeholders to identify the appropriate solution for
adding capacity to the Interstates 10 and 17 Spine.

As part of the reevaluation, ADOT and FHWA have suspended the current EIS studies for both
Interstate 10 and Interstate 17 in anticipation of the need for a more appropriate solution.  Data and
effort completed thus far will be incorporated into future environmental actions that will be needed to
implement the solution for both freeways.  Also, as this reevaluation is under consideration, MAG,
ADOT, and FHWA will be identifying interim “spot” improvements along both Interstates 10 and 17 to
ease existing congestion and improve travel through known bottlenecks.  

PUBLIC INPUT:
ADOT and FHWA have received public input for the development of the current EIS projects.  No
public input has been received on the action to suspend the projects.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: As studied in these EIS projects, an investment of nearly $4 billion is proposed for adding
capacity to both the Interstate 10 and 17 Spine.  Presently, the Regional Freeway and Highway
Program has programmed $1.3 billion for both corridors.  By taking the time to reevaluate the
proposed action, and to consider alternate cross-sections and the opportunity for priced-congestion
programs, it may be possible to develop an improvement plan that could provide capacity and more
importantly, reliability, for commuters.  In addition, the interim “spot” improvements that will be
identified could provide enough enhanced capacity along the Interstate 10 and 17 Spine to allow time
for developing a more balanced and long-term solution. 

CONS: Significant resources has been expended by FHWA and ADOT for both EIS studies.   Although
much of the data can be used in future environmental studies that will be needed to implement a long-
term solution, new data sets and analyses will be required for the future studies.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The Interstate 10 and 17 Spine provides a critical function and its long-term operation
will be key to economic activity and the Region’s Quality of Life.  The outcomes and subsequent
actions taken by the Regional Council based upon the findings of the reevaluation could result in a plan
for the Spine that provides the best value in accommodating future travel demand.

POLICY: The outcomes of this reevaluation will provide guidance to MAG, ADOT, FHWA, and other
affected jurisdictions and agencies with a long-term solution and comprehensive approach for
accommodating travel demand along the Interstate 10 and 17 Spine.

ACTION NEEDED:
Information and discussion.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
No prior committee actions have been taken on this matter.

CONTACT PERSON:
Bob Hazlett, Senior Engineering Manager, 602 254-6300.



Agenda Item #9

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 

September 4, 2012

SUBJECT:

ADOT Passenger Rail Corridor Study Update

SUMMARY:

The Arizona Department of Transportation’s Statewide Transportation Planning Framework Study,
completed in March 2010, concluded that Arizona cannot address future congestion by continuing to rely
almost exclusively on roadways to move people. High capacity services, such as rail, offer an efficient and
attractive form of transportation to move people. Since early 2011, the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) has worked on evaluating and identifying passenger rail opportunities that link the
two largest metropolitan areas in the state.

The ADOT Passenger Rail Corridor Study has begun the alternatives analysis portion of the study.
Meetings with numerous stakeholders have taken place to discuss a set of alternatives to carry forward
through an evaluation process. This presentation will provide an overview of the alternatives analysis to
date, and propose a set of alternatives to carry forward as conceptual alternatives. Existing and future
travel patterns, existing transit services, travel times, and population growth in the study area all
demonstrate an existing as well as an evolving mobility need. The mobility need clearly indicates five study
area markets where demand exists or will exist in the reasonably foreseeable future:

Key project objectives are:
1) Intercity mobility between the Tucson and Phoenix metropolitan areas.
2) Commuter mobility between Phoenix, nearby suburban communities within Maricopa County.
3) Commuter mobility between Tucson and nearby suburban communities within Pima County.
4) Commuter mobility between activity centers in Pinal County and the Phoenix metropolitan area.
5) Commuter mobility between activity centers in Pinal County and the Tucson metropolitan area.

PUBLIC INPUT:

More than 100 meetings with residents, stakeholders, business leaders, communities and governmental
agencies have been held since spring 2011.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: Increased mobility and transportation alternatives between Phoenix and Tucson.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: The ADOT Passenger Rail Corridor Study will identify specific travel corridors, capital,
operating and environmental requirements, needs-based service options, and funding opportunities for
rail passenger service between Phoenix and Tucson.

POLICY: The ADOT Passenger Rail Corridor Study will provide decision-makers in the State of Arizona
with a comprehensive perspective on the needs and opportunities for introducing and improving commuter
and intercity passenger rail transit needs between the metropolitan areas of Phoenix and Tucson.



ACTION NEEDED:

Information and discussion.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

This item was heard by the Transportation Review Committee on June 28, 2012.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Scottsdale: David Meinhart, Chair

  Avondale: David Fitzhugh, Vice-Chair
  ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Floyd Roehrich
  Buckeye: Scott Lowe
  Chandler: Patrice Kraus
  El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum for Lance
      Calvert
  Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
* Gila Bend: Eric Fitzer 
* Gila River: Doug Torres
  Gilbert: Kurt Sharp for Leah Hubbard
  Glendale: Robert Darr for Terry Johnson
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
# Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes

  Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
  Maricopa County: John Hauskins
  Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
* Paradise Valley: Bill Mead
  Peoria: Andrew Granger
  Phoenix: Rick Naimark
* Queen Creek: Troy White
  RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth 
  Surprise: Nick Mascia for Bob Beckley
  Tempe: Chad Heinrich
  Valley Metro Rail: John Farry
  Wickenburg: Rick Austin
  Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
     Robinson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Charles Andrews, 
     Avondale
  ITS Committee: Debbie Albert, Glendale

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Katherine
     Coles, Phoenix 
* Transportation Safety Committee: Julian 
     Dresang, Tempe

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ Attended by Videoconference # Attended by Audioconference

This item was heard by the Transit Committee on May 20, 2012.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
ADOT: Mike Normand

  Avondale: Rogene Hill
# Buckeye: Andrea Marquez
  Chandler: Dan Cook for RJ Zeder
* El Mirage: Lance Calvert
# Gilbert: Ken Maruyama
  Glendale: Cathy Colbath, Chair
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
  Maricopa County DOT: Mitch Wagner
  Mesa: Mike James
* Paradise Valley: William Mead  
 Peoria: Maher Hazine

  Phoenix: Neal Young 
# Queen Creek: Tom Condit
  Scottsdale: Madeline Clemann
  Surprise: David Kohlbeck
  Tempe: Greg Jordan
* Tolleson: Chris Hagen
  Valley Metro Rail/Metro: Ben Limmer for
    Wulf Grote
* Youngtown: Jim Fox
  Regional Public Transportation Authority: 
     Paul Hodgins for Carol  Ketcherside

* Not present or represented by proxy
# Participated by telephone conference call + Participated by videoconference call

CONTACT PERSON:

Marc Pearsall, MAG, (602) 254-6300.
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Agenda Item #10

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
September 4, 2012

SUBJECT:
Domestic Violence Awareness Month Activities

SUMMARY:
Each year, MAG coordinates activities in October, Domestic Violence Awareness Month, to provide
information about efforts to end domestic violence. Resources have been developed to help
advocates in their work with victims of domestic violence. A provider inventory and interactive web
map were designed to assist advocates in getting victims to the help they need.  This work results
from a collaborative effort of the MAG Protocol Evaluation Project, O’Connor House, and A New
Leaf. The MAG Protocol Evaluation Project is funded by a STOP grant from the Governor’s Office
with the goal of assessing the way the region arrests and prosecutes domestic violence offenders.
The Victim Services Provider Inventory and Interactive Web Map were approved by the MAG
Regional Domestic Violence Council on August 14, 2012.   

PUBLIC INPUT: 
An opportunity for public input was provided at the MAG Regional Domestic Violence Council
meeting on August 14, 2012. No comments were made at that time.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Victims of domestic violence need help accessing services and navigating the criminal justice
system.  During MAG focus group discussions, victims reported they did not know where to get help
and are not knowledgeable about the court process.  They noted the importance of having someone
to help guide them.  They commented that connecting with victim advocates made a tremendous
difference in their ability to get help and pursue justice through the criminal justice system.  Victim
advocates provide a variety of services and are located within a myriad of agencies including law
enforcement, fire departments, prosecutor’s offices, shelters, courts, community-based organizations,
and family advocacy centers.  This level of diversity points to the need for an inventory of victim
service providers with information about the services they provide and where to access them.  The
Victim Services Provider Inventory and Interactive Web Map were developed for this purpose.  These
tools  will help victims receive the help they need to be safe and the guidance necessary to pursue
justice.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: Victim advocates serve an important role in connecting victims with services and
assisting them in pursing justice.  While resources exist to help victims access victim advocacy
services, there is not currently one tool used by victim advocates across disciplines.  The Victim
Services Provider Inventory and Interactive Web Map was designed to fill this gap.  The inventory
provides information about victim services providers while the map indicates what services are
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available and where to access them.  The map also provides the ability to search for specific services
closest to a given location.  These resources will assist victim advocates in their work, connect
victims with assistance, and build relationships across disciplines.

POLICY: The development and implementation of resources for connecting victim advocates across
disciplines will have positive implications for the safety of victims and their communities.  By
providing tools to assist with referrals, advocates are more likely to find the most appropriate services
for victims.  In addition, victims are more likely to assist law enforcement and prosecution in holding
their abusers accountable when they have help navigating the court process.  Better collaboration
among victim advocates in multiple disciplines will increase the efficiency of connecting victims with
the services they need and help keep victims involved in the criminal justice process longer.  The
result will be more lives saved and more abusers held accountable.

ACTION NEEDED:
Information and discussion. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
On August 14, 2012, the MAG Regional Domestic Violence Council approved the Victim Services
Provider Inventory and Interactive Web Map.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Celeste Adams, Save the Family
* Christina Avila, Avondale

Sgt. Marc Rivers for Lt. Robert Bates,
Phoenix Police Dept.
John Belatti, Chandler Prosecutor’s Office
John A. Blackburn, Jr., Arizona Criminal
Justice Commission
Jessye Johnson for Allie Bones, Arizona
Coalition Against Domestic Violence

* Town Manager Rick Buss, Gila Bend
Chris Christy, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community

* Lacey Rose Cox, Gilbert Police Dept.
JoAnn Del-Colle, Phoenix Family Advocacy
Center
Lynn Potts for Jon Eliason, Mesa

* President Diane Enos, Salt River Pima-
Maricopa Indian Community 
Kristen Scharlau for Naomi Farrell, Tempe

+ Janeen Gaskins, Surprise
Patricia George for Will Gonzalez, Phoenix
Prosecutor’s Office
Laura Guild, Arizona Dept. of Economic
Security

* Cmdr. Kim Humphrey, Phoenix Police
Dept. 
Lynette Jelinek, Glendale Fire Dept. 
Alice Ghareib for Mary Lynn Kasunic, Area
Agency on Aging
Patricia Klahr, Chrysalis Shelter, Inc. 

* Councilmember Suzanne Klapp,
Scottsdale

* Councilmember Sheri Lauritano, Goodyear
Barbara Marshall, Maricopa County
Attorney’s Office, Chair 
Chief Jerald Monahan, Apache Junction
Police Dept., Vice Chair
Mary Murphy, Governor’s Office for
Children, Youth, and Families
Maribel Gloria for Dottie O’Connell,
Chicanos por la Causa

* Connie Phillips, Sojourner Center
DC Ernst for Kerry Ramella, Phoenix Fire
Dept.
Councilmember Lynn Selby, El Mirage 

+ Sarah Youngblood, Community Legal
Services

+Those attending by video/audio conference
* Those not present or represented by proxy

CONTACT PERSON:
Renae Tenney, MAG Human Services Planner II, (602) 254-6300.
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