September 24, 2015

TO: Members of the MAG Transportation Review Committee
FROM: David Fitzhugh, City of Avondale, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Thursday, October 1, 2015, 10:00 a.m.
MAG Office, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix

A meeting of the MAG Transportation Review Committee (TRC) will be held at the time and place noted
above. Please park in the garage under the building. Bring your ticket to the meeting as parking will
be validated. Bicycles can be locked in the rack at the entrance to the parking garage.

The next meeting of the MAG Transportation Review Committee will be held at the time and place noted
above. Committee members or their proxies may attend in person, via videoconference or by telephone
conference call. Those attending video conference must notify the MAG site three business days prior to
the meeting. Those attending by telephone conference call, please contact MAG offices for conference call
instructions.

Pursuant to Title I 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 David Massey or Jason
Stephens at the MAG Office. Requests should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the
accommodation.

Please be advised that under procedures adopted by the MAG Regional Council on August 21, 2013 all
MAG committees need to have a quorum in order to conduct business. A quorum is a simple majority of
the membership based on the attendance of the three (3) previous MAG TRC meetings. If the Transportation
Review Committee does not meet the quorum requirement, members who have arrived at the meeting will
be instructed a legal meeting cannot occur and subsequently be dismissed. Your attendance at the meeting
is strongly encouraged. If you are unable to attend the meeting, please make arrangements for a proxy from
your jurisdiction to represent you. Please contact Eric Anderson or David Massey at (602) 254-6300 if you
have any questions or need additional information.



TENTATIVE AGENDA

Call to Order

For the October 1, 2015 meeting, the
quorum requirement is 13 committee
members.

Approval of Draft August 27, 2015
Minutes

Call to the Audience

An opportunity will be provided to
members of the public to address the
Transportation Review Committee on
items not scheduled on the agenda that fall
under the jurisdiction of MAG, or on
items on the agenda for discussion but not
for action. 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 Transportation
Review Committee requests an exception
to this limit.

Transportation Director’s Report

Recent transportation planning activities
and upcoming agenda items for the MAG
Management Committee will be reviewed
by the Transportation Director.

Consent Agenda

Consent items are marked with an asterisk
(*). Committee members may request that
an item be removed from the consent
agenda to be heard.

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

2. Approve Draft minutes of the August 27,

2015 meeting.

3. For information and discussion.

4. For information.

5. Recommend approval of the Consent
Agenda.



*5A.

*5B.

CONSENT AGENDA*

Project Changes - Amendment and
Administrative Modification to the FY
2014-2018 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program, Fiscal Year 2016
Arterial Life Cycle Program, and as
appropriate, to the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan

The Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2018
Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) and 2035 Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) were approved by the MAG
Regional Council on January 29, 2014. The
new requested project additions and
changes include Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP), Rail Safety, and Road
Safety Projects funded through the
Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP), Transportation Alternatives
(TAP-MAG) Safe Routes to School
eligible activities, Transit project changes
related to final apportionment
announcements, and general project
changes. Project listing changes and
additions included are not contingent on a
new finding of conformity. Please refer to
the enclosed materials.

Project Changes Report on September
Activities - Amendment and
Administrative Modification to the FY
2014-2018 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program, and as needed, to
the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan
submitted to ADOT on September 3, 2015
and September 17, 2015

Due to the late announcement of Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) and Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA)
regional allocations, the Regional Council
at the August 26, 2015 meeting granted
approval to make modifications to work
years to advance previously approved
projects, to provide detailed TIP listings
for prioritized projects to ensure that all
Federal Highway Administration
obligation authority and Federal Transit
Administration apportionments are

SA.

5B.

Recommend approval of amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY
2014-2018 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program, Fiscal Year 2016
Arterial Life Cycle Program, and as
appropriate, to the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan.

For information.



*5C.

utilized for Federal Fiscal Year 2015, and
related work phase changes. Project
changes and additions were submitted to
ADOT for approval and inclusion in the
State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) on September 3, 2015
that addressed FTA Section 5310
Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and
Individuals with Disabilities
Transportation Program and general
FY2015 needed changes. The September
17,2015 submittal was redistributed work
phase funding to save some prospective
financing charges estimated at $2.9
million. Please see attachments.

Multimodal Level of Service (MMLOS)
Study Workshop Information

Neighborhoods that are walkable and
bikable have been shown to benefit from
increased property values, decreased
injury crashes, and higher retail sales.
MMLOS measures how street design and
operations meet the needs of all modes of
travel by presenting a segment-based A to
F score. The study deliverables will
include an active propensity model to help
guide decision-makers with infrastructure
investments, an analysis of the MMLOS
tool on pilot sites in the MAG region, and
two workshops to train member agency
staff on the concepts and tools being
developed.

The first workshop will be held on
October 13 from 8:30 AM to 12:30 PM at
the MAG offices. All member agency
staff, elected officials, commission boards
and members are invited to participate.
Please refer to the attached material.

5C.

For information.



ITEMS TO BE HEARD

Southeast Valley Transit System Study

The Southeast Valley Transit System Study
(SEVTSS), ajoint study effort between the
Maricopa Association of Governments
(MAG) and Valley Metro, was launched in
January 2014 to analyze transit services
and ridership demand in transit-established
and transit-aspiring communities within a
multi-jurisdictional subarea of the MAG
region. The study is the third in a series of
sub-regional transit studies undertaken in
the region and its result is a tool to help in
future system planning.

The study area encompasses the cities of
Tempe, Mesa, Chandler, Apache Junction,
and the towns of Guadalupe, Gilbert and
Queen Creek. The study area also includes
portions of the City of Phoenix (Village of
Ahwatukee) and Unincorporated Maricopa
County. In addition, the study also includes
members of the expanded MAG boundary,
which are Pinal County, the City of
Maricopa, the Town of Florence and the
Pinal County portion of the Gila River
Indian Community. This study also
included input from the City of Coolidge, a
transit partner that operates within the
study area.

The study had two purposes. The first was
to identify potential efficiencies in the
current service. The second was to identify
an effective, market-defined, efficient and
performance-driven transit system that
meets the internal mobility needs of the
subarea and ties the subarea to the overall
regional transit system. Please refer to
Attachments #6A - #6C for additional
information.

Strategic Transportation Safety Plan
2016-2025

In July 2013, MAG initiated a project to
develop a Strategic Transportation Safety
Plan (STSP). The Plan establishes the

6.

7.

For information, discussion and possible
action to recommend acceptance of the
Southeast Valley Transit System Study
findings and conceptual recommendations.

For information, discussion, and possible
action to recommend approval of the MAG
Strategic Transportation Plan 2016-2025



regional vision, goals, objectives,
strategies, countermeasures, and
performance measures for making
systematic improvements necessary to
improve road safety in the region. A
consultant team lead by Lee Engineering
LLC provided technical assistance and
helped develop the Draft Plan (See
Attachment X). Oversight was provided by
the MAG Transportation Safety Committee
and a Safety Stakeholder Group established
for this project. The project was closely
coordinated to be consistent with the state's
Strategic Highway Safety Plan developed
in 2014.

The Draft Plan includes an Implementation
Plan that has estimated the cost to
implement the STSP at $7.8 million per
year. Federal HSIP funds, administered by
ADOT, is currently the only available
funding source in the region for road safety
improvements, other than local agency
funds. In April 2015, the Draft Plan was
presented to the Transportation Policy
Committee and Regional Council. In May
2015, ADOT announced a new process for
programming federal HSIP funds for safety
projects starting in FY2019. The Draft Plan
has since been revised to be consistent with
the new ADOT HSIP process and related
guidance. A brief presentation will be
provided on the Draft Plan.

Interstate 10/Interstate 17 - "the Spine" -
Corridor Master Plan Project Update

On January 29, 2015, the Transportation
Review Committee received a
presentation on the public outreach
process, both in-person and on-line, for
the Interstate 10/Interstate 17 Corridor
Master Plan. The project team has used
the outcomes from this process to create
guiding principles for establishing the
corridor master plan alternatives. An
update on this process, as well as the
status for the Spine Corridor's Near Term
Improvement Strategy, will be provided in
this briefing.

8.

For information and discussion.



10.

11.

12.

Regional Freeway and Highway Program
Update

At the February 2015 meeting of the
Transportation Review Committee, a
briefing was provided on the continuing
effort for reconciling the Regional Freeway
and Highway Program revenues with
expenditures, the Cost Risk Analysis
program for analyzing project
expenditures, and the potential for further
refinement to the Program's project
scheduling and funding. Since this
presentation, varying activities have
occurred to provide new information about
the Regional Freeway and Highway
Program health and status. A briefing will
be provided on this continuing effort and
the re-balancing schedule anticipated for
refining the Program's project funding and
programming anticipated for Spring 2016.

Request for Future Agenda Items

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

Member Agency Update

This section of the Agenda will provide
Committee members with an opportunity to
share information regarding a variety of
transportation-related issues within their
respective communities.

Next Meeting Date

The next regular Transportation Review
Committee meeting will be scheduled
Thursday, October 29, 2015 at 10:00 a.m.
in the MAG Office, Saguaro Room.

9.

10.

11.

12.

For information and discussion.

For information and discussion.

For information.

For information.



DRAFT MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
TRANSPORTATION REVIEW COMMITTEE

August 27, 2015
Maricopa Association of Governments Office
302 North First Avenue, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: Jessica Blazina for David
Fitzhugh
*ADOT: Brent Cain
* Apache Junction: Giao Pham
#Buckeye: Scott Lowe
*Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
Chandler: Dan Cook, Vice Chair
El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum
*Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel
*Gila Bend: Ernie Rubi
Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
Glendale: Debbie Albert
*Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

*Street Committee: Maria Deeb, City of
Mesa

*ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, City of
Phoenix

*FHWA: Ed Stillings

Maricopa (City): Paul Jepson
Maricopa County: Clem Ligocki for Jennifer
Toth
#Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
*Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
*Peoria: Andrew Granger
Phoenix: Ray Dovalina
#Pinal County: Louis Andersen
Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef
Scottsdale: Paul Basha
Surprise: Mike Gent
Tempe: Shelly Seyler
Valley Metro: Abhi Dayal for John Farry
*Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
#Y oungtown: Grant Anderson

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Jim Hash,
City of Mesa
* Transportation Safety Committee: Renate
Ehm, City of Mesa

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

OTHERS PRESENT
John Bullen, MAG
Bob Hazlett, MAG
Chaun Hill, MAG
Teri Kennedy, MAG
David Massey, MAG
Marc Pearsall, MAG
Nathan Pryor, MAG
Brian Rubin, MAG
Amy St. Peter, MAG
Stephen Tate, MAG

# - Attended by Audioconference

Jenny Bixey, Jacobs

Tony Humphrey, Phoenix

Carlos Lopez, ADOT

Dan Marum, Wilson & Company
Randall Overmyer, The CK Group, Inc.
Brent Stoddard, Glendale

Todd Taylor, Scottsdale

Chris Turner-Noteware, Phoenix
Paul Waung, POINT Engineers
Heather Wilkey, Gilbert

George Williams, Scottsdale
Vamshi Yellisetty, Jacobs



Call to Order

Vice Chair Dan Cook called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m. Vice Chair Cook noted that
the quorum requirement for the August27, 2015 Transportation Review Committee meeting
was 13 committee members. Vice Chair Cook informed the committee that there were two
handouts at the table.

Approval of Draft July 23, 2015 Minutes

Vice Chair Cook asked the committee if there were any comments on the draft July 23,2015,
meeting minutes. Mr. Scott Lowe noted that Mr. Jose Heredia had been present in person at
the July meeting as his proxy and requested the attendance be corrected to reflect this. Mr.
Mohamed Youssef moved to approve the minutes as amended. Mr. Mike Gent seconded the
motion. The motion carried unanimously.

Call to the Audience

There were no public comments from the audience.

Transportation Director's Report

Vice Chair Cook invited Mr. Eric Anderson, MAG Transportation Director, to provide the
Transportation Director's Report.

Mr. Anderson congratulated Phoenix on the passage of Proposition 104 and noted that it will
provide a major source of revenue.

Mr. Anderson stated that Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) revenues for June were up 4.8%
compared to the previous year, which corresponds to an increase of 3.7% over what was
estimated. He noted that revenues have still not returned to 2007 levels, but are close. He
stated that revenues were $391 million in 2007 and $382 million this year, and that he
expects revenues to exceed 2007 levels next year.

Mr. Anderson stated that Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) revenues were up 4%
compared to the previous year. He stated that total revenue was $1.2 billion and noted that
4% growth compares favorably to the estimated 1.6% growth projected by ADOT. He noted
that increased revenues are fueled by lower gas prices and higher levels of travel. He stated
that oil is around $40 per barrel and that the price of gas may be down to $2 per gallon by
September.

Mr. Anderson stated that he participated in the East Valley Partnership discussion recently.
He stated that negotiations on education funding fell apart on Tuesday. He stated that the
chair of the Senate Transportation Committee spoke, who said that all currently available
revenue will be allocated to education. He stated that there is no inclination to raise taxes,
but that given where gas prices are, there may be an opportunity to extend the sales tax to
gasoline at the wholesale level. He stated that if that does happen, how it will be allocated
is yet to be worked out, but that revenue would be limited to roads and streets purposes under



the state constitution. He stated that he has heard about something in the works from the
Governor’s office and that there may be news next month, but he does not know what is
being discussed.

Mr. Anderson stated that PARC in Ahwatukee and the Gila River Indian Community have
filed suit to stop the South Mountain Freeway. He stated that in the court session the
previous day, a schedule was laid out that should yield a decision in April or May 2016. He
noted that construction is currently scheduled to begin in May 2016. He stated that right-of-
way acquisition is continuing and that demolition has begun on homes owned by ADOT.

Mr. Anderson stated that MAG staff are continuing to work on the Regional Freeway and
Highway Program rebalancing. He stated that new revenue forecasts should be available
from ADOT in October and a new cash flow model should be available in November
incorporating corrections to errors and the closeout of projects which had been maintained
in the cash flow model despite being completed. He noted that revised budgets based on the
cost risk assessment process will be incorporated, which have provided a couple hundred
million dollars in savings. He stated that the final piece is the guaranteed maximum price on
the South Mountain Freeway project. He stated that hopefully there will be a revised program
in place for consideration by MAG committees in spring of 2016.

Mr. Anderson stated that nominations for the vice chair of the Transportation Review
Committee will be opening up. He noted that Mr. David Fitzhugh will be stepping down as
chair and Vice Chair Dan Cook will become the new chair. He stated that a notice would be
sent to the Committee members.

Vice Chair Cook thanked Mr. Anderson for his report.

Consent Agenda

Vice Chair Cook directed the Committee's attention to the consent agenda items.

Vice Chair Cook asked the Committee if there were any questions or comments. Mr. Grant
Anderson requested that in the future the Committee be provided with a list of the projects
which did not receive funding as part of the memorandum. Mr. Eric Anderson responded that
this will be provided in the future.

Mr. Grant Anderson moved to approve the consent agenda. Mr. Jorge Gastelum seconded
the motion. The motion carried unanimously.

5A — MAG Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities Design Assistance Program

The MAG Transportation Review Committee, by consent, recommended funding the seven
top ranked projects for the Design Assistance Program.

Request for 2nd Deferral of the City of Phoenix Multiuse Path Project at Indian School Road
and the Grand Canal




Vice Chair Cook invited Ms. Teri Kennedy to introduce and Mr. Tony Humphrey of the City
of Phoenix to present this item.

Ms. Kennedy stated that there are four items in the MAG policies and procedures that must
be met for a request for a second deferral. She stated that the agency must specifically
address the problems with the project that were outside of the agency’s control, demonstrate
commitment to the project, provide a revised schedule, and address how the revised schedule
will address the problem.

Mr. Tony Humphrey stated that he is the engineering supervisor for design and construction
management for the City of Phoenix, and that he was present to discuss the second deferral
process. He stated that his goals were to discuss the importance of the project and to briefly
discuss what happened and what the City plans to do to more forward.

Mr. Humphrey stated that the importance of this project is safety and connectivity for the
Grand Canal project. He stated that it is vital to provide a safe crossing at 16th Street and
Indian School Road. He stated that currently there is funding available from SRP for
aesthetic improvements.

Mr. Humphrey stated that the Grand Canal is a unique corridor for recreational users and
commuters. He noted that the canal overlaps the major arterial network and light rail system.
He noted in his presentation the connectivity point to provide a safe crossing at that location.

Mr. Humphrey provided an overview of the amenities surrounding the intersection. He noted
on the southwest corner there is a park and a recreation center, Madison Middle School and
the Phoenix Indian Medical Center on the northwest corner, and that a shopping center and
a charter school are also nearby. He stated that there is a lot of pedestrian activity at the
intersection.

Mr. Humphrey presented some images of the roads and noted that traffic volumes are around
40,000 vehicles per day on Indian School Road and around 28,000 vehicles per day on 16th
Street.

Mr. Humphrey stated that the City considered a HAWK signal crossing but that this did not
meet guidelines due to the proximity of the intersection.

Mr. Humphrey presented a picture of Indian School Road looking eastbound and noted the
presence of a bus bay and a heavily used transit stop. He stated that at peak boarding times
there is a queue and with the existing design the queue would create problems for users of
the Grand Canal trail. He presented an image of 16th Street looking west and noted there is
limited space to add amenities within the existing right-of-way. He stated that they would
like to provide landscaping to show the distinction between the trail and space for the bus
stop.

Mr. Humphrey presented a plan of the right of way location, highlighting the location of the

planned 10-foot pathway with a 4 foot separation. He noted that they would be acquiring
right of way from the Phoenix Indian Medical Center. He stated that they initially received

4



notice to proceed in 2012 and that the first deferral occurred from 2014 to 2015 because the
City did not do the required public outreach. He stated that as the project work proceeded,
they realized the difficulty in acquiring right of way from the hospital. He stated that since
the first deferral, the City has done public outreach and gained the support of the community
for the project.

Mr. Humphrey stated that they have made contact with private property owners and Indian
Health Services (IHS). He stated that IHS has unique procedures and they are not often
approached for acquiring land, so there is a learning curve for both sides.

Mr. Humphrey presented a new timeframe for the project showing the anticipated completion
of right of way acquisition in March 2017 with 100% plans by April 2017 and a contract
awarded by September 15, 2017. He presented the project funding for each phase, showing
locally funded design and right-of-way acquisition and CMAQ funded construction.

Mr. Humphrey summarized his presentation, noting the major issue of the right-of-way
acquisition process on Indian lands and the City’s objective to meet with the Indian
Community to meet the new timeline. He stated that the City is committed to the project and
has local funding available as identified. He added that there is neighborhood and community
support for this project. He stated that they are asking for a two year deferral.

Mr. Scott Lowe moved to recommend approval of a second deferral by the City of Phoenix
to FY 2017 for the Multiuse Path project at Indian School Road and the Grand Canal. Mr.

Ray Dovalina seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.

Valley Path Brand & Wayfinding Signage Guidelines

Vice Chair Cook invited Mr. Alex Oreschak to present this item.

Mr. Oreschak stated that in November 2012, the Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee requested
a project to identify regional wayfinding guidelines and identify a brand for the off-street
network. In May 2013, Regional Council approved a work program which included this
project. In November 2013, the Regional Council Executive Committee approved Alta
Planning as the consultant. The study was a 14 month study which reviewed best practices
and national standards, inventoried existing local ordinances and Salt River Project policies
regarding canals, developed regional wayfinding sign guidelines and a brand for the regional
off-street path network, and created an implementation plan.

Mr. Oreschak stated that the consultant did extensive outreach with MAG member agencies
on brand development, including field visits, existing conditions and signage, and
determination of current challenges to navigating the system. He presented an example of a
brand identity activity which the Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee participated in.

Mr. Oreschak stated that the consultant presented five initial brand concepts, which the
Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee initially narrowed to three, and then chose the “Valley
Path” brand with Arizona colors and a silhouette of Camelback Mountain.



Mr. Oreschak stated that the Committee requested the consultant provide guidelines showing
the purpose of different types of signage, what the signs would look like, and where they
would be placed. He presented various examples of signs from the guidelines. He stated that
a logo panel was developed to integrate the brand into existing wayfinding signage being
used by member agencies.

Mr. Oreschak presented some examples of pedestrian-oriented signage for trailheads and
neighborhood access to paths. He stated that each sign has standard details available for
height, colors, text, and materials so that it will be easy for sign shops to reproduce signs to
standard specifications. He stated that the guidelines include the usage of standard signage
materials in use by member agencies but also provide for optional enhancements to the
signage.

Mr. Oreschak stated that the consultant developed situational diagrams with six examples
in the guide. He presented an example situation of a gap in the network. He showed where
decision signs, turn signs, and confirmation signs could be placed. He noted that there is a
common situation where a path that follows a canal or a wash needs to go above or below
the street level with a spur connecting to the street itself. He presented locations and designs
for signage on the bridge and at the street.

Mr. Oreschak presented an overview of the implementation plan as prepared by the
consultant. Jurisdictions would develop wayfinding master plans, including an inventory of
the network, signage, and destinations, placement of signs, cost estimates, and phasing. He
added that near-term pilot projects are another option for implementation.

Vice Chair Cook asked if the final report will be available for jurisdictions. Mr. Oreschak
responded that the draft report is available on the Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee’s
website and that the final report will be sent out once final approval is received from
Regional Council.

Vice Chair Cook stated that many cities have their own sign shops and computerized design
work. He asked if computer graphics will be available so each jurisdiction is able to develop
the same brand. Mr. Oreschak responded that each of the standard details in the report will
be made available in digital form. He stated that he did not know which specific format
would be used but that this information will be provided.

Mr. Mike Gent moved to recommend acceptance of the Valley Path Brand & Wayfinding
Signage Guidelines final report. Ms. Leah Hubbard seconded the motion. The motion carried

unanimously.

ADOT Passenger Rail Study: Tucson To Phoenix Update

Vice Chair Cook invited Mr. Carlos Lopez of ADOT to present this item.

Mr. Lopez provided some background on how the passenger rail study was developed. He
stated that in 2010, the Building a Quality Arizona (BQAZ) transportation framework
identified transportation needs out to the year 2050, and the tone of the major findings was



the need for transportation alternatives, especially in the Sun Corridor. He stated that one of
the main products was a state rail plan identifying a vision for passenger rail in the state.

Mr. Lopez presented a map identifying a passenger rail corridor linking Nogales to Tucson
to Phoenix along with connections to neighboring states. He stated that the state rail plan
identified Tucson-Phoenix as the first portion to be implemented and that they are studying
a 120 mile corridor in Maricopa, Pinal, and Pima Counties. He stated that the study is being
led by the Federal Railroad Administration and that the Federal Transit Administration and
Federal Highway Administration are also working closely on this study. He stated that a Tier
1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the main product of this study and presented
differences between a Tier 1 EIS and a project level document.

Mr. Lopez stated that the first goal in the Tier 1 EIS effort was to identify the purpose and
need of the project. He stated that from BQAZ, transportation alternatives were identified as
a need due to anticipated growth in population and employment, which would lead to travel
demand. He stated that currently it takes about 2 hours to travel from downtown, which is
projected to increase to 2.5 hours by 2035 and over 3 hours in 2050 with all currently
planned projects. He noted that the only high capacity facility between Phoenix and Tucson
currently is Interstate 10, and that to provide an efficient and reliable transportation system,
this study looks at working with I-10 to provide other alternatives for travel within the
corridor.

Mr. Lopez presented three final corridor alternatives as determined in the study. He stated
that the study is looking at a blend between regional and interregional service. He presented
slides comparing the three alternates on projected ridership and cost. He stated that there is
a need to provide a route that blends and balances travel time and access to activity centers
such as airports, universities, and major downtown areas. He stated that service would be
broken down into commuter service, which would access all stations, and intercity service,
which would skip some stations.

Mr. Lopez stated that for public outreach they have collected surveys from the public and
attended events asking for input from the public. He stated that the yellow alternative has
been identified as the preferred alternative between Phoenix and Tucson, and that close to
half of surveys received identified the yellow route as preferred.

Mr. Lopez stated that the schedule and next steps include publishing the draft environmental
study for public review pending federal approval. He noted that this would include the
process, feedback received, and recommendation for input. He stated that there are public
hearings planned in Phoenix, Tucson, and Coolidge which would occur in September
pending Federal approval. If there are delays in receiving Federal approval, the hearings
would be pushed to October. He stated that the goal is to conclude the final environmental
study this year with a recommended corridor and implementation plan.

Mr. Lopez stated that there is no funding identified for future studies. He stated that the next
step is to do a project specific environmental study that would include exact alignments and
station locations, and that this step is pending the identification of funding for the study.



Mr. Paul Jepson stated that ADOT had done a lot of outreach, and a route serving the City
of Maricopa was not chosen. Mr. Lopez responded that ADOT had received input from the
Gila River Indian Community and that there were many challenges on the green alternative.
He noted that the existing right of way does not provide enough room for a passenger rail
system. He stated that the vision for the system was to be located adjacent to the existing
right of way, which would include many challenges with impacts to cultural properties and
allotted parcels. He stated that while nothing had been finalized from the federal agency
standpoint, the green alternative has a low likelihood of being selected due to the challenges.

Mr. Jepson stated that the yellow alternative also has right of way challenges. Mr. Lopez
responded that it follows an existing corridor owned by the Union Pacific Railroad and that
future studies would have to identify opportunities to lease or purchase right of way or build
adjacent to the existing railroad.

Ms. Debbie Albert asked how the alternatives had been narrowed to three. Mr. Lopez
responded that the effort had included public outreach, a technical analysis including cost and
projected ridership, and a high level environmental analysis. He stated that the other
alternatives were eliminated due to low support from the public and low support from the
technical analysis. He stated that the three alternatives that were carried forward showed an
advantage in terms of travel time, projected ridership, and support from the public.

Mr. Jeff Martin asked about the next steps and whether it will include a recommendation to
study airport connections, noting that both Sky Harbor and Mesa Gateway airports have
asked for a study. Mr. Lopez responded that airport connections will be studied in the next
steps. He noted that FRA has strongly encouraged multimodal connections, and that a
passenger rail system will link to airports, light rail, streetcar, and bus routes.

Mr. Mohamed Y oussef asked whether the yellow route would be a new rail line located next
to the Union Pacific rail line and if there was any possibility of using the Union Pacific line,
noting major cost savings versus a projected $5 billion cost. Mr. Lopez responded that there
is the option of a future passenger rail system on existing freight tracks. He noted that there
are challenges. Union Pacific has developed commuter rail policies for working with
passenger rail agencies stating that passenger rail systems would be separate from freight
tracks. He stated that the justification includes conflicts with serving freight customers, and
that separate from the policies, conflicts with freight traffic would impact efficient operation.
He added that nothing has been determined whether passenger rail would be separate from
the freight tracks or not. He stated that the corridor itself has been identified but not the
specific details.

Vice Chair Cook thanked Mr. Lopez for his presentation.

Scottsdale's Northsight Roundabout

Vice Chair Cook invited Mr. George Williams of the City of Scottsdale to present this item.

Mr. Williams stated that he is providing an overview of the Northsight roundabout, which
is Scottsdale’s first arterial roundabout and has been open for the last year and a half. He



stated that the roundabout is located in the Scottsdale airpark near the northeast corner of
Loop 101. He stated that the City started out with a lot of options, which were narrowed
down to two: the Northsight extension versus the Hayden Boulevard realignment. He stated
that the City moved forward with the Northsight extension due to a lower cost and smaller
impact.

Mr. Williams presented the alignment of the Northsight extension, noting the addition of a
signalized intersection at Frank Lloyd Wright Boulevard and the Northsight Boulevard
extension. He noted that the intersection of Hayden and Northsight was a critical decision
point for northbound traffic.

Mr. Williams stated that they thought a roundabout would work much better in that location
and that they had to explain to the public what a roundabout is and compare it to older style
rotaries and traffic circles. He presented an example of a roundabout replacing an old rotary,
noting the removal of high speed weaving areas in favor of slower speeds. He stated that with
signalized intersections there are 32 conflict points where roundabouts have only eight. He
added that signalized intersections have conflict speeds of 30-50 miles per hour with higher
crash severities at those speeds. He stated that they discussed a number of studies showing
reductions in collisions and significant reductions in fatalities and injuries. He noted that
there are fewer conflict points for pedestrians, and that the lower speeds decreases pedestrian
accident severity.

Mr. Williams stated that as they were looking at the design, they determined a signalized
intersection would require more right of way than a roundabout. He stated that they initially
presented the project to the City Council as an informational item with no voting and it
seemed to do well. He stated that they returned a couple months later for a vote on the design
contract and the wife of a nearby property owner had organized a campaign against the
roundabout and the council voted to remove the roundabout from the project.

Mr. Williams stated that at a later meeting a council member who had voted against the
roundabout wished to bring it back for discussion, and the council then voted to return the
roundabout to the project. He added that a third vote to remove the roundabout failed.

Mr. Williams presented some before and after views of the intersection. He stated that they
only have a year and a half of data for performance. He stated that there has been a slight
increase in crashes and a 28 percent increase in vehicles per day. He noted that there has been
a 79% increase in the overall injury rate at the intersection, with an 84% decrease in the
injury rate by volume.

Mr. Williams stated that the real goal of the project was to reduce the number of left turns
at Hayden and Frank Lloyd Wright. He stated that they hoped to split this traffic to allow for
more green time on Frank Lloyd Wright to help with the progression at the Loop 101
interchange. He presented peak volumes and before and after comparison of travel times.

Mr. Eric Anderson stated that he was skeptical, but the results speak for themselves. He
congratulated Scottsdale and stated that the project demonstrated the benefit of a properly
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designed, properly located roundabout. He noted the improvement of safety with a reduction
in injuries.

Mr. Ray Dovalina asked what Mr. Williams would change about the public outreach process.
Mr. Williams responded that he would make sure that all nearby owners or partial owners
are involved. He suggested having a study session with the city council to find out what their
concerns were. He stated that an expert consultant presented to the transportation
commission and that after the presentation, the members with concerns were almost silent.
He stated that it is important to have an expert come in and that the project should be
designed right the first time. He encouraged any municipality to bring in an expert to help
them through the process.

Mr. Paul Jepson stated that the roundabout appears to have a large diameter and asked how
it compares to the roundabouts at I-17 and Happy Valley Road. Mr. Williams responded that
the Northsight roundabout is about 185 feet in diameter. He stated that he was not sure about
the Happy Valley Road roundabouts and added that that area has a lot of challenges, as there
was originally a two lane frontage road in an area with a population unfamiliar with
roundabouts. He stated that speeds coming into those roundabouts are not as slow as they
should be so people are making decisions at higher speeds than they should be. He added that
he likes to provide a visual obstruction so people do not see through the middle of the
roundabout and focus on the left or right.

Mr. Woody Scoutten stated that roundabouts are usually pretty pedestrian unfriendly and
asked how this was dealt with. Mr. Williams responded that there is that perception and
concern. He stated that pedestrians do well when traffic speeds are low. He stated that speeds
should be down to 20 miles per hour. He noted that pedestrians are crossing two legs of the
roundabout at the most, whereas at traditional signals pedestrians have to cross the full width
of the road and deal with right turns and left turns. He added that he has talked to business
owners in the area who have told him that their employees will cross the street for lunch in
that area.

Mr. Mohamed Youssef stated that the contractor pictures showed a level of service A with
the roundabout and level of service F with the signal. Mr. Williams responded that there was
not a formal level of service study, but that they predicted A or B with the roundabout
compared to E before the project.

Vice Chair Cook thanked Mr. Williams for his presentation.

Request for Future Agenda Items

There were no requests for future agenda items.

Member Agency Update

There were no updates from member agencies.

Next Meeting Date
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The next regular Transportation Review Committee meeting will be scheduled for Thursday,
October 1, 2015 at 10:00 a.m. in the MAG Office, Saguaro Room.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:21 a.m.
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Agenda I'tem #5A

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
September 24, 2015

SUBJECT:

Project Changes — Amendments and Administrative Modifications to the Fiscal Year 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, Fiscal Year 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program, and as
Appropriate, to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.

SUMMARY:

The Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) were approved by the MAG Regional Council on January 29, 2014. The
new requested project additions and changes include Arterial Life cycle Program, Rail Safety, Road
Safety Projects funded through the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), Transportation
Alternatives (TAP-MAG) Safe Routes to School eligible activities, Transit project changes related to
final apportionment announcements, and general project changes. Project listing changes and
additions are not contingent on a new finding of conformity, please refer to the enclosed materials.

Changes to the Arterial Life Cycle Program that are within the TIP window are included in Table A.
These changes provide funding for a new Southern Avenue corridor design concept report and do
not impact the fiscal balance of the ALCP.

General highway listing changes and additions are included in Table B. ADOT has included a
request to for Rail Safety project additions. The MAG road safety projects being added to the TIP are
contingent on a finding of eligibility from the Arizona Department of Transportation. Project additions
for both the road safety projects and the Safe Routes to School eligible activities are included based
on the August 26, 2015 Regional Council approval of the priority listing of projects. On September
15, 2015, the Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee recommended a request from the City of Buckeye
to combine three adjacent work segments (TIP IDs BKY17-401, BKY17-402, BKY17-403) into a
single work segment to reduce design and construction costs to the region and to the city.

The FY 2015 Program of Projects (POP) is listed for approval in Table C. On June 24, 2015, the
MAG Regional Council approved the draft FY 2015 POP with provisions to finalize the TIP listings
as full fiscal year apportionment becomes available. Federal apportionment was released on August
26, 2015. Changes to the POP includes updates to the Section 5307, 5307-JARC, 5307-AVNGDY,
5337, 5339 and STP-flex funds. Projects affected include Preventive Maintenance funding
region-wide, 5307-JARC, 5307-AVN and the advancement of bus purchases for the City of Phoenix.

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: Project funding is still estimated and additional changes may be required.

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. All projects that are programmed with Federal Highway Administration Federal Fiscal
Year 2016 funds must submit their project for obligation at the Arizona Department of Transportation
no later than June 1, 2016, or funding may be lost from the project and from the region.

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

ACTION NEEDED:

Approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program, Fiscal Year 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program, and as appropriate, to the 2035
Regional Transportation Plan.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
On September 15, 2015, the MAG Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee recommended approval of the
combination of three construction work segments on Lower Buckeye Road, Watson Road, and

Rainbow Road in the City of Buckeye into one work segment.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Jim Hash, Mesa, Chair of Bicycle Steve Careccia, Goodyear
and Pedestrian Committee Mike Gillespie for Julius Diogenes,
# Jose Macias, El Mirage, Vice-Chair of Litchfield Park
Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee * Ryan Wozniak, Maricopa
Michael Sanders, ADOT * Denise Lacey, Maricopa County
# Raquel Schatz, Apache Junction # Brandon Forrey, Peoria
Alison Rondone for Christina Underhill, Joseph Perez for Katherine Coles, Phoenix
Avondale # Sidney Urias, Queen Creek
Phil Reimer, Buckeye Susan Conklu, Scottsdale
# Stacy Bridge-Denzak, Carefree * Stephen Chang, Surprise
# lan Cordwell, Cave Creek # Robert Yabes for Eric Iwersen, Tempe
Jason Crampton, Chandler Amanda Leuker, Valley Metro
# Leslie Bubke for Kristin Myers, Gilbert * Robert Carmona, Wickenburg
# Purab Adabala, Glendale # Grant Anderson, Youngtown

*Members neither present nor represented by proxy
#Attended via audio-conference

On August 25, 2015, the MAG Regional Council approved the priority listings for the Road Safety
Projects, and the Safe Routes to School eligible project activities.



MEMBERS ATTENDING

Mayor W.J. “Jim” Lane, Scottsdale, Chair
* Mayor Greg Stanton, Phoenix, Vice Chair

Vice Mayor Robin Barker, Apache
Junction

# Mayor Kenneth Weise, Avondale
Mayor Jackie Meck, Buckeye
Councilmember Mike Farrar, Carefree

Councilmember Dick Esser, Cave Creek

# Mayor Jay Tibshraeny, Chandler
Mayor Lana Mook, El Mirage
Mayor Tom Rankin, Florence
* President Ruben Balderas, Fort
McDowell Yavapai Nation
Mayor Linda Kavanagh, Fountain Hills
Mayor Chuck Turner, Gila Bend

*  Governor Stephen Roe Lewis, Gila River

Indian Community
Mayor John Lewis, Gilbert
Mayor Jerry Weiers, Glendale
Mayor Georgia Lord, Goodyear
# Mayor Rebecca Jimenez, Guadalupe
# Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park

*

*

Mayor Christian Price, City of Maricopa

Supervisor Denny Barney, Maricopa

County

Mayor John Giles, Mesa

Mayor Michael Collins, Paradise Valley

Mayor Cathy Carlat, Peoria

Supervisor Todd House, Pinal County

Mayor Gail Barney, Queen Creek

President Delbert Ray, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community

Mayor Sharon Wolcott, Surprise

Mayor Mark Mitchell, Tempe

Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson

Mayor John Cook, Wickenburg

Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown

Mr. Roc Arnett, Citizens Transportation
Oversight Committee

Mr. Joseph La Rue, State Transportation
Board

Mr. Jack Sellers, State Transportation

Board

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Attended by telephone conference call.

CONTACT PERSON:

Teri Kennedy, Transportation Improvement Program Manager, or David Massey, Transportation

Planner (602) 254-6300.



Maricopa Association of Governments

Table A. ALCP Project Changes to the Fiscal Year 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and the FY 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program1

ALCP - IN TIP .
TIP # Agency Project Location Project Fiscal | Est. Date| Length | Lanes | Lanes Fund Local Cost | Federal Cost | Regional Cost | Total Cost | Reimb. Fund Regional Notes: RTP ID
Description Year Open | (miles) | Before | After Type Fiscal Type Reimb.
Year
Amend: Transfer $52,500 of project
MES22- Southern Ave at Design Intersection design phase reimbursement to
Mesa 2018 | Jun-19 0.5 4 6 RARF 247,500 - 247,500 - 2018 RARF 247,500 | ACI-SOU-10-03-C
134DRB Lindsay Rd Improvement ( ) new predsign phase, ACI-SOU-10-
03-E.
Amend: Transfer $52,500 of project
MES18- Southern A t Higl Design Int ti i h i
Mesa ~|oouternAveattigiey |Design Intersection 18 jun21 | 0.5 4 6 RARF (247,500) - 247,500 - | 2018 | RARF 247,500 | 46s1en Phase reimbursementto | o)) 10 05
135DRB Rd Improvement new predsign phase, ACI-SOU-10-
03-E.
MES16 Southern Avenue Amend: New TIP listing. Add new
150PDZ Mesa Southern Avenue Area |Area Design 2015 - - - - Local 150,000 - - 150,000 - - - project segment for Southern ACI-SOU-10-03-E
Concept Report Avenue area DCR.
Amend: New TIP listing. Add new
project segment for Southern
A DCR. Al j
e e
Mesa Southern Avenue Area |Area Design 2016 - - - - RARF (105,000) - 105,000 - 2016 RARF 105,000 € . ACI-SOU-10-03-E
150PDRB ACI-SOU-10-03-D design phases.
Concept Report .
Advance funding to FY 2016 and
defer a portion of ACI-VAL-10-03-A
funding from FY16 to FY18.
Amend: Defer $105,000 of project
MES16- Val Vista Dr: Baseline  |Predesign roadway desgin phase funding from FY16 to
Mesa 2016 | Jun-18 1 4 6 RARF 295,000 - 295,000 - 2016 RARF 295,000 . ACI-VAL-10-03-A
136PDRB Rd to Southern Ave widening ( ) FY18 to swap with ACI-SOU-10-03-
E.
Amend: New TIP listing. Defer
MES18- Val Vista Dr: Baseli Predesi d 1 f j in ph
Mesa alVista br: Baseline [ Fredesign roadway | 5016 | jun-18 | 1 4 6 RARF (105,000) ; 105,000 - | 2018 | RARF 105,000 | >105,000 of project desgin phase |\ 000 0
136PDRB Rd to Southern Ave widening funding from FY16 to FY18 to swap
with ACI-SOU-10-03-E.
MES16- Elliot Rd: Ellsworth to  |Predesign roadway Amend: New TIP listing. Create
M 201 Jun-2 2 6 Local 1 - - 1 -- - - ACI-ELT-10-03-B
137PDZ esa Meridian widening 016 un-25 3 oca 50,000 50,000 locally funded pre-design phase.

1. Rows in the report are sorted in order by the following columns: Agency, RTP ID, Project Description, Fiscal Year, and Fund Type. Changes are in red font.
Deletions are show in strike through font.
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FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan’, TIP AMENDMENT #15

Sort: Section, Agency, Location, Work Year

TABLE B: Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the

TIP Amendment #15
E = S elz o
Work : 2188 = |ST|58|8 = . |Apport. .
Agency | Section «| TIPID [mAGID Location Work é £ 2 |[€Z|e2 5 2 E ,\'\:Ade Funding il 3 Federal Regional Local Total TIP Change Request
Year — o £ peE|EE ,n_cx@ ode Year
s =
35th Ave, north of . .
ADOT | Highway | 2016 D?;;G' NEW |Buckeye Rd. @ UPRR 741- Ere;'egcntfor Rail Safety | o | 5 | 5 | S-year|SR234| safety |STP-RaC| 2016 66,466 3,534 70,000 |Amend: Add new rail safety project.
48R, Phx, AZ !
DOT16- 35th Ave, north of
ADOT Highway | 2016 473 NEW |Buckeye Rd. @ UPRR 741-|ROW Acquisition 01| 5 5 | -~ 5-year|SR234| Safety [STP-RGC| 2016 14,145 855 15,000 [Amend: Add new rail safety project.
448R, Phx, AZ
35th Ave, north of . .
ApoT | Highway | 2016 | P72 | new [Buckeye Rd. @ UPRR 741.|COnStruction of Rail o (g 5 | S-year|SR234| safety |STP-RaC| 2016 647,165 11,011 658,176 | Amend: Add new rail safety project.
474 Safety Project
448R, Phx, AZ
. DOT16- Alma School Rd @ UPRR - . )
NEW | O TR = PR |ROW Acquisiion [ 01 6 | 6 | - - - :
ADOT Highway | 2016 470 741-650B, Mesa, AZ ROW Acquisition 01| 6 6 5-year|SR231| Safety [STP-RGC| 2016 780,199 17,168 797,367 |Amend: Add new rail safety project.
Eagle Eye Rd., north of
. DOT16- US60, Aguila, AZ @ Design for Rail Safety ) )
NEW |- Lo . 112 2] - - : !
ADOT Highway | 2016 a75 Arizona California RR 025- |Project 01| 2 2 5-year|T0018 | Safety [STP-RGC| 2016 61,694 3,306 65,000 |Amend: Add new rail safety project.
904P
DOTL6- 5296'5 iyeui'?: ‘Anzogh ' [Rairoad Only
ADOT Highway | 2016 NEW 09, Agulia, AZ Construction of Rail 01| 2 2 | - 5-year|T0018 | Safety [STP-RGC| 2016 118,648 5,963 124,611 |Amend: Add new rail safety project.
476 Arizona California RR 025- .
Safety Project
904P
. . Design for Upgrading
ADOT | Highway | 2016 | POTX6 | new |Various UPRRcrossings | o oo Signals to oo o] S-year|T0015| Safety |STP-RaC| 2016 30,000 30,000 |Amend: Add new rail safety project.
471 across Maricopa County LED
: 2017 Blj\é—gﬁ— 1532 {;C;Eswevmwﬂuse ool ol o] — e 2017 338.830 33503 122333 Amend: Delete project. Project combined with
Park
Rainbow Rd: Durango St
BKY1T. L%;Z‘;V;Lssgk:y; dsd; Amend: Combine BKY17-401, BKY17-402, and
Buckeye | Highway | 2017 27041 ) Y § Construct multiuse path | 2 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Bike/Ped | CMAQ 2017 1,083,628 110,500 1,194,128 |BKY17-403 into one project. Update location and
401 Rainbow Rd to Watson length to reflect combined project.
Rd; Watson Rd to 9 project
Durango St.
. HWakson-Roat-Durange-Sk [Construsbmultibse : 202206 28 267 330 473 : ject. Proj i i
2017 BJ?;—?— 25120 o, 05| o 0 | — . 2017 , , ’ Amend: Delete project. Project combined with

Page 10f 3

Date Printed 9/24/2015



FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan’, TIP AMENDMENT #15

Sort: Section, Agency, Location, Work Year

TABLE B: Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the

TIP Amendment #15
E = S elza
Work . 2188 <|S2|cE|8 2 - |Apport. ,
Agency [ Section 4| TIPID [mAGID Location Work = §~9 s 22252 = MAG Funding op 3 Federal Regional Local Total TIP Change Request
Year =158 2|2e|58|x S| Mode Year
= =
Design Flashing
Yellow Arrows with
. GLN16- - Geometric HSIP- . )
Glendale | Highway | 2016 07 NEW |Citywide Modifications at 12 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Safety MAG 2016 174,309 1,949 176,258 |Amend: Add new project.
Arterial-Arterial
intersections
Glendale | Highway | 2016 Gz'(\)'é@ NEW |Citywide ggﬁg;’ azfpesRomes ©lolol] o None | - Safety |TAP-MAG| 2016 75,346 4554 79,900 |Amend: Add new Safe Routes to School project.
Construct Flashing
Yellow Arrows with
. GLN18- - Geometric HSIP- . )
Glendale | Highway | 2018 01 NEW | Citywide Modifications at 12 0 0 0| - None | --- Safety MAG 2018 702,776 8,131 710,907 |Amend: Add new project.
Arterial-Arterial
intersections
Design Flashing
GLN19- Yellow Arrows with
Glendale | Highway | 2019 01 NEW |Citywide Geometric 0 0 0 | - None | ---- Safety Local 2019 322,515 322,515 |Amend: Add new project.
Modifications at 22
intersections
Construct Flashing
Yellow Arrows with
. GLN20- N Geometric .
Glendale | Highway | 2020 401 NEW |Citywide Modifications at 22 0 0 0| - None | --- Safety Local 2020 1,300,807 1,300,807 |Amend: Add new project.
Arterial-Arterial
intersections
M?gﬁ;’)pa Highway | 2016 M’Zgzle' NEW |Porter Road gfjgigﬁ;e;;g?hoo' oo o] None | - Safety |TAP-MAG| 2016 75,440 4,560 80,000 |Amend: Add new Safe Routes to School project.
PHX16- Eagle College Prep: South gife Ezu/;iii\t/iscmm
Phoenix | Highway | 2016 35 NEW |Mountain, Harmony, Mesa, prop;gct' EaglesyQuest 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Safety |TAP-MAG| 2016 28,997 1,753 30,750 |Amend: Add new Safe Routes to School project.
Maryvale for Safety Vest
PHX1T- Eagle College Prep: South zife Ezu;iii\tfi)tscmm
Phoenix | Highway | 2017 11 NEW  [Mountain, Harmony, Mesa, proF;SCt‘ EaglesyQuest 0] 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Safety |TAP-MAG| 2017 47,150 2,850 50,000 |Amend: Add new Safe Routes to School project.
Maryvale for Safety Vest
Safe Routes to School
surprise | Highway | 2016 | *58% | new glysstzr;f';’&ma;y School Efop;g;r_‘?fg's"s'xalk N B O None | - Safety [TAP-MAG| 2016 10373 627 11,000 | Amend: Add new Safe Routes to School project
Safety Equipment
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TABLE B: Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan’, TIP AMENDMENT #15

Sort: Section, Agency, Location, Work Year

TIP Amendment #15
I E = S |l 2
Work ) gl8sl<|S3|as|8 = . |Apport. :
Agency [ Section 4| TIPID [mAGID Location Work = § S »lex[25[2 = MAG Funding op 3 Federal Regional Local Total TIP Change Request
Year =[S g 2 29|55 2 a2 = Mode Year
= =
Marley Park and Rancho
Surprise | Highway | 2016 SURIE- NEW |Gabriela Elementary Safe Routes to School 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Safety |TAP-MAG| 2016 39,606 2,394 42,000 |Amend: Add new Safe Routes to School project.
403 Study and Maps
Schools
Parkview, Countryside
Surprise | Highway | 2016 SURIE- NEW |and Ashton Ranch Safe Routes to School 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Safety |TAP-MAG| 2016 58,466 3,534 62,000 |Amend: Add new Safe Routes to School project.
402 Study and Maps
Elementary Schools
. TMP16- Rural Road and Southern |Phase | Design: Traffic HSIP- )
NEW s e ol o | 0| - [ None | --- : !
Tempe Highway | 2016 406 Avenue Signal Improvements 0 0 0 None Safety MAG 2016 30,000 135,000 165,000 [Amend: Add new safety project
. TMP17- Rural Road and Southern |Phase Il ROW: Traffic HSIP- )
NEW s ol o | 0| - [None| - : !
Tempe Highway | 2017 405 Avenue Signal Improvements 0 0 0 None Safety MAG 2017 30,000 30,000 |Amend: Add new safety project.
Phase IIl Construction:
Tempe Highway | 2018 TMP18- NEW Rural Road and Southern Traffic Signal 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Safety HSIP- 2018 675,324 675,324 |Amend: Add new safety project.
402 Avenue MAG
Improvements
Notes

1. Rows in the report are sorted in order by the following columns: Section, Agency, Year and TIP ID. Changes are in red font. Deletions are show in

strike through font.

2. The following are used to indicate MAG Committees reviewing these TIP listings for amendment: TRC = Transportation Committee, MC =
Management Committee, TPC = Transportation Review Committee, RC = Regional Council

3. The year the federal funds (if any) were apportioned by Congress. This item is included only for informational purposes.

4. For federal projects this is the year the project will authorize. For transit this is the year the project will appear in a grant.

Page 3 0of 3

5. Changes are in red font. Deletions are shown in strike through font.
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TABLE C: Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the 2035 Long Range Plan’, TIP AMENDMENT #15

Sort: Section, Agency, Location, Work Year

TIP Amendment #15
& 2. |- a
Work : g8 <| 5 |cE|8= . |Apport. :
Agency | Section 4| TIPID |mAGID Location Work = §~9 a| 2 3 S s MAG Funding op 3 Federal Regional Local Total TIP Change Request
Year = |58 & = ol S| Mode Year
< - o |FO
s =
Glendale Transit | 2015 GLN13- 42528 North of Union Hills Dr and Cons}ruct regp nal park 0 0 0 | -~ TLCP | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 3,676,966 919,242 - 4,596,208 [For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
1117 West of 101L and rideftransit center
Glendale Transit | 2015 GLN13- 27692 |Regionwide Purchase b95:<310 foot - 0 0 0 1112, TLCP | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 214,689 37,887 - 252,576 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
903T 3 replace (dial-a-ride) 04
Glendale Transit | 2015 GLNIS- 37858 |Regionwide Preventive Maintenance | 0 0 0 | - None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 106,843 26,711 133,553 Ame”‘?: Update funding amounts basgd on final
406T apportionments. 2015 Program of Projects
. MAG15- _— . ) 1A . For information only. 2015 Program of Projects. RC
MAG Fransit | 2045 37858 |Regionwide Preventive-Mainterace Nemre | — |FramsitBus| 5307 2015 | —15120:429 2780107 [ —13:900;536 )
406T oleqe 00 T S i approved deletion June 24, 2015.
Peoria Transit | 2015 PEOI0- 246 | Grand/Peoria Pre-d.e5|gn regional p.a rkd 0 0 0 11.31. TLCP | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 103,653 25913 - 129,566 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
802T and-ride (Grand/Peoria) 04
Peoria Transit | 2015 PEOIS- 46687 |Regionwide Purchase b95:<310 foot - 0 0 0 1112, TLCP | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 143,126 25,258 - 168,384 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
1027 2 replace (dial-a-ride) 04
Peoria | Transit | 2015 | "EO™" | arass [Regionwide ADA Complementary | 5 | g | g | .. None | - TransitBus| 5307 | 2015 20439 5,110 25,549 [AMend: Update funding amounts based on fina
401T Paratransit apportionments. 2015 Program of Projects
Associated Transit . ' "
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 12809 |Citywide Improvements (1% 0 0 0 11.92. None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 492,963 123,241 616,204 Ame“‘?- Update funding amounts basgd on final
1027 02 apportionments. 2015 Program of Projects
enhancement)
Pre-Design regional . )
Phoenix | Transit | 2016 | P | so152 [Laveenssoth Avenue park-and-ride oo o [ rep| TransitBus| 5307 | 2016 104,503 26,126 . 130,629 |Amend: Change work and apportionment year from
107T 04 2015 to 2016. 2015 Program of Projects
(Laveen/59th Avenue)
. i | 2015 | PR . ol ol o %% pep| — . 5307 2015 1 819 798 402 121 For mformanon‘only. 2015 Program of Projects. RC
1087 04 R ' R approved deletion June 24, 2015.
Avenue)
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 32671 |Regionwide Support Services for 0 0 0 1L.72. None | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 40,000 10,000 50,000 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
103T Grant Management 03
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TABLE C: Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the 2035 Long Range Plan’, TIP AMENDMENT #15

Sort: Section, Agency, Location, Work Year

TIP Amendment #15
E Se | a
Work : g8 <| 5 |cE|8= . |Apport. :
Agency | Section 4| TIPID |mAGID Location Work = § g 9| 2 3 S s MAG Funding op 3 Federal Regional Local Total TIP Change Request
Year = |58 & = ol S| Mode Year
< - o |FO
s =
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 8434 |Regionwide Purchase busl: < Sq foot 0 0 0 1112, TLCP | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 1,178,100 207,900 - 1,386,000 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
105T 21 replace (dial-a-ride) 04
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 8434 |Regionwide Purchase bus: standard 0 0 0 112 None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 1,819,000 321,000 - 2,140,000 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
4217 40 foot - 4 replace 01
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 8434 |Regionwide Pulrchase bus: 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 3,523,250 621,750 - 4,145,000 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
435T Articulated - 5 replace
PHX15- Purchase bus:
Phoenix Transit | 2015 4367 8434 |Regionwide Articulated - 3 replace 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 2,261,850 399,150 - 2,661,000 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
(RAPID)
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 8434 |Regionwide Purchase bl.JS: <30 foot - 0 0 0 1112, None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 234,600 41,400 - 276,000 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
4257 3 replace (circulator) 04
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX16- 8434 |Regionwide Pulrchase bus: 0 0 0 1112, None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 3,769,750 665,250 - 4,435,000 [For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
4277 Articulated - 5 replace 06
PHX15- 700 MHz Transit
Phoenix Transit | 2015 2377 NEW |Regionwide Communications 0 0 0 | -~ TLCP | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 5,633,809 1,408,452 - 7,042,261 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
Upgrade
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 37858 |Regionwide Preventive Maintenance | 0 0 0 | - None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 4,340,136 1,085,034 5,425,170 Ame”‘?: Update funding amounts basgd on final
438T apportionments. 2015 Program of Projects
Scottsdale | Transit | 2015 SCT15- 37858 |Regionwide Preventive Maintenance | 0 0 0 | - None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 168,236 42,059 210,295 Ame”‘?: Update funding amounts basgd on final
403T apportionments. 2015 Program of Projects
scris. | | [Seotstle RoadRual - |ssocited Transi cpporcnmens, Updat otk desrpionto e
Scottsdale | Transit | 2015 28971 |Road corridor Capacity Investments (ATI) 0 0 0 | - TLCP | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 220,411 55,103 275,514 pp. L p. - P
4041 Imorovement Desian project split into design, right of way, and
P 9 construction. 2015 Program of Projects
Scottsdale Road/Rural Associated Transit . . :
Scottsdale | Transit | 2015 SCTIS- 28971 |Road corridor Capacity ~ |Improvements (ATI) 0 0 0 | -~ TLCP | ----- Transit 5307 2015 211,120 52,780 263,900 Amgnd.Add new project. 2015 Program of
404RWT ) Bus Projects
Improvement Right of Way

Page 2 0f 7

Date Printed 9/24/2015



TABLE C: Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the 2035 Long Range Plan’, TIP AMENDMENT #15
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TIP Amendment #15
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Scottsdale Road/Rural Associated Transit . . ’
Scottsdale | Transit | 2015 SCTIS- 28971 |Road corridor Capacity ~ |Improvements (ATI) 0 0 0 | -~ TLCP | ----- Transit 5307 2015 523,120 130,780 653,900 Amgnd. Add new project. 2015 Program of
404CT . Bus Projects
Improvement Construction
. . SUR15- - Purchase-bus—<-30-foet 2 . 119 200 10900 129 ann |FO information only. 2015 Program of Projects. RC
102T 2Replace{dial-a-ride) o010 0 04 5307 ! ' approved deletion June 24, 2015.
Valley Metro VMRIS- Main Street/Gilbert Road ~ |Main Street/Gilbert Road
I%,ail Transit | 2015 4337 14195 |Bus Turn-Around bus turn-around 0 0 0 | -~ TLCP | ----- Transit Rail| 5307 2015 2,519,790 629,948 - 3,149,738 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
(Construct) (construct)
Valley Metro Transit | 2015 VMRIS- 37858 |Regionwide Preventive Maintenance | 0 0 0 | - None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 1,196,097 299,024 1,495,122 Ame”‘?: Update funding amounts basgd on final
Rail 409T apportionments. 2015 Program of Projects
Valley . PEO13- . Design regional transit 11.31. . . Amend: Change apportionment year from 2015 to
Metro/RPTA Transit | 2016 1017 6338 [Peoria center (4-bay) Peoria 0 0 0 02 TLCP TransitBus| 5307 2016 125,260 31,315 156,575 2016, 2015 Program of Projects
Valley . PEO13- . Land regional transit 11.32. . ; . )
Metro/RPTA Transit | 2016 1027 6338 |Peoria center (4-bay) Peoria 0 0 0 02 TLCP | ----- Transit Bus| 5307 2016 626,300 156,576 782,876 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
Valle TMPI5- Purchase bus: standard 1112
y Transit | 2015 2333 |Regionwide 40 foot - 2 replace 0 0 0 | TLCP | - Transit Bus| 5307 2015 983,404 173,543 - 1,156,947 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
Metro/RPTA 102T 01
(Tempe)
Valley . VMR15- N Purchase bus: standard . ’ . ’
Metro/RPTA Transit | 2015 200T 21692 |Regionwide 40 foot - 8 replace 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 3,963,913 699,514 - 4,663,427 [For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
Valle VMT14- Purchase bus: standard 1113
y Transit | 2015 22488 |Regionwide 40 ft - 11 expand 0 0 0 | TLCP | - Transit Bus| 5307 2015 5,142,500 907,500 - 6,050,000 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
Metro/RPTA 105T 01
(Scottsdale/Rural BRT)
Valle VMTI5- Regional ADA Bus Stop
y Transit | 2015 NEW |Regionwide Accessibility Standards | 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Transit Bus| 5307 2015 200,000 50,000 - 250,000 (For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
Metro/RPTA 4017
and Inventory
Valley . TMP15- N . ) . Amend: Update funding amounts based on final
7858 |Regionwide ™ |Preventive Maintenance] 0 | 0 | 0 | -—-- | None | -----
Metro/RPTA Transit | 2015 204T 37858 |Regionwide Preventive Maintenance | 0 0 0 None Transit Bus| 5307 2015 1,527,427 381,857 1,909,284 apportionments, 2015 Program of Projects
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TABLE C: Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the 2035 Long Range Plan’, TIP AMENDMENT #15

Sort: Section, Agency, Location, Work Year

TIP Amendment #15

b} ®
s |l e
Work : gleg % - |85[82 . |Apport. :
Agency | Section 4| TIPID |mAGID Location Work = § g 9| 2 3 S s MAG Funding op 3 Federal Regional Local Total TIP Change Request
Year = |58 & = ol S| Mode Year
< - o |FO
s =
Valley . VMT15- N . ) . Amend: Update funding amounts based on final
7858 |Regionwide ™ |Preventive Maintenance] 0 | 0 | 0 | --- | None | -----
Metro/RPTA Transit | 2015 202T 37858 |Regionwide Preventive Maintenance | 0 0 0 None Transit Bus| 5307 2015 2,438,583 609,646 3,048,229 apportionments. 2015 Program of Projects
Valley- . VM- Seotisdale-Road/Rural Seottsdale-Rural-Road- 32 . 11908 949 11,908 949 For information only. 2015 Program of Projects. RC
Metro/RPTA 1087 Road-corridor BRT{Phase ) oleqe 02 5307 ! " e approved deletion June 24, 2015.
Valley VMT15- Scottsdale Road/Rural Transit signal priority
i 28971 i ity  foe s Lo 0| 0| - |TLCP| - i - i i i
Metro/RPTA Transit | 2015 2057 8971 [Road corridor Capacity (TSP) 0 0 0 TLCP Transit Bus| 5307 2015 763,360 190,840 954,200 (For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
Improvement
Valley- . TMP15- ) . ) . For information only. 2015 Program of Projects. RC
Metro/RRPTA 104F o33 o010 0 5307 approved deletion June 24, 2015.
5307 Total: 48,273,199 7,771,221 2,582,681 58,633,108
Buckeye Transit | 2015 Bfgslf- NEW | Citywide Transit Security 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Transit Bus SS(LEAAVN 2015 18,710 4,677 23,387 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
. AVNIS- - . . 5720 . . 5307-AVN oo For information only. 2015 Program of Projects. RC
4347 oleqpe 10 UZA ' ! ' approved deletion June 24, 2015.
. GLN15- - . . . 5307-AVN Amend: Update funding amounts based on final
NEW |Citywide =~ |TransitSecurity [ 0 | 0 | 0 | - [ None | ---
Glendale Transit | 2015 207T Citywide Transit Security 0 0 0 None Transit Bus UZA 2015 11,135 2,784 13,919 apportionments. 2015 Program of Prajects
) . PHX15- - Purchase bus: standard 11.12. . 5307-AVN . . )
Phoenix Transit | 2015 1207 8434 |Regionwide 40 foot - 1 replace 0 0 0 o None | ---- Transit Bus UZA 2015 442,000 78,000 - 520,000 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
Valley . VMT15- N Operating:Operating 30.09. . 5307-AVN Amend: Update funding amounts based on final
4760 |Regionwide | STEEES Lo | o | 0 |7 7| None | -
Metro/RPTA Transit | 2015 2137 60 |Regionwide Assistance TBD 0 0 0 o1 None Transit Bus UZA 2015 2,112,622 2,112,622 4,225,244 apportionments. 2015 Program of Projects
Valley . VMT15- Regionwide: Avondale- Associated Transit . 5307-AVN ’ . )
4760 | o o U SEEIEAE o EeeEReEE SRR ol o | 0| - [None| ---
Metro/RPTA Transit | 2015 2037 60 Goodyear UZA Improvements 0 0 0 None Transit Bus UZA 2015 400,000 100,000 500,000 (For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
5307-AVN UZA Total: 2,984,467 2,190,622 107,461 5,282,550
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FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the 2035 Long Range Plan’, TIP AMENDMENT #15
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. GLN15- S . 30.09. . 5307- . ] )
Glendale Transit | 2015 2037 1944 | Citywide: Glendale Operating: Route 59 0 0 0 o1 None | ---- Transit Bus JARC 2015 200,000 220,000 420,000 (For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
. GLN15- Citywide: Phoenix and Route Operating: Route . 5307- Amend: Update funding amounts based on final
708 | 7 T P R L0 0o 0 | ---—- | None | -----
Glendale Transit | 2015 2047 8708 Glendale 60 0 0 0 None Transit Bus JARC 2015 150,325 209,675 360,000 apportionments. 2015 Program of Prajects
. MAG15- N ’ 30.09: . 5307 For information only. 2015 Program of Projects. RC
JARG_a_ppemenmem J— 1815300 amynan 7'1 QY I
MAG ansit | 2095 | ooy | S0 |Regionuide 0 8]0 | g |MNowe ansikBus|  ppe | 208 360 | pproved deletion June 24, 2015.
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 16380 | Citywide: Phoenix Qperanng: Route l? with 0 0 0 3008. None | ---- Transit Bus 5307- 2015 400,000 3,790,545 4,190,545 [For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
428T increased frequencies 01 JARC
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 16380 [ Citywide: Phoenix Operafing: Bxtension of 0 0 0 | -~ None | ---- Transit Bus 5307- 2015 200,000 1,782,513 1,982,513 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
4297 Route 10 JARC
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 31355 Citywide: Phoenix and Qperanng: Route 29 with 0 0 0 3008. None | ---- Transit Bus 5307- 2015 400,000 3,770,899 4,170,899 [For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
430T Scottsdale increased frequencies 01 JARC
Phoenix Transit | 2015 PHX15- 16167 Citywide: Phoenix and Qperanng: Route S‘th 0 0 0 3008. None | ---- Transit Bus 5307- 2015 400,000 2,752,070 3,152,070 |For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
4327 Tolleson increased frequencies 01 JARC
. TOL15- S . 30.09. . 5307- . ] )
Tolleson Transit | 2015 2017 31482 |Citywide: Tolleson Operating: Zoom 0 0 0 o1 None | ---- Transit Bus JARC 2015 128,870 128,870 257,740 [For information only. 2015 Program of Projects
5307-JARC Total: 1,879,195 12,654,572 14,533,767
Valey Meto | grangit | 2015 | MRS | y57a9 |Regionwide Overha