


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE TENTATIVE AGENDA
 

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED 
I . Call to Order 

The meeting of the Executive Committee will be
 
called to order.
 

2. Call to the Audience 2. For information and discussion. 

An opportunity will be provided to members of
 
the public to address the Executive 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.
 
Members of the public 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 Executive Committee requests
 
an exception to this limit. Please note that those
 
wishing to comment on action agenda items will
 
be given an opportunity at the time the item is
 
heard.
 

ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONSENT*
 
BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
 

3. Approval of Executive Committee Consent 3. Approval of Executive Committee Consent 
Agenda 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 merrlbers may request that
 
an item be removed from the consent agenda.
 
Consent items are marked with an asterisk (*).
 

*3A. Approval of the February 17, 2009, Executive 3A. Review and approve the February 17, 2009, 
Committee Meeting Minutes Executive Committee meeting minutes. 

*3B. Consultant Selection for the MAG Air ouality 3B. Approval of the following firms for Air Quality 
Technical Assistance On-Call Services Request Technical Assistance On-Call Services for an 
for Qualifications amount not to exceed $280,000: (I) ENVIRON 

be qualified in Air Quality Modeling, Air Quality 
The FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Monitoring and Meteorology, Surveys and 
Program and Annual Budget includes potential Emissions Inventories, Analysis of Control 
consultant assistance for air quality planning and Measures, Implementation and Tracking ofControl 
modeling activities. Consultant services may be Measures, Statistical Analysis of Data, Air Quality 
needed to assist MAG with supplemental Plan Preparation, CMAQ Evaluation 
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analyses for the MAG Five Percent Plan for 
PM-IO, Eight-Hour Ozone Plan, Conformity 
Analysis, and Evaluation of Congestion Mitigation 
and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Projects. 
A request for qualifications was advertised on 
January 15, 2009 for technical assistance 
including air quality modeling, conformity, 
CMAQ evaluation, and the development of 
regional air quality plans. Eleven proposals were 
received by the February 17,2009 deadline. On 
February 27,2009, the consensus of the agency 
staff on the multi-jurisdictional evaluation team 
was to recommend consultants to MAG to 
perform the technical assistance. On the April 8, 
2009, the MAG Management Committee will 
consider this item for action. An update on the 
action taken on this item will be provided. 
Please refer to the enclosed material. 

*3C.	 Request to Amend the FY 2009 MAG Unified 
Planning Work Program and Annual Budget for 
a MAG Transportation Planner IIII 

On May 28, 2008, the Regional Council 
approved the Unified Planning Work Program 
and Annual Budget. This document identifies the 
staff positions for the MAG organization. With 
the distribution of funding from the American 
Reinvestment and Recovery Act (ARM), MAG is 
experiencing additional workload issues. Staff is 
recommending that the FY 2009 MAG Unified 
Planning Work Program and Annual Budget be 
amended to include a MAG Transportation 
Planner 1/11 position. The Transportation Planner 
lill position will be responsible for assisting the 
distribution, implementation and reporting of 
ARM funds for the MAG member agencies and 
othertransportation assistance as needed. MAG 
federal funds will be used for this position. 

Methodologies, and Transportation Conformity; 
(2) Sierra Research be qualified in Air Quality 
Modeling, Surveys and Emissions Inventories, 
Analysis of Control Measures, Implementation and 
Tracking ofControl Measures, Statistical Analysis of 
Data, Air Quality Plan Preparation, CMAQ 
Evaluation Methodologies, and Transportation 
Conformity; (3) Sonoma Technology be qualified 
in Air Quality Modeling, Air Quality Monitoring and 
Meteorology, Surveys and Emissions Inventories, 
Analysis of Control Measures, Implementation and 
T racking ofControl Measures, Statistical Analysis of 
Data, Remote Sensing, Air Quality Plan 
Preparation, CMAQ Evaluation Methodologies, 
and Transportation Conformity; (4) Technical & 
Business Systems be qualified in Air Quality 
Modeling, Air Quality Monitoring and 
Meteorology, Analysis of Control Measures, 
Statistical Analysis of Data, Remote Sensing, and Air 
Quality Plan Preparation; and (5) Traffic Research 
& Analysis be qualified in Surveys and Emissions 
Inventories. 

3C.	 Approval to amend the FY 2009 MAG Unified 
Planning Work Program and Annual Budget to 
include a MAG Transportation Planner 1/11 
position. 
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ITEMS PROPOSED TO BE HEARD
 
BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
 

4.	 Amendment of the FY 2009 MAG Unified 
Planning Work Program and Annual Budget to 
Include Funding to Participate in a Brookings 
Intermountain Study and to Include Funding for 
Arizona State University's North American 
Center for T ransborder Studies to Provide 
Research Regarding the Global and North 
America Forces Impacting the MAG Region and 
the Sun Corridor 

The Brookings Metropolitan Policy Program is 
proposing a partnership with leading 
Intermountain West institutions and leaders to 
work out speci"f1c collaborative steps among the 
five "Mountain Megas" (and their states) to 
advance prosperity in their region through the 
achievement of specific, catalyzing federal policy 
reforms. Brookings is seeking approximately 
$20,000 from the Mountain Mega states to 
convene working groups and conduct the 
research. MAG is estimating that 74.51 percent 
would be needed ($14,902) if MAG, the Pima 
Association of Governments and the Central 
Arizona Association of Governments 
participated. Ifthis participation did not occur, up 
to $20,000 from MAG would be needed. 

For the Sun Corridor area, the Arizona State 
University North American Center for 
T ransborder Studies has proposed to describe 
the global and North America forces that impact 
MAG and vice versa. This paper would be the 
first iteration to conduct the planning analysis 
necessary to develop Maricopa County, the Sun 
Corridor and then the Intermountain West as 
more than just infrastructure and transportation, 
but as a job creation and economic "cluster." 
Staff, consulting and associated expense are 
estimated to be $12,000. MAG is estimating that 
74.51 percent would be needed ($8,942) if 
MAG, the PimaAssociation of Governments and 
the Central Arizona Association ofGovernments 
participated. Ifthis participation did not occur, up 
to $12,000 from MAG would be needed. 

4.	 Amend the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work 
Program and Annual Budget to include up to 
$20,000 of MAG federal funds if needed to 
participate with the Brookings Metropolitan Policy 
Program on an Intermountain partnership and to 
amend the Work Program to include up to 
$12,000 of MAG federal funds if needed to have 
the Arizona State University Center for 
T ransborder Studies to conduct astudy to describe 
the global and North America forces that impact 
the MAG region and the Sun Corridor. 
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On March I I, 2009, the Management 
Committee recommended that the MAG 
Uni"f1ed Work Program and Annual Budget be 
amended. At the March 25, 2009, Regional 
Council meeting, it was requested that a 
presentation on this item be provided at the April 
Executive Committee and Regional Council 
meetings to mQre fully explain the objectives of 
the projects. Rob Puentes, Research Fellow from 
The Brookings Institute and Erik Lee, Associate 
Director, from Arizona State University's North 
American Center for T ransborder Studies will 
discuss	 their proposed research studies to be 
conducted for MAG. Please refer to the 
enclosed material. 

5.	 Discussion and Update on the Draft FY 20 I0 
MAG Unified Planning Work Program and 
Annual Budget 

Each year, the MAG Unified Planning Work 
Program and Annual Budget is developed 
incrementally in conjunction with member 
agency and public input. The Work Program is 
reviewed each year in April by the federal 
agencies and approved by the Regional Council 
in May. Since the budget presentation in March, 
there have been no significant changes to the 
draft budget. The Intermodal Planning Group 
meeting is scheduled for April 17, 2009 and any 
recommendations from that review, as well as 
any other signi"f1cant budget revisions, will be 
brought to the May Executive Committee 
meeting. 

6.	 Sustainability Update - Participation in Arizona 
State University's Global Institute of Sustainability 
Sustainable Cities Network (SCN) 

On September 15, 2008, Executive Committee 
meeting, staffdiscussed the increasing significance 
of sustainability efforts in the region and 
proposed the development of a best practices in 
sustainability report or the formation of a 
Sustainability Stakeholders Working Group that 
would develop a scope of work that could be 
presented to the Executive Committee at a 
future date for further direction. At the 
November 12, 2008, Executive Committee 

5. Information and discussion. 

6. Information and discussion. 
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meeting, staff provided an update on 
sustainability efforts by ASU's Global Institute of 
Sustainability (GIOS) and the Greater Phoenix 
Economic Council's (GPEC) Community Building 
Consortium. The Executive Committee 
recommended that MAG partner with these 
organizations to avoid a duplication of efforts. 

Since the November Executive Committee 
meeting, MAG staff has continued discussions 
with ASU and GPEC on partnering 
opportunities. In an effort to create sustainable 
desert communities, ASU's GIOS has 
approached many of MAG's member agencies, 
including cities and towns, tribal communities and 
Maricopa County, to establish the Sustainable 
Cities Network (SCN). The network will focus 
on identifying, collecting, and sharing key 
sustainability practices to help communities 
establish more efficient sustainability practices. 
ASU has requested MAG to be a participating 
agency on the SCN and currently offers two 
active workgroups, Solar Technology and Best 
Management Practices (BMPs). 

It is anticipated that MAG staff will participate in 
these workgroup meetings and if appropriate, 
offer to bring issue(s) forward through the MAG 
committee process that may impact MAG 
member agencies. An update on MAG's 
participation will be provided. Please refer to 
enclosed material. 

7. Adjournment 
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MINUTES OF THE
 
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 

MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
 
February 17,2009
 

MAG Offices, Cholla Roonl
 
302 N. 1st Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona
 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 

COllncilwoman Peggy Neely, Chair 
Mayor Thomas L. Schoaf, Litchfield Park, Vice 
Mayor Hugll Hallman, Tempe, Treasurer 
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale 

Mayor Steven M. Berman, Gjlbert 
Chair Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear 

Mayor Scott Smith, Mesa 

* Not present 
# Participated by video or telephone conference call 

1. Call to Order 

The Execlltive Committee meeting was called to order by Chair Peggy Neely at 12:07 p.m. 
Chair Neely stated that public comment cards were available for those members ofthe public 
who wish to comment. She noted that transit tickets were available from Valley Metro for 
those using transit to conle to the meeting. Parking validation was available fronl MAG staff 
for those who parked in the parking garage. 

2. Call to the Audience 

Chair Neely noted that, according to the MAG public comment process, members of the 
audience who wish to speak are requested to fill Ollt the public comnlent cards and stated that 
there is a three-minute time limit. Public comment is provided at the beginning of the 
meeting for items that are not on the agenda that are within the jurisdiction ofMAG, or non­
action agenda items that are on the agenda for discussion or information only. Chair Neely 
noted that no public comment cards had been received. 

3. Consent Agenda 

Chair Neely noted that prior to action on the consent agenda, members of the audience are 
provided an opportunity to comment on consent items that are being presented for action. 
Following tIle comment period, Committee members may request that an item be removed 
from the consent agenda. There were no public comment cards received. 

Chair Neely requested approval of tIle January 20, 2009, Execlltive Committee minutes. 
Mayor Berman moved to approve the minutes. Mayor Schoaf seconded and the motion 
carried unanimously. 
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Chair Neely noted that item #3B was recommended for approval at the February 11, 2009, 
MAG Management Committee. 

Mayor Cavanaugh moved to approve items #3B and #3C on the consent agenda. Mayor 
Schoaf seconded and the motion carried unanimously. 

3A.	 Approval ofthe January 20, 2009 Regional Council Executive Committee Meeting Minutes 

The Regional Council Executive Committee, by consent, approved the January 20,2009, 
Regional Council Executive Committee meeting minutes. 

3B.	 Amendment to the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget to 
Provide Additiollal Funds for the MAG Intelligent Transportation Systems and Safety 
Services On-Call Services Consultant Project 

The Regional Council Executive Committee, by consent, approved to amend the FY 2009 
MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget to provide $20,000 of MAG 
Surface Transportation Program funds to the MAG Intelligent Transportation Systems and 
Safety Services On-Call Services Consultant Project. 

On May 28, 2008, the Regional Council approved the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work 
Program and Annual Budget (UPWP). The UPWP included funding for Intelligent 
Transportation Systems (ITS) and Safety Services on-call services. On June 25, 2008, the 
Regional Council approved a list of consultants for ITS and Safety consultants. One of the 
areas approved ill the on-call list was for ITS Planning. Work in the ITS area has been 
launched, and additional funding ($20,000) is needed in this area. The proposed project will 
use the existing OIl-call consultant services to review and finalize the technical aspects of a 
document developed by the MAG ITS Committee and the MAG Technical Advisory Group 
describing the roles and responsibilities for the MAG Regional Community Network (RCN). 
The RCN is a teleconlmunications network using fiber optic communications. The primary 
purpose of this network is to enable the sharing of video images of traffic cameras, traffic 
management data, and other information between state, regional, and local agencies that are 
responsible for day-to-day operation and management ofthe multi modal transportation system 
in the Phoenix metropolitan region. On February 11,2009, the MAG Management Committee 
recommended approval of the selection. 

3C.	 Amendment to the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget to 
Accept Funding from the City ofPhoenix for MAG to Conduct Coordillated Human Services 
Transportation Planning Activities 

The Regional Council Executive Committee, by consent, approved to anlend the FY 2009 
MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget to accept $128,921 from the City 
ofPhoellix as the Designated Recipient for Federal Transit Administration funds for MAG 
to conduct Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plalmillg Activities, in accordance 
with federal requirements. 
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011 October 6, 2008, MAG was notified that the City ofPhoenix as the Designated Recipient 
for Federal Transit Administration funds would provide $128,921 to support coordinated 
human services transportation planning activities. The federal Safe and Efficient 
Tra11sportation Equity Act - A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) requires the establishment 
ofa "locally developed, coordinated public transit-human services tra11sportation plan for all 
FTA programs for underserved populations: the Elderly Individuals and Individuals with 
Disabilities progranl (Section 531 0); the Job Access a11d Reverse Commllte program (Section 
5316); and the New Freedom program (section531?). For MAG to receive these funds an 
anlendment is required to the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual 
Budget. 

4. MAG Participation in Electric Vehicle Working Group 

Chair Neely introduced Dennis Smith, MAG Executive Director. Mr. Smith stated that he 
wOlLld introduce the item and then invite Jonathan Reed, President and CEO, of ECOtality 
to make a presentation. Mr. Smith 110ted that staffmet with Jonatha11 Reed and Colin Reed 
from ECOtality, an Arizona companybased ill Scottsdale. He stated that the company shared 
that tlley were working with a major allto manufacturer to advance electric car technology 
in Arizona. Mr. Smith stated tllat ECOtality currently operates ill Phoenix and Scottsdale 
and has been conducting advanced testing on batteries and charging systems for electric car 
technology. He stated that the purpose ofthe agenda item is to request MAG's participation 
in an electric vehicle micro-climate working group. Mr. Smith noted that ECOtality was 
hosting a meeting with other comnll1nity stakeholders that may be interested in participating 
in a working group that is scheduled for Tllursday, February 19,2009. He noted that the 
company was already working with the Pima Association of Governments (PAG). Mr. 
Smith stated that MAG's participation could be represented by sending staff, elected officials 
or a combination of both. Mr. Smith invited Mr. Reed to provide more detail about 
ECOtality and the electric vehicle micro-climate working group. 

Mr. Reed stated that ECOtality and one of its major subsidiaries, E-TEC, are based in 
Scottsdale and Phoenix. He noted that they have been residents of downtown Phoe11ix for 
fifteen years. Mr. Reed identified ECOtality as one of nationally leading companies on 
electric transportation. He stated that ECOtality is contracted with the U.S. Department of 
Energy to conduct testing for primarily hydrogen a11d electric alternative vehicles. Mr. Reed 
noted that ECOtality has been requested by a major vehicle manufacturer, who is leading the 
way in the use of electric vehicles, to approach the Phoenix metro area and Arizo11a to 
participate as one of the five primary markets for the launching ofelectric vehicles over the 
next several years. Mr. Reed stated that for electric vehicles to thrive, infrastructure that 
requires less than hydrogen or other alternative fuels or energies will be required. He 
commented that ECOtality is committed to developing a package that will allow recharge 
stations to be installed at little cost to government and operate as a private-public relationship 
where the recharged statio11S would be funded by private sources. Mr. Reed stated tllat the 
reason for olltreach to government stakeholders is to establish relationships that will assist 
with facilitating a future pennitting and building sta11dard process following tIle installation 
of the initial infrastructure. He noted that the company is working with major utilities, the 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and representatives in Pima County. Mr. 
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Reed announced that a series of stakeholder meetillgs will be held on February 19 and 20 to 
formulate a working committee ofpublic and private sector parties that will address the build 
Ollt of the project's infrastructure. He added that the vehicle manufacturer has invited 
Arizona to be one of the leading states to introduce the infrastructure that will support 
electric vehicles in the market. Mr. Reed noted that every major vehicle manufacturer in 
world, including new vehicle manufacturers are producing either plug in or pure electric 
vehicles in 2010 and 2011. He stated that Arizona has the highest per capita pllrchases of 
the Toyota Prius. Mr. Reed commented that the state includes a population committed to 
renewable energy and green inspired transportation. He stated that ECOtality was excited 
abollt approaching MAG regarding its participation in the initiative and possible assistance 
in facilitating any regulatory issues. Mr. Reed said that it was important to gamer inpllt from 
communities regarding their infrastructure and technological requirements for supporting 
electric trallsportation. 

Mr. Smith noted that the teclulology being discussed is universal and would be available to 
every vehicle manllfacturer for use. 

Mr. Reed stated that Nissan is looking to rollout vehicles in test locations such as Phoenix, 
Tucson, the Bay Area, Seattle, Tennessee, and Portland. Mr. Reed said that ECOtality 
currently chairs the Society ofAlltomotive Engineer's (SAE) panel for level three and level 
two charging. He noted that what llas happened that is unique ill electronic transportatioll 
systems is that all manufacturers have agreed to a common connector and a common system. 
Mr. Reed stated that the infrastructure technology is battery agnostic and vehicle agnostic. 
He noted that the recent federal stimulus bill is creating a wealth of opportunities for those 
who would like to apply for funding supporting electric transportation infrastructure. Mr. 
Reed stated that the current administration is very committed to electric vehicles and 
reiterated that Mr. Smith was correct that the technology being pursued will work for all auto 
manufacturers. 

Cllair Neely inquired what the appropriate review processes were at MAG to address this 
initiative. 

Mr. Smith responded that one of the issues discussed and which may need to be addressed 
involved building codes. He noted that tIle vehicles require a 220 volt olltlet in garages. Mr. 
Smith stated that MAG's building codes committee would be the appropriate place to begin 
reviewing that issue. He added that should the initiative become an economic development 
activity for the region, those efforts could be managed by Alalla Chavez, Management 
Analyst III. Additionally, he stated that if there were any air quality implications, the air 
quality division would address those. Mr. Smith mentioned that ECOtality had included a 
non disclosure form upon sending initial illfornlation. Mr. Smith introduced Fredda Bisman, 
MAG General Counsel, to comment upon the non disclosure form, noting that as a public 
body, MAG has certain responsibilities under public records law. 

Ms. Bisman stated that because ofpublic records law, allY confidential agreement is limited. 
She said that altenlatives are available as permitted by law, as determined by a body's 
attorney, or by a court. Ms. Bismall cautioned that MAG would have to be able to defend 
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a confidentiality agreement if it were to go to court. She stated that there are a couple of 
subsidiary issues such as limiting the status of discussion as a public body, which could be 
problematic. Ms. Bisman stated that before MAG and Nissan proceeded witl1 further 
substantiative discussions, she has requested to have issues concerning public records law 
addressed by their counsel. Ms. Bisman al1ticipated being able to n1utually resolve the 
situation. 

Mr. Reed stated tl1at he believed the issue 11as been resolved noting that he was able to get 
Nissan to waive certain provisions and tailor the document to suit MAG's requirements. 

Mayor Berman requested clarification regarding what the company wanted to accomplish. 
He asked how the program would work provided that currently it takes approxin1ately eight 
hours to electrically charge a vehicle. 

Mr. Reed replied that all electric vehicles being manufactured including the GM Volt will 
come with a plug in cord. He noted tl1at a typical plug in hybrid will normally take 
approximately eight hOllrs to charge, but that the lltilities are looking for something more 
efficient. Mr. Reed stated tl1at consumers could plug in their electric vehicle during peak 
consumption periods with the level two charger or 220-240 volts charging a battery in two 
hours. Mr. Reed noted that the charger ECOtality is bllilding and partnering with utilities on 
are smart chargers. He stated that this technology would allow the COl1sumer to sign up for 
a package with the utility which would allow the utility to charge vehicles primarily anytime 
between midnigl1t and six o'clock in the morning, depending on their load n1anaging 
requirement. Mr. Reed said that quick medium time charging is available and fast charging, 
which exists at Phoenix area airports, in partnership with lltilities will be ubiqllitous where 
charging could occur in ten to fifteen minutes. Mr. Reed stated that fast charging would be 
mostly located at commercial locations where a consumer was doing something else during 
the course of the day, such as at Walmart, Walgreens, Starbucks, or McDonalds. Mr. Reed 
stated that there are three levels ofcl1arging and tl1at the program in Arizona will include the 
private sector installation of level three fast chargers, utilities working with customers to 
install medium fast cl1argers at home and cOl1tinued presence ofthe plug in option for a long 
charge at home. 

Mayor Smith asked whether the current technology is approximately forty to fifty miles per 
distance 011 an electric car. 

Mr. Reed replied that it is forty to fifty miles for a plug in hybrid using the battery alone. He 
stated that Nissan's vehicles will range 150 to 200 miles and will be pure electric vehicles 
with no gas compol1ent. Mr. Reed added that the average car owner drives up to twenty to 
a maximum of thirty-nine miles per day, noting that the 150 mile range fits well within the 
consumer user patterns of daily vel1icle use. 

Mayor Smith asked if the charging will be metered in private or paid for in public like when 
you Pllt air in your tires. 
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Mr. Reed stated that in public, items such as customer loyalty cards may be utilized. He 
noted that Google is working with the compa11Y to develop a transactional system that would 
eventually move to the private sector. Mr. Reed stated that the EV 1 was a government 
mandated and government nUl product. He stated that this effort is different with the 
consumer demanding the product and the private sector looking at ways to support the 
initiative. 

Mayor Smith asked wllether ECOtality was requesting government to assist in facilitating 
their program. 

Mr. Reed replied that it will be helpful in terms of facilitating a streamlined permitting 
process. He added that doing so will assist car dealers and consumers avoid waiti1lg two and 
a half months to receive a permit to install a charger for their electric vehicle. 

Chair Neely asked if there was any objection sending this issue for review to the b"uilding 
codes subcommittee. 

Mayor Hallman stated 11e appreciated the effort to move society towards electric vehicles. 
He asked what effort is being made so that electric vehicle efficiency is competitive to what 
is currently 011 the market. 

Mr. Reed replied that an electric motor is four times more efficient than a combustion engine. 
He stated that they are the only company with a Department of Energy grant working on a 
coal classification program to capture wind power to create hydrogen for a coal gasification 
program which is creating as close to clean coal as possible. 

Chair Neely asked if there were any other comnlents or questions. 

Mr. Snlith stated that MAG has been invited to a working group meeting on Thursday, 
February 19 at 12:30 p.m. at The Sheraton Downtown. He requested ifthere was anyi1lterest 
among Executive Committee members to participate or delegate staff to attend. 

Chair Neely clarified that anyone on the Execlltive Conlmittee was invited to attend. She 
requested a phone number ifmembers wanted furtller information. 

Mr. Reed provided his contact information. He noted that if members of the committee 
wished to experience electric vehicles, the company acquires two of every electric vehicle 
prior to hitting the market. Mr. Reed added that they have test run batteries and electric 
vehicles for the last twelve years and drive the vehicles up to 160,000 miles. He noted that 
Phoenix has some of tIle most advanced vellicles being tested in the industry. 

Councilwoman Neely said she hoped the company was also looking at an element of solar 
technology. 

Mr. Reed stated that Arizona 11as tIle best sunshine in the country and that the eventual 
advance of solar car parts will follow. He said that doing so is currently capital intensive. 
Mr. Reed stated tllat his company is initially trying to get the public involved in the use of 
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electric vehicles and understand their benefit prior to investing in the next highly capital 
intensive level. He said that installing a recharge station is no more expensive than putting 
in a gas pump for a level three charger. Mr. Reed noting that pure electric vehicles is a way 
to move solar technology forward because it is more cost effective and is private sector 
driven. 

Chair Neely stated that MAG staffwill take the itenl to tIle building codes subcommittee and 
look forward to a future report. 

5. MAG Process Review Task Force 

Chair Neely stated that MAG policies were going to be revisited. She introduced Mr. Smith 
to provide an update on the process. 

Mr. Smith stated that it is common practice at MAG to revisit tIle orgallization' s policies and 
procedures noting that efforts over the previous ten to fifteen years have included governallce 
committees, a governance task force, and a governance advisory committee. Mr. Smith 
briefly discussed the reengineering effort that occurred in 1996. He stated that staff has 
compiled a draft list of major issues to be discussed. Mr. Smith requested input from the 
Executive Committee noting that a task force will be fornled to discuss the docllment. He 
stated that following the input from the Executive Committee, the document will be 
distributed to nlembers of the Regional COllncil for further input. Mr. Smith said that he 
anticipated that when the task force completed developing options to existing practices for 
further exploration, they will be presented to the Execlltive Committee. He noted that 
challges cOILld be done via changes in administrative rules or bylaws changes. Mr. Smith 
reviewed a list identifying a proposed composition of the task force. He said that the 
proposed membership takes into consideration membership from arollnd the region as well 
as demographics. He added tllat the proposed task force compositioll would also include the 
Chair and Vice Chair ofthe Management Committee who are fronl Avondale and Cllandler 
respectively. Mr. Smith stated that this would add a blend of policy and management 
perspectives to the task force. 

Chair Neely asked ifcommittee members wanted to review the issues on the list individually 
or whether anyone had changes to what is being presented for consideration. She asked if 
members wanted to send the list to the Regional Council for further feedback, meet and tllen 
prepare for the task force. 

Mayor Hallman stated that the latter may be inappropriate and not necessary to hold up the 
process. He said lle hoped that tIle task force would not be restrained by the fourteen issues 
listed and that any additional ideas or concepts may be proposed from Regional Council 
merrlbers or others. 

Chair Neely stated that she was open to that suggestion. She requested tllat Mr. Smith and 
MAG staff compile a docllment to be sent to members of the Regional Council for further 
input. Chair Neely tllanked staff for their initiative to develop an illitiallist of issues to be 
discussed. She noted that the document identifies existing practices not recommelldations 
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and that it was a framework to guide future discussion. Chair Neely asked if there were any 
additional comnlellts. 

Mr. Smith said that staff attempted to identify the pressing issues that may need to have 
processes reviewed such as how items are put on an agenda. He ensured that menlbers will 
have an opportunity to have their concern 11eard. Mr. Smith noted that the draft docunlent 
is not all inclusive, will seek others' ideas and could be sent in a timely manner to members 
of the Regional Council for further feedback. 

Mayor Smith asked for clarification regarding the difference between the MAG Management 
Conlmittee election process and tIle Regional Council. 

Chair Neely stated that Management Committee went through succession issues wIlen Jan 
Dolan left Scottsdale. 

Mr. Smith added that the MAG bylaws have beell more specific when applied to the 
managers. 

Chair Neely requested staff to schedule a meeting of tIle task force and concurrelltly send 
the document to members of the Regional Council for input. 

Mayor Schoaf stated that one item that is not listed which needs to be addressed is weighted 
voting. 

Chair Neely said that she would like to send that issue separately to the Management 
Conlmittee for review and have that come back tlnough the process sin1ultaneously. 

Mr. Smith requested if that meant not including it in tIle comprehensive list but having the 
Management Committee review it and make a recommendation that would be presented to 
the Execlltive Committee. 

Chair Neely agreed. 

Mayor Schoaf commented he did not understand why it could not be included. 

Chair Neely replied that the Managenlent Committee could review the issue more precisely 
and it may impact financing issues or otl1er matters, which n1ay provide further bel1efit prior 
to reviewing it at the task force. 

Mayor Hallman stated that it made sense to include it on the list but the Managen1ent 
Committee could begin reviewing it. 

Chair Neely noted that the Management Committee would review weighted voting and its 
impact on other matters would be included on the list of issues to be addressed. 

6. Development of the FY 2010 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget 
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Mr. Smith reviewed funding SOllrces for the FY 2010 MAG Ullified Planning Work Program 
and Annual Budget. He said that in April staff allocates funding sources originating from 
multiple sources of funds and provides a draft budget document for review. He noted that 
MAG receives multiple sources of funds to fund projects such as Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), Surface Transportation Planning (STP), Planning (P&L), 
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) and grant funding. Mr. Smith added that the 
reason staff presents draft projects at this time is to allow time for review and prior to 
finalization ofthe projects in May. He noted that most projects identified are transportation 
related projects. Mr. Smith offered to answer general questions. He invited Eric Anderson, 
Transportation Director, to review two of the larger projects on the list. 

Mr. Anderson discussed the 2010 Phase 1 Inter Loop Traffic Operations Model. He stated 
that the project would afford MAG the ability to do micro simulations in the highly 
developed area of central Phoenix. Mr. Anderson noted that this technology was key to 
accurately analyze specific improvements needed in the area. He stated tllat the current 
travel demand model does not provide significantly enough detail to assess how to address 
the 1-10 and 1-17 stack interchange which has to do with how the ramps are configured and 
what kind oftraffic is approaching and exiting that location. He added that the travel demand 
model information includes volllnle data, but does not provide information regarding 
congestion levels and how operational improvement in tIle central core area could be 
accomplished. Mr. Anderson stated that to do that modeling would require a lot more data. 
He noted tllat a good portion of the budget contemplates tIle ability to collect Sigtlificallt 
detailed data such as turning movements, intersection counts, how many vehicles are entering 
for example on 7th Avenue and exiting on 19th Avenue, and how many vehicles are trying to 
get onto the 1-17 north and south bound. He stated that this type of modeling is being 
recommended by the Central Area Peer Review Panel as a tool that would assist MAG in its 
modeling capabilities. 

Mr. Anderson discussed the Central Plloenix Transportation Framework Study which is 
budgeted for $600,000. He noted tllat the project is similar to what was accomplished in the 
Hidden Valley and Hassayampa studies. He stated that this study would include a 
comprehellsive analysis of all the transportation systenls serving the celltral Phoenix area, 
including the freeways, transit and arterial streets. Mr. Anderson noted that it would identify 
how these different nlodes of transportation function in an integrated fashion within the 
central corridor combined with the operations model he previously mentioned. Mr. 
Anderson stated that he believed it could be a good opportunity for how MAG might be able 
to better utilize the existing assets in central Phoenix. 

Mr. Smith stated that the two projects discussed by Mr. Anderson may advance to the 
Management Committee agenda. He noted that depending on the impact of the federal 
stimulus legislation, it may affect how much tinle staffwill have to develop these projects. 
He added that there will be time for the committee to further consider these projects. 

Mr. Anderson stated that there are a number ofactivities related to the travel demand model. 
He said that the next associated project is the regional activity based model development for 
$500,000. Mr. Anderson noted that MAG began this effort abollt two years ago to transition 

9 



the large regular travel demand model from a four-step model, which provides good data on 
commute flows, to the activity based model, which provides a better idea of what trips the 
public is making. He stated that other major metropolitan plannil1g organizations (MPO's) 
have already made this transition and that MAG was waiting to see how other MPO's did 
with the transition. Mr. Anderson noted that Denver, Sacran1ento, San Francisco, and n10st 
of the other larger MPO's are going in this direction. He said this would be the third year 
MAG was ful1ding the technological work to make this transition happen and believed it 
would result in a much better model. Mr. Anderson stated that the technology al1d 
information gathering is getting more sophisticated and it will be important to continue to 
invest in it to ensure MAG stays in a state of practice with other MPO's. 

Mayor Cavanaugh asked if staffhad considered including the connection between the State 
Route 51, State Route 202 and Interstate 10 east ofdeck park tunnel which seems as crucial 
as the Interstate17 area. 

Mr. Anderson clarified that the central area study does incorporate that area and used the 
Interstate17 area as an exan1ple. He noted that the dimensions of the study wOllld include 
the mini stack and certainly would include the State Route 202 and Interstate 10 at the deck 
park tunnel. 

Mayor Cavanaugh asked if there is something that can be done to determine the efficiency 
of the off loading of the Interstate 10 by the State Route 85 and Interstate 17 and determine 
how effective a South Mountain expressway may be in helping to offload the congestion. 
He asked whether it wOILld be possible to determine that so good policy and planning 
decisions can be made or suggest an alternative. 

Mr. Anderson stated that staff is in the process of analyzing that informatiol1 and are 
considering a number of different alten1atives for both South Mountain corridors including 
different lane freeway and expressway/parkway configurations. He added that staff is also 
compiling cost information and what tradeoffs may be between cost and performance. Mr. 
Anderson noted that a lot ofdecisions are interrelated and needs to be understood separately 
to better understand the major impacts of alternate options. He said that staff anticipates 
presenting this information to the TPC in the near future. 

Mayor Hallman requested what kind of technology is being employed in assessing what 
value South Mountain will provide. He asked how drivers were surveyed or if license plate 
readers were utilized to gather data information. 

Mr. Anderson responded that license plate readers are certainly one of the data collection 
tools utilized by the ADOT consultant. He stated that staffis recently completing an external 
travel study which analyzed how many vehicles are coming in and out ofthe metro area. Mr. 
A11dersol1 stated that t11is is a project staff has been working on a l1un1ber of years and 
technology and the use of license plate readers l1as caught up with the methodology of 
matchil1g important information. 
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Mayor Lopez Rogers thanked staff for plItting this item on the agenda. She asked if hInds 
for the projects are committed funds or if they were in jeopardy of being lost. 

Mr. Smith stated that the hInds are funds from secure funding sources. He stated that last 
montll MAG was able to reduce dues by half for the member cities. Mr. Smith added that 
another item that will be brought to the Executive Committee at its next meeting pertains to 
the fundillg of the decennial census which is set at $469,000. He stated that the FHWA 
recently informed staff that half of the amount could be paid out of tIle MAG Gelleral Fund 
which would offset costs for the cities. 

Chair Neely stated that the information presented was very useful and informative. She 
asked if there were any other comments. There were none. 

7. Transportation Planning Update 

Nathan Pryor, Senior Policy Planner discussed information pertaining to the federal stimulus 
legislation. He stated that staffhas been analyzing funding figures with the FHWA, Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) and ADOT since the bill's passage in conferellce and is 
expecting that it will be signed by the President shortly. 

Mr. Pryor stated that the estimated national trallsportation hUldillg figures are $ 27.5 billion 
for federal highways, $1.5 billion for the competitive grants program, and $8.4 billion for 
trallsit. He lloted that the FHWA is still working through details on the competitive grants 
program. Mr. Pryor cOlltinued presenting tIle fullding figures for Arizona noting an 
allocation of approximately $521 million for highways, $99 million for transit, and a 3 
percent set aside for transportation enhancements. He stated that the allticipated range for 
the MAG region could be between $253 to $352 millioll. Mr. Pryor cautioned that the 
amount allocated would largely depend on discussion relating to the State Transportation 
Acceleration Needs (STAN) fund transfers at the State Transportation Board meeting on 
Friday. 

Mr. Smith stated that the federal law states that revenues are cooperatively developed 
between ADOT and the MPO but did not know whether the distriblItion would be following 
the Resource Allocation Advisory Comnlittee (RAAC) formula noting that none of the 
federal requirements have been waived for the stimulus legislation. Mr. Smith identified 
that there is another federal requirement as it relates to project selection for the discretiollary 
funds that those projects are cooperatively developed. He stated that there is a lot of 
decisions to be made and did not know what the State Transportation Board would decide. 
Mr. Smith mentiolled that Mr. Anderson had attended and testified at the last state board 
meeting. 

Mr. Anderson commented that then ADOT Director Mendez had offered a couple ofoptions 
relating to the funds. He added that the testimony he provided referred to the $94 million 
sweep of STAN funds from the 2009 budget which noted that it WOllld be appropriate that 
the MAG region be made whole from tllat sweep prior to any allocation of ADOT funds is 
made. Mr. Anderson stated that when STAN 1 funds were set aside, 60 percent of the fullds 
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were to be spent in the MAG region. He noted that only 46 percent of the total funds 
supposed to be allocated to the MAG region were spent and that two ofthe projects that were 
ready to be bid in October were held by ADOT to make the cash available for the STAN 
sweep. 

Mayor Hallman asked whether the Tucson project was funded. 

Mr. Anderson replied that the Tucson project did go forward as well as another $10 million 
in savings for an Interstate 10 widening project in Pinal County. 

Chair Neely asked whether there is language stating that if the state identifies shortfalls in 
the 2010 and 2011 budgets, they could not sweep projects agaill and take the federal dollars 
to balance the state's budget. 

Mr. Anderson replied that he did not believe that was accounted for in a specific way. 

Mayor Hallman asked if it could include restriction in the legislation that also prevents 
replacement expendiulres. 

Mr. Anderson stated that tllere is restriction on supplallting of funds. He said he had yet to 
confirm whether taking state or local funds out of projects and putting them into non 
transportation funds could be done. Mr. Anderson noted that as long as funds are used in 
transportation, they could not be taken from a transportation related project to fund another 
project such as an education or a health project. 

Mr. Smith said that if STAN funds were swept and put into the gelleral fund, it nlay 
potentially upset the process where they are replenished. He stated that it could be argued 
that is what occurred at the state. 

Mr. Anderson stated that since the STAN sweep happened before the legislation was passed, 
there is no guarantee that the funds will be replenislled. He noted that 11e did not believe 
there is any earlier provision and that the nonsupplanting language relating to funding is 
probably the area that is least understood nationally. 

Mr. Smith said that there certainly is a debate at the state level to balance the budget and 
there is no secret that there was an anticipation that there might be federal funds available 
to cover that which was swept. He added that it is hard to say it was not done in anticipatioll 
of federal funds, btlt it is not in the MPO's control. 

Mr. Pryor stated that for the transportatioll portion ofthe stimulus legislation, it specifies that 
funds need to be released twenty-one days after enactment. He noted that at that tinle, "use 
it or lose it" provisions are triggered. Mr. Pryor said that for MPO's there is no short term 
obligation provision unlike the state which has up to 120 days to obligate fifty percent of the 
funding and where transit has 180 days to obligate fifty percent of its funding. Mr. Pryor 
added that all three entities are subject to a one year obligation deadline of February 17, 
2010. He stated that unobligated balances will be drawn into a national pool and those states 
and regions that have used all of their funding will be eligible to draw upon that source of 
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funding. Mr. Pryor encouraged that there is all opportunity to access more funding if the 
MPO's move quickly. 

Chair Neely asked Mr. Pryor whether the rest of the state has projects identified and ready 
to go that will meet the established deadline. 

Mr. Pryor replied that it was staffs understanding that other MPO's in Arizona have been 
working and developing their project lists and have indicated tllat they are ready. 

Mr. Pryor continued to discuss the competitive grants portion ofthe stimulus legislation. He 
stated that $1.5 billion has been allocated for competitive grants, but some of the specifics 
of the program are still not known. He noted that the FHWA 11as completed identifying the 
criteria. Mr. Pryor added that when that is completed, the application will be due 180 days 
after SUCll date. He said that as a result of the TARP legislation and the desire for 
transparency and accountability, Congress has built in provisions regarding reporting 
requirements. Mr. Pryor stated that all this information will be subject to reporting deadlines 
with the first report due in 90 days. Mr. Pryor stated that all this information will be posted 
at www.recovery.gov website. He conveyed that respective federal agencies are still 
developing their criteria, how that criteria is submitted, and how will it be posted for public 
reVIew. 

Mr. Pryor reviewed next steps. He noted that a meeting of the' working group was held the 
previous Tuesday and tllat it would be meeting again on February 17 at 1:30 PM. He added 
that transit has met with its working group and that their next meeting is scheduled for 
Thursday, February 19. Mr. Pryor stated that given the Sl10rt term obligation dates for ADOT 
and transit, staffis trying to prepare and be responsive in a timely manner because there may 
be a possibility to anle11d the TIP at the Regional Council on February 25. He added that in 
a conformity consllltation, MAG as an MPO has more latitude a11d is given one year to 
obligate. Mr. Pryor stated that he is still working with tIle working group a11d nlember 
agencies regarding the project selection process and criteria to be considered. 

Mr. Smith stated that drafting this item for the upconling Regional Council agenda has been 
difficult because there are a lot ofunanswered questions. He hoped that tra11sit projects will 
be identified shortly and that MAG will be able to sit down with ADOT to cooperatively 
develop a list of projects for tIle region. Mr. Smith noted that ifpossible, staff would mail 
information for action separately to the Regional Council. He stated that identifying projects 
for the suballocated funding could take longer and that hopefully that could be accomplished 
in the next month. Mr. Smith stated that staff is moving quickly so that projects can be 
obligated and money be spent. He confirmed that the goal is to spend all of the money 
allocated for identified projects to be able to compete for filnds 110t utilized by other states. 
Mr. Smith said that with respect to the enhancement funds, a call for projects 11as been sent 
to member agencies. He noted that after MAG collects and ranks the projects, they are sent 
to ADOT for another process where a state committee will decide 110W they will be funded. 

Mayor Cavanaugh mentioned that a couple ofyears ago MAG facilitated a state association 
ofCOtlncils ofGovernments (COG's) and MPO' s. He added that at this moment they appear 
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to be very interdependent provided provisions identified in the stimulus legislation. He noted 
that if one fails it will n1ake it difficult for the others to compete for a share of additional 
money. Mayor Cavanaugh said that Mr. Smith was very involved in that effort when MAG 
chaired the association. He suggested that once MAG is comfortable in its position with 
ADOT, it may be advisable to bring tl1e COG/MPO association together al1d provide an 
update on where each organization's activity is related to the Recovery Act. 

Chair Neely requested if it would be possible to look at some dates in March to hold that 
meeting. 

Mr. Smith stated that an Arizona COG/MPO Association Directors meeting has been 
scheduled in March and that the stimulus will likely be an issue discussed. 

Mayor Cavanaugh encollraged that elected officials could also be included as part of the 
meeting. 

Chair Neely requested staff to look into whether a meeting with the elected officials could 
be scl1eduled. 

8. Adjournment 

Chair Neely called for a n10tion to adjollrn. Mayor Cavanaugh made a motion to adjourn. 
Mayor Berman seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously. 

There being no further business, the Executive Committee adjourned at 1:06 p.m. 

Chair 

Secretary 
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Agenda Item #3 B 

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 
INFORMA TION SUMMARY.•• 'foryour review
 

DATE:
 
April 7,2009
 

SUBJECT:
 
Consultant Selection for the MAG Air Quality Technical Assistance On-Call Services Request for
 
Qualifications
 

SUMMARY:
 
The FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget includes potential consultant
 
assistance for air quality planning and modeling activities. Consultant services may be needed to
 
assist MAG with supplemental analyses for the Five Percent Plan for PM-1 0, Eight-Hour Ozone Plan,
 
Conformity Analysis, and Evaluation of Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ)
 
Projects. A request for qualifications was advertised on January 15, 2009 for technical assistance in
 
air quality modeling, conformity, and the development of regional air quality plans.
 

Eleven proposals were received by the February 17, 2009 deadline. The proposals were submitted by
 
Alpine Geophysics, AMEC Earth & Environmental, Arizona State University's Center for Environmental
 
Fluid Dynamics, Countess Environmental, ENVIRON, ICF International, Sierra Research, Sonoma
 
Technology, Technical & Business Systems, Traffic Research &Analysis, and University of California ­

Riverside's Center for Environmental Research and Technology. A multi-jurisdictional, Proposal
 
Evaluation Team consisting of the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality; Arizona Department
 
of Transportation; the cities of Glendale, Mesa, and Phoenix; Maricopa County; and MAG staff
 
reviewed the proposals on February 27, 2009. The consensus of the agency staff on the multi­

jurisdictional evaluation team was to recommend to MAG that the following firms be qualified for the
 
Air Quality Technical Assistance On-Call Services in selected areas of expertise: ENVIRON, Sierra
 
Research, Sonoma Technology, Technical & Business Systems, and Traffic Research & Analysis~ On
 
April 8, 2009, the MAG Management Committee may make a recommendation on consultants for the
 
MAG Air Quality Technical Assistance On-Call Services.
 

PUBLIC INPUT: 
No public input has been received. 

PROS & CONS: 
PROS: The procurement of on-call consultant services will enable MAG to obtain technical expertise 
in air quality modeling and plan development that may be required for supplemental analyses for the 
MAG Five Percent Plan for PM-10; Eight-Hour Ozone Plan; updating CMAQ methodologies and 
assumptions; and analyses for transportation conformity. 

CONS: None. 



TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS: 
TECHNICAL: The procurement of technical assistance will provide consultant expertise to MAG in 
several areas, including: analysis of control measures, air quality modeling, air quality monitoring and 
meteorology, implementation of control measures, surveys and emissions inventories, statistical 
analysis of data, remote sensing, air quality plan preparation, CMAQ evaluation methods, and 
transportation conformity. 

POLICY: As the designated Regional Air Quality Planning Agency for the Maricopa area, the Maricopa 
Association of Governments conducts air quality modeling and prepares air quality plans to attain and 
maintain the National Ambient Air Quality Standards. On March 12, 2008, the Environmental 
Protection Agency strengthened the eight-hour ozone standard by lowering it from .08 parts per million 
to .075 parts per million. Presently, eight out of twenty monitors in the nonattainment area are meeting 
the new 2008 ozone standard and twelve monitors have violations. It is anticipated that this region will 
be designated nonattainment. A new plan will be due to EPA in 2013. 

As approved by the MAG Regional Council on May 23,2007, MAG will be issuing a report on the status 
of the implementation of the committed measures in the MAG Five Percent Plan for PM-10 by the 
cities, towns, Maricopa County, and the State each year. MAG will also be conducting an inventory 
of dirt roads and the estimated traffic counts by jurisdiction to measure the progress in eliminating dirt 
roads each year. In addition, MAG may need to provide supplemental analyses and information for 
the Five Percent Plan for PM-1 0 to the Environmental Protection Agency. 

ACTION NEEDED: 
Approval of the following firms for Air Quality Technical Assistance On-Call Services for an amount not 
to exceed $280,000: (1) ENVIRON be qualified in Air Quality Modeling, Air Quality Monitoring and 
Meteorology, Surveys and Emissions Inventories, Analysis of Control Measures, Implementation and 
Tracking of Control Measures, Statistical Analysis of Data, Air Quality Plan Preparation, CMAQ 
Evaluation Methodologies, and Transportation Conformity; (2) Sierra Research be qualified in Air 
Quality Modeling, Surveys and Emissions Inventories, Analysis of Control Measures, Implementation 
and Tracking of Control Measures, Statistical Analysis of Data, Air Quality Plan Preparation, CMAQ 
Evaluation Methodologies, and Transportation Conformity; (3) Sonoma Technology be qualified in Air 
Quality Modeling, Air Quality Monitoring and Meteorology, Surveys and Emissions Inventories, Analysis 
of Control Measures, Implementation and Tracking of Control Measures, Statistical Analysis of Data, 
Remote Sensing, Air Quality Plan Preparation, CMAQ Evaluation Methodologies, and Transportation 
Conformity; (4) Technical & Business Systems be qualified in Air Quality Modeling, Air Quality 
Monitoring and Meteorology, Analysis of Control Measures, Statistical Analysis of Data, Remote 
Sensing, and Air Quality Plan Preparation; and (5) Traffic Research & Analysis be qualified in Surveys 
and Emissions Inventories. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 
On April 8, 2009, the MAG Management Committee will consider this item for action. An update on 
the action taken on this item will be provided. 

On February 27, 2009, a multi-jurisdictional Proposal Evaluation Team consisting of the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality; Arizona Department of Transportation; the cities of Glendale, 
Mesa, and Phoenix; Maricopa County; and MAG staff reviewed the eleven proposals for the Air Quality 
Technical Assistance On-Call Services. The consensus of the agency staff on the multi-jurisdictional 
evaluation team was to recommend to MAG that the following firms be qualified for the Air Quality 
Technical Assistance On-Call Services in selected areas of expertise: (1) ENVIRON be qualified in 
Air Quality Modeling, Air Quality Monitoring and Meteorology, Surveys and Emissions Inventories, 
Analysis of Control Measures, Implementation and Tracking of Control Measures, Statistical Analysis 



of Data, Air Quality Plan Preparation, CMAQ Evaluation Methodologies, and Transportation Conformity; 
(2) Sierra Research be qualified in Air Quality Modeling, Surveys and Emissions Inventories, Analysis 
of Control Measures, Implementation and Tracking of Control Measures, Statistical Analysis of Data, 
Air Quality Plan Preparation, CMAQ Evaluation Methodologies, and Transportation Conformity; (3) 
Sonoma Technology be qualified in Air Quality Modeling, Air Quality Monitoring and Meteorology, 
Surveys and Emissions Inventories, Analysis of Control Measures, Implementation and Tracking of 
Control Measures, Statistical Analysis of Data, Remote Sensing, Air Quality Plan Preparation, CMAQ 
Evaluation Methodologies, and Transportation Conformity; (4) Technical & Business Systems be 
qualified in Air Quality Modeling, Air Quality Monitoring and Meteorology, Analysis of Control Measures, 
Statistical Analysis of Data, Remote Sensing, and Air Quality Plan Preparation; and (5) Traffic 
Research &Analysis be qualified in Surveys and Emissions Inventories. 

Proposal Evaluation Team 
Maricopa County: Jo Crumbaker City of Glendale: Doug Kukino 
City of Phoenix: Gaye Knight Arizona Department of Transportation: 
Arizona Department of Environmental Beverly Chenausky 
Quality: Leonard Montenegro MAG staff: Randy Sedlacek and Taejoo Shin 

City of Mesa: Scott Bouchie 

Others Attending 
Cathy Arthur, MAG Associate 

CONTACT PERSON: 
Randy Sedlacek, MAG, (602) 254-6300. 
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1775 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 

telephone 202.797.6000 

fax 202.797.6004 

web brookings.edu 

Metropolitan Policy 
Program 

Getting Into the Game: 
Facilitating the Assertion of a Shared Federal-Mega Policy Vision for the Intermountain West 

A Brookings/Mountain Megas Partnership 
February 2009 

Project Overview: The Brookings Metropolitan Policy program proposes a partnership with 
leading Intermountain West institutions ?nd leaders to work out specific collaborative steps 
among the five "Mountain Megas" (and their states) to advance prosperity in their region 
through the achievement of specific, catalyzing federal policy reforms. This partnership will 
identify and pursue opportunities for targeted inter-state collaboration aimed at sharpening and 
augmenting the region's voice and relevance in particular federal policy discussions that tend to 
overlook the distinctive needs of America's new Heartland in the West. 

Working, closely with a network of political~ civic, and corporate leaders in the five-state region, 
Brookings has for two years been developing an ambitious but realistic agenda for federal policy 
reform as it pertains to the Intermountain region. 

Released in July 2008, for example, the major Brookings report "Mountain. Megas: America's 
Newest Metropolitan Places and a Federal Partnership to Help Them Prosper" identified five 
supersized "megapolitan" urban areas in the five southern Intermountain states; assessed 
emerging econom'ic, environmental, and social, opportunities and challenges; and proposed a 
more 'helpful role for the federal government in empowering regional leaders' efforts to build a 
uniquely Western brand of prosperity. Subsequent to that, major well-attended forums in four 
of the five concerned states generated significant media coverage that dwelt heavily on the 
need for regional, multi-state cooperation in obtaining needed federal policy reforms. During 
these meetings, three governors, two university' presidents, and the majority leader of the'·U.S. 
Senate all affirmed the need for such cooperation. 

Now, leaders in the region have expressed a desire to drill down-in collaboration with a 
trusted, neutral, and national intermediary-to seek specific common cause among the states, 
and "get in the game" at a time of great flux and opportunity in Washington policy debates. 

Along these lines, and in consultation with key regional leaders, we at the Brookings Institution 
propose such an action-oriented collaboration. Specifically, we see significant convergence 
around three arenas of engagement: short-term work to identify the five megas' common 
recommendations on the use of federal, infrastructure investment as "economic recovery" 
stimulus; medium-term work to sharpen the megas' shared recommendations on the 2099­



2010 reauthorization of the federal transportation bill; and exploration of the possible form of 

ongoing institutions or forums for longer-term inter-state collaboration on the Mountain Mega 

agenda. 

Engagements.: Three near- and medium-term engagements stand out: 

Engagement 1: Identify and develop the Mountain Megas' shared recommendations on the 

continued implementation of the infrastructure portions of the American Reinvestment and 

Recovery Act {ARRA)-the 'tstimulus" package. 

Pursuant tc? this goat we propose to:. 

•	 Convene a small work group of infrastructure practitioners and experts across the five 
states to confer by conference call to develop a shared perspective on the 
implementation of federal infrastructure investment through the stimulus 

•	 Identify over time principles and specific Mountain Megas policy recommendations for 
the recovery package's implementation 

•	 Produce, and transmit to key Obama administration transition, White House, and 
congressional leaders, memos or letters as needed listing specific five-state consensus 
"asks" on the further implementation of the package 

•	 Pursue regional media coverage of those recommendations 

Engagement 2: Identify and sharpen the megas' shared recommendations on the 2009-2010 
reauthorization ofthe federal transportation bill. 

Pursuant to this goal, we expect to: 

•	 Convene a work group of relevant infrastructure practitioners and experts across the 
five states to confer in one of the megas to develop shared pers.pective on federal policy 
reform, particularly as regards the nation's current transportation policy 

•	 Research administrative and legislative context for the 2009-~010 reauthorization of 
the federal transportation bill 

•	 Identify principles and specific Mountain Megas policy· recommendations for the 
reauthorization 

. • Link the Mountain Mega agenda to other relevant national transportation agendas 

•	 Produce compact policy memo conveying policy priorities 

•	 Hold Capitol Hill briefing with relevant Hill staff on the Mountain Megas' shared 
priorities 

•	 Pursue regional media coverage of those recommendations 

Engagement 3: Explore the utility, possible design, and possible organization and operation of 

ongoing institutions or forums for longer-term inter-state collaboration on the Mountain Mega 

agenda across multiple policy areas. 

Pursuant to this goal, we expect to: 



•	 Convene a work group of relevant megapolitan, state, and university practitioners, 
experts, and business, civic, and philanthropic leaders across t.he five states to confer in 
one of the megas on the utility, mission and scope, and possible design of ongoing 
institutions or forums for longer-term inter-state collaboration on the Mountain Megas 
agenda across multiple policy areas, including: water and energy infrastructure, regional 
innovation and cleantech industries, human capital development, health care provision, 
and immigration policy 

•	 Research existing multi-state and even international models for inter-state collaboration 
on key policy issues 

•	 Develop a menu of organization design options if requested 

•	 Produce a compact memo exploring implementation options 

Project Funding and Details: To ~arry out this plan of work, Brookings is actively seeking 
$100,000 in project-support funding. 

Over the next year or 18 months, Brookings would deploy projec.t funding to support: the 
. continued engagement oftne initial"Mountain Megas" project team in the regiolJ; the 

engagement of a Brookings "external aff~irs" officer for key activities.; necessary air travel and 
hotel stays for Brookings staff; necessary convening costs, including air travel and hotel stays for 
regional leaders' gatherings at central points or in Washington; and internal research, 
publishing, communications, and staff work. 

leading the Brookings team will be Mark Muro, a Brookings feliow and the policy director of the 
Metropolitan Policy ~rogram at Brookings. A co-author and the project director of "Mountain 
Megas," Mur~ brings significant experience With Intermountain West issues from his previous 
work as a senior policy analyst-at the Morrison Institute for Public Policy at Arizona State 
University. Also significantly involved in the proposed wotk will be.Robert E. lang, a nonresident 
senior fellow of the Metro Program and the director of the Metropolitan Institute at Virginia 
Tech. Lang, who was the lead author of "Mou·ntain Megas;" is a leading expert on the 
Intermountain region and the author of many books and articles on its development trajectory, 

. including Boomburbs: The Rise ofAmerica's Accidental Cities. Additional expertise will be 
contributed by Robert Puentes, a Brookings fellow who directs the Metro Program's 
Metropolitan Infrastructure Initiative. 

* 

For more information, please contact: Mark Muro, 202.797.6315, mmuro@brookings.edu 



Agenda Item #4

A5U" North American Center 
for Transborder Studies 

ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Statement of Work 

Objective:
 
The Maricopa Association of Governments desires a document which motivates
 
adjoining COGs/MPOs (CAAG and PAG) to join forces in further developing the Sun
 
Corridor as an economic entity by describing the global and North American forces that
 
impact MAG and vice versa.. The paper would be the first iteration of attempts by MAG
 
and others to conduct the planning and analysis necessary to develop Maricopa County,
 
the Sun Corridor, then the Intermountain West (and eventually the entire NAFTA
 
corridor) with more than just infrastructure and transportation, but as a job creation and
 
economic development "cluster".
 

Background:
 
Many, but most recently The Brookings Institute, have demonstrated the immense
 
pressure from anticipated, startling fast demographic growth that will impact the Arizona,
 
Nevada, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico region (the southern half of the Intermountain
 
West). Among the challenges will be staying ahead of the job, infrastructure,
 
environment, and education curves.
 

Visionary planners see the value in thinking outside their boxes and overcoming the
 
"white map syndrome" where planning stops at the jurisdiction boundary. MAG has had
 
initial discussions with adjoining planners, but has been unable to date to move them to
 
actively collaborate on futures. MAG also correctly realizes that forces outside
 
Maricopa, Arizona, even North America affect them.
 

Much is known about the local, state and regional influences and a bit even about projects
 
being developed in Mexico that affect MAG, but less is known and much sought to be
 
understood about North American (Port of Prince Rupert for example) and global
 
(Panama Canal expansion for example) factors impacting MAG today and in the future.
 

Elements:
 
MAG requests development of a paper which describes outer forces/drivers affecting
 
MAG to include but not be limited to:
 

• Current actual and projected freight shipments through Arizona by modality, 
• Regional (the greater binational southwest) transportation scenarios, 
• Economic "cluster" hypotheses, 
• Political and economic climate and outlook 
• Air, sea and land ports of entry potentials, 
• Natural competitive advantage (climate, universities, location, etc.), 
• Sustainability challenges, and 
• Public-private partnership options. 

The report will take the form of a SWOT analysis. 

The North American Center for Transborder Studies
 
Arizona State University
 

P.O. Box 878105
 
Tempe, AZ 85287-8105
 

Phone: (480) 965-1846 Fax: (480) 965-6149
 



A51I" North American Center 
for Transborder Studies 

ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Partners:
 
The following sources will be consulted and their infonnation, insights and innovations
 
synthesized:
 

• Arizona-Canada Business Council 
• Arizona Mexico Commission 
• Canadian Transport Research Forum 
• CanaMex Corridor 
• Consejo de Mexicano de Asuntos Internacionales 
• North American Competitiveness Transportation Research Council 
• States of Arizona, Baja California, California, and Sonora 

As well as experts at ASU UofA, NACTS universities, and from our Board and Faculty 
Council 

Period of Perfonnance and Milestones:
 
Feb 6-ApriI6, 2009 as Phase I of several planned research projects.
 
Kick Off Feb 6
 
Outline by Feb 13
 
Consultation March 6
 
Draft March 27
 
Final April 6
 

Budget:
 
Staff, consulting, and associated (production, travel, etc.) expenses total $12,000
 
including all fringe and indirect costs.
 

Contact;
 
D. Rick Van Schoik, Director 
nacts@asu.edu, 480 965-1846 

The North American Center for Transborder Studies
 
Arizona State University
 

P.O. Box 878105
 
Tempe, AZ 85287-8105
 

Phone: (480) 965-1846 Fax: (480) 965-6149
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Agenda Item #6 

April 7, 2009 

TO:	 Members of the MAG Regional Council Executive Committee 

FROM:	 Heidi Pahl, Regional Planner III 

SUBJECT:	 SUSTAINABILITY UPDATE - PARTICIPATION IN ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY 
GLOBAL INSTITUTE OF SUSTAINABILITY SUSTAINABLE CITIES NETWORK(SCN) 

At the November 12, 2008, Executive Committee meeting, MAG staff provided an update on 
sustainability efforts by ASU's Global Institute of Sustainability and the Greater Phoenix Economic Council's 
(GPEC) Community Building Consortium. Since the November Executive Committee meeting, MAG 
staff has continued discussions with ASU and GPEC on partnering opportunities. In an effort to create 
sustainable desert communities, ASU's Global Institute of Sustainability (GIOS) has approached many of 
MAG's member agencies, including cities and towns, tribal communities and Maricopa County, to establish 
the Sustainable Cities Network (SCN). The network will focus on identifying, collecting, and sharing key 
sustainability practices to help communities establish more efficient sustainability practices. ASU has 
requested MAG to be a participating agency on the SCN and currently offers two active workgroups, 
Solar Technology and Best Management Practices (BMPs). It is anticipated that MAG staff will participate 
in these workgroup meetings and if appropriate, offer to bring issue(s) forward through the MAG 
committee process that may impact MAG member agencies. 

Other Information 

The SCN will focus on identifying, collecting and sharing key sustainability practices to help communities 
establish more efficient sustainability practices. This will help local sustainability managers and personnel 
who are at the front lines of addressing sustainability challenges. The network will increase its 
memberships' knowledge on key challenge areas such as solar technology, documenting best practices, 
and sustainable development by providing informational and educational workshops, conferences, and 
trainings. 

Communities involved in the Sustainable Cities Network Steering Committee include Apache Junction, 
Chandler, EI Mirage, Glendale, Maricopa, Mesa, Peoria, Phoenix, Scottsdale and Tempe. Since the 
February 25, 2009, kickoff meeting, Valley participation in the SCN has expanded and now includes 
Avondale, Buckeye, Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, Fountain Hills, Gila Bend, Gila River Indian 
Community, Goodyear, Maricopa Association ofGovemments (MAG), Maricopa County, Paradise Valley, 
Queen Creek, the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, and Surprise. 

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County 

City of Apache Junction .. City of Avondale .. Town of Buckeye .. Town of Carefree" Town of Cave Creek A City of Chandler A City of EI Mirage A Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation::- Town of Fountain Hills'" Town of Gila Bend
 
Gila River Indian Community .. Town of Gilbert .. City of Glendale A City of Goodyear A Town of Guadalupe /). City of Litchfield Park'" Maricopa County". City of Mesa .: Town of Paradise Valley"'. City of Peoria A City of Phoenix
 

Town of Queen Creek .. Salt River Pima·Maricopa Indian Community .. City of Scottsdale .. City of Surprise A City of Tempe .. City of Tolleson A Town of Wickenburg Town of Youngtown 2. Arizona Department of Transportation
 


