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*4A.

*4B.

TRANSPORTATION POLICY COMMITTEE

TENTATIVE AGENDA
June 17, 2009
Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance
Call to the Audience 3.

An opportunity will be provided to members of
the public to address the Transportation Policy
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.
Atotal of |5 minutes will be provided for the Call
to the Audience agenda item, unless the
Transportation Policy Committee requests an
exception to this limit. Please note that those
wishing to comment on agenda items posted for
action will be provided the opportunity at the
time the item is heard.

Approval of Consent Agenda

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

4.

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

Information.

Recommend approval of the Consent Agenda.

ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONSENT*

Approval of the May 20, 2009, Meeting Minutes

Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2010 Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP)

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) identifies
94 arterial street projects to receive funding from

4A.

4B.

Review and approval of the May 20, 2009,
meeting minutes.

Recommend approval of the Draft FY' 2010
Arterial Life Cycle Program contingent on a new
Finding of Conformity for the Regional
Transportation Plan 2010 Update and FY
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the regional sales tax extension and from MAG
federal funds. The Arterial Life Cycle Program
(ALCP) provides information for 93 of the original
94 projects spanning a 20-year life cycle.
Information contained in the ALCP includes
project location, regional funding, fiscal year (FY)
of work, type of work, status of project and the
lead agency. As part of the ALCP process, Lead
Agencies update project information annually, at
a minimum. MAG staff has programmed the
Draft FY 2010 ALCP based on the information
provided by Lead Agencies and from projected
revenue streams from the Regional Area Road
Fund (RARF), MAG Surface Transportation
Program funds (STP-MAG), and Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds. The
Transportation Review Committee and the
Management Committee recommended approval
of the Draft FY' 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

Project  Changes — Amendment and
Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012
MAG Transportation Improvement Program

The fiscal year (FY) 2008-2012 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional
Transportation Plan 2007 Update were approved
by the MAG Regional Council on july 25, 2007.
Since that time, there have been requests from
member agencies to modify projects in the
programs. The majority ofthe requested changes
are related to modifying transit projects and the
costs related to 2009. These modifications are
needed to match the transit grant applications.
The other requested project changes involve
adding three new federal-aid Safe Routes to
School projects, modifying costs for American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act funded projects,
modifying the project schedule for ADOT led
projects, including projects related to the federal
FY 2009 Closeout, and doing the technical
amendment to add the Phoenix Sky Train project
into the TIP. These requests were recommended
for approval by the Transportation Review
Committee and the Management Committee.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

4C.

2010-2014 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program, which will be finalized in January 2010.

Recommend approval of amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY' 2008-2012
Transportation Improvement Program, and as
appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan
2007 Update, as shown in the attached tables.
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ITEMS PROPOSED TO BE HEARD

Update on the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009: Arizona Department
of Transportation (ADOT) Portion, MAG Sub-
Allocation, Transportation Enhancement Portion,
and MAG Region Transit Funds

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA) of 2009 was signed by President Obama
on February 17, 2009. The Act directs
transportation infrastructure funds to both
highway and transit agencies in states and
metropolitan planning organizations. On March
25, 2009, the MAG Regional Council approved
the necessary Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) project changes for ADOT-led
freeway projects and MAG regional transit
projects that are programmed with ARRA funds.
On April 22, 2009, the MAG Regional Council
approved the necessary TIP project changes for
the majority of the local projects funded with
ARRA funds. An update will be provided
regarding project development for the MAG sub-
allocated transportation ARRA funds, the status of
the highway and transit funded ARRA projects,
and any new developments.

Regional Freeway and Hishway Program:
Proposition 400 Update

At the May meeting, the Committee received an
update and presentation on a tentative scenario
for bridging the $6.6 billion gap in the Regional
Freeway and Highway Program. The scenario is
based upon four principles: (1) identifying key
program management strategies that can be
implemented based on recent lower construction
and right-of-way costs; (2) conducting value
engineering for SR-202L/South Mountain and
SR-303L to identify potential savings, yet maintain
high levels of safety and capacity; (3) carrying
forward critical widening projects in the urban
core and building out the metropolitan high
occupancy vehicle (HOV) system; and (4)
deferring select add general purpose lane
projects, corridors, and traffic interchanges slated

5.

information and discussion.

Information, discussion, and possible action to
provide direction in bridging the $6.6 billion gap in
the Regional Freeway and Highway Program for
future incorporation of a tentative scenario into the
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.
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for later phases of the Regional Transportation
Plan to a future phase or when program revenues
return. In this presentation, staff will provide the
Committee with additional details about the
tentative scenario. It includes a project listing of
the Regional Freeway and Highway Program
projects that identifies the present Regional
Transportation Plan action and the proposed
action as recommended by this tentative scenario.
At the conclusion of the presentation, staff will
request Committee comments on the tentative
scenario and potential action for direction in
bridging the $6.6 billion gap in the Regional
Freeway and Highway Program. Please refer to
the enclosed material.

7. Legislative Update 7. Information, discussion and possible action.

An update will be provided on legislative issues of
interest.




MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
TRANSPORTATION POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING

May 20, 2009

MAG Office, Saguaro Room
Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert, Chair
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale,
Vice Chair
Councilmember Ron Aames, Peoria
# Kent Andrews, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community
Councilwoman Maria Baier, Phoenix
# Vice Mayor Gail Barney, Queen Creek
Stephen Beard, HDR Engineering Inc.
* Dave Berry, Swift Transportation
* Jed Billings, FNF Construction
Mayor James Cavanaugh, Goodyear
Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler
# Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe

* Not present

# Participated by telephone conference call
+ Participated by videoconference call

1. Call to Order

* Eneas Kane, DMB Associates
* Mark Killian, The Killian Company/Sunny

Mesa, Inc.
Mayor Jackie Meck, Buckeye
David Scholl
Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale
Mayor Scott Smith, Mesa
Mayor Jim Lane, Scottsdale
Mayor Lyn Truitt, Surprise
Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa County

* Felipe Zubia, State Transportation Board
* Vacant, Citizens Transportation Oversight

Committee

The meeting of the Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) was called to order by Chair Steven

Berman at 4:00 p.m.

2. Pledge of Allegiance

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited. Chair Berman announced that Vice Mayor Gail Barney,
Mayor Hugh Hallman, and Kent Andrews were participating by telephone. Mayor Berman noted
that for agenda item #7, the Project Status Report for transportation projects in the MAG region
funded by the American Recovery & Reinvestment Act, was at each place.



4A.

4B.

4C.

Call to the Audience

Chair Berman stated that an opportunity is provided to the public to address the Transportation
Policy Committee on items that are not on the agenda that are within the jurisdiction of MAG, or
non action agenda items that are on the agenda for discussion or information only. Citizens will
be requested not to exceed a three minute time period for their comments. An opportunity is
provided to comment on agenda items posted for action at the time the item is heard.

Chair Berman noted that no public comment cards had been received.

Approval of Consent Agenda

Chair Berman stated that agenda items #4 A, #4B, and #4C were on the consent agenda. He stated
that public comment is provided for consent items, and noted that no public comment cards had
been received. Mayor Dunn moved to recommend approval of consent agenda items #4 A, #4B,
and #4C. Mr. Beard seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.

Approval of the April 15, 2009. Meeting Minutes

The Transportation Policy Committee, by consent, approved the April 15, 2009, meeting minutes.

Fiscal Year (FY) 2009 - Arterial Life Cycle Program Regional Area Road Fund Closeout

The Transportation Policy Committee, by consent, recommended approval of advancing
reimbursements from fiscal year (FY) 2012 to FY 2009 in the Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP)
for the selected Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) Closeout Projects: Queen Creek Road from
Arizona Avenue to McQueen Road for $6.076 million and Lake Pleasant Parkway from Union
Hills Drive to Dynamite Road for $4.793 million, totaling $10.869 million, and amend the FY 2009
ALCP and Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as necessary. The Regional Area Road Fund
(RARF) Closeout Process was established in Section 260 of the Arterial Life Cycle Program
(ALCP) Policies and Procedures approved by the MAG Regional Council. A financial analysis of
ALCP revenues and expenditures as well as the ALCP bonding program was conducted. After
reviewing the output of the analysis, MAG staft recommended that two eligible projects be
reimbursed in the FY 2009 ALCP RARF Closeout Process. The MAG Transportation Review
Committee and the Management Committee recommended approval.

Project Changes — Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program and FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program

The Transportation Policy Committee, by consent, recommended approval of amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program, the FY
2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2007
Update, as shown in the attached tables. The FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program
(TTP) and Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 2007 Update were approved by the MAG Regional
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Council on July 25,2007, and the FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) was most recently
approved by the Regional Council on April 22, 2009. Since that time, there have been requests
from member agencies to modify projects in the programs. The proposed amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 TIP that were heard and recommended for
approval by the Transportation Review Committee (TRC) are listed in Table A. These include two
new projects funded with federal American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), and federal
aid projects that are requesting to be deferred to a later year in the TIP. The proposed
administrative modifications to the FY 2009 ALCP that were heard and recommended for approval
by the TRC are listed in Table B, which are reimbursement changes to ALCP projects located in
Scottsdale. These funding modifications do not negatively impact ALCP reimbursements in FY
2009, nor increase or decrease overall committed regional reimbursement amounts. Since the TRC
met, there were requests to add and modify projects which are noted in Table C and include
transportation enhancement projects funded with ARRA funds, local projects funded with ARRA,
reprogramming of a project, and other project modifications. On May 13, 2009, the Management
Committee recommended approval of Tables A, B, and C. Since the Management Committee
meeting, there were additional requests for project changes for federal bridge and ARRA funded
projects, which were included in Table D.

Development of the FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

Christina Hopes, MAG Transportation Planner, provided a report on the Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP) and the impact on the ALCP resulting from the decrease of the Regional Area
Road Fund (RARF) revenue projections, which is the half cent sales tax for transportation. She
noted that the ALCP was on the agenda this month for information and discussion only.

Ms. Hopes stated that the ALCP is updated on an annual basis and amendments are made as
needed. She noted that the ALCP has been amended four times this year through the MAG
committee process with no challenges.

Ms. Hopes stated that staff is looking at staying on schedule for the annual update, which included
submission of project updates for inclusion in the ALCP in January and February, review and
modification in March and April, a review and possible recommendation for approval by the
Transportation Review Committee in May, a review and possible recommendation for approval
by the Management Committee and Transportation Policy Committee in June and a review and
possible approval by the Regional Council in June. Ms. Hopes noted that upon approval by the
Regional Council, ALCP projects eligible for reimbursements in FY 2010 could be reimbursed as
of July 1, 2009.

Ms. Hopes stated that the downturn in the economy has negatively impacted the RARF revenue
projections by about $3 billion. She stated that the ALCP is funded by 10.5 percent of the RARF,
and this decrease translates to a decrease of about $330 million to the ALCP over the life of the
program (2009-2026).



Ms. Hopes stated that programming and updating the ALCP is guided by the ALCP Policies and
Procedures that was approved by the MAG Regional Council, and also provides guidance on how
to proceed in case there are a surplus or a deficit of funds. She noted that with surplus funds,
- projects may be accelerated in priority order, and with a deficit of funds, projects may be delayed
in priority order. Ms. Hopes reported that in 2007, the surplus funds policy was utilized, but for
FY 2010, the program will be utilizing the deficit policy.

Ms. Hopes stated that in the first draft the FY 2010 ALCP, there were $97.7 million of projects that
would be unfunded, and as a result, four strategies outlined in the ALCP Policies and Procedures
were relied on to help balance the program: Coordinating with Lead Agencies on Project Changes,
Project Exchanges, Utilizing and Maximizing Federal Funds, and Delaying Project
Reimbursements in Priority Order. Ms. Hopes stated that working with member agencies, they
were able to reprogram approximately $99 million of RARF funds to Surface Transportation
Program (STP) funds and approximately $52 million of RARF funds to Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality (CMAQ) funds. She noted that $22 million in unfunded projects were delayed in
priority order to FY 2027.

Chair Berman thanked Ms. Hopes for her presentation. No questions from the Committee were
noted. '

Proposal to Advance the Design and Right of Way for a Portion of the Williams Gateway Freeway

Eric Anderson, MAG Transportation Director, reported that the City of Mesa has requested
consideration of its proposal to advance the design and right of way acquisition for the segment of
the Williams Gateway Freeway from the Santan Freeway to Ellsworth Road. He said that arequest
to accelerate the design, right of way and construction of this segment was approved by the MAG
Regional Council in January 2009 using the Statewide Transportation Acceleration Needs (STAN)
funds that had been allocated to the project in 2006. Mr. Anderson explained that soon after the
Regional Council approval, the legislature swept the funds that had been designated for the
accelerated project.

Mr. Anderson stated that the City of Mesa is now requesting that only the design and right of way
be advanced, which is a total commitment of about $45 million — approximately $12 million for
design and approximately $32 million for right of way. Mr. Anderson explained that the City of
Mesa has proposed issuing Highway Project Advancement Notes (HPAN), which are secured by
the city's excise tax, to fund the accelerated design and right of way, and he added that since Mesa
would be issuing the debt, there is no impact on the freeway program's financing capacity. Mr.
Anderson stated that Mesa has requested that the $8 million of advanced right of way funding that
is programmed for this project in the Freeway Life Cycle Program for FY 2009 through FY 2012
be used to cover the interest expense on the financing.

Mr. Anderson referenced the onscreen map of the area and noted that the alignment for this

segment of Williams Gateway Freeway is set, although alternatives for the alignment in Pinal
County are under consideration as part of the environmental assessment process underway and
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which is due to be completed in late 2010. He added that although the project may advance
through the MAG process this month, actual work probably will not begin until next year when
ADOT’s environmental work concludes. Chair Berman thanked Mr. Anderson for his presentation.
No questions from the Committee were noted.

Vice Chair Lopez Rogers moved to recommend approval of the Mesarequest to advance the design
and right of way of an interim connection of the Williams Gateway Freeway between the Santan
Freeway and Ellsworth Road by approximately three years to be incorporated into the draft FY
2010 to FY 2014 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and the Regional Transportation
Plan and that the program funds allocated to the Williams Gateway Freeway for advanced right of
way acquisition be used instead to pay for the interest expense associated with the proposed
acceleration, and authorize the MAG Executive Director to enter into an agreement with ADOT
and Mesa. Councilmember Aames seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.

Update on the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009: Arizona Department of

Transportation (ADOT) Portion, MAG Sub-Allocation. Transportation Enhancement Portion, and
MAG Region Transit Funds

Eileen Yazzie, MAG Transportation Program Manager, noted that the Regional Council requested
that staff produce a monthly status report on the projects funded by the MAG sub-allocated portion
of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA). She said that the first iteration of the
report was at each place and noted that the report will continue to evolve and expand. Ms. Yazzie
stated that the report includes project development status, Regional Council approval dates, steps
required by the federal agencies, and the obligation, advertisement, construction, and closing out
of the projects. She requested input on the report from the Committee.

Mr. Anderson stated that the first project listed, Verrado to Sarival, was allocated $43 million. He
noted that the bid came in at $26 million, including contingency, and this significant cost savings
means that ADOT will be moving down the prioritized list of projects. Mr. Anderson stated that
the next project on the list is SR-85, at a cost of $20 million.

Mr. Beard suggested including subtotals of the federal funds allocated and the status of the amounts
committed and uncommitted. Ms. Yazzie asked for clarification on a preference for indicating if
the project was ADOT led or locally led. Mr. Beard replied that his main interest was showing how
the funds are allocated.

Mayor Dunn asked if the report would include information on projects that might be lagging. He
commented that the region does not want to lose the full federal stimulus funding. Ms. Yazzie
replied that the deadline dates would be included in the next status report. She said that if a project
is not obligated by November 30, 2009, action by the Transportation Policy Committee and
Regional Council would be needed.



Transportation Planning Update - Proposition 400 Regional Freeway Program

Mr. Anderson stated that since the presentation on this topic in February 2009, staff has been
working on costs and options to address funding shortfalls in the Regional Freeway Program. He
said that staff would present tonight the findings and the beginnings of a possible strategy to deal
with the program funding shortfall. He stated that the original budget for the Regional
Transportation Plan was approximately $9.4 billion, and the current cost estimate by ADOT is
approximately $15.9 billion. Mr. Anderson stated that projects already obligated or that will
obligate through FY 2010 total approximately $2.7 billion, and the approximate cost for completing
the Regional Freeway Program from FY 2011 to the end of the program is approximately $13.2
billion, which leaves a projected deficit of $6.6 billion. He noted that the available funding for the
balance of the Regional Freeway Program, which includes the half cent sales tax, ADOT, and
federal funds, is approximately $6.6 billion. Mr. Anderson advised that the sales tax report for
April 2009 was received on Friday, and it was the worst month to date — revenue was down 17.8
percent compared to April 2008. He commented that they are being optimistic that the downward
trend has bottomed out. Mr. Anderson stated that year to date revenue for the first ten months of
FY 2009 was down 13.1 percent compared to FY 2008. He stated that if that trend continues to
the end of the year, actual revenue will be $50 million under the ADOT projection of
approximately $380 million for this fiscal year. Mr. Anderson stated that the challenges facing
ADOT will be presented under the Legislative Update agenda item.

Mr. Anderson stated that the presentation tonight would focus on the $6.6 billion deficit and some
of the options to address the deficit that staff has drafted. He requested feedback and suggestions
on other areas that the TPC would like to research. Mr. Anderson stated that staff would like to
come back with a draft plan in June or perhaps July for the Committee’s consideration.

Bob Hazlett, MAG Senior Engineer, continued the presentation. He asked members to keep in
mind the $6.6 billion deficit as the presentation progressed. Mr. Hazlett stated that over the past
few months, staff has been trying to find a way to mitigate the sales tax deficit. In January 2009,
three scenarios were presented — Trend Line (stay the course and extend the program), Maintain
Budget (build projects with the funds available), and Blend.

Mr. Hazlett explained that MAG staff met with ADOT staff and management consultant teams,
facilitated a peer review of the Central corridor area, and made suggestions to ADOT to see if there
could be any cost savings from any of the ideas they had developed. Mr. Hazlett stated that they
moved toward a tentative scenario of very draft ideas for the TPC to discuss and provide guidance
on whether staff is moving in the right direction.

Mr. Hazlett explained that they took the four main strategies of management strategies, value
engineering, deferrals, and staying the course, as ways to deal with the deficit in the Regional
Freeway Program. With management strategies, they looked at construction, right of way, and
systemwide costs. With value engineering, they looked at two specific corridors, the South
Mountain and Loop 303, and tried to identify if there could be some cost savings. Mr. Hazlett
stated that with deferrals, they realized that even with some cost savings, some project timelines
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could be pushed out. He noted that they tried to remain consistent with the Regional
Transportation Plan priorities, and most of the deferral candidates were Phase [V projects. Mr.
Hazlett stated that with the rising gasoline prices, they looked wherever they could to advance the
HOV lane system. With staying the course, Mr. Hazlett noted that there are a number of projects
that will stay on schedule.

Mr. Hazlett stated that recent construction project bids and right of way costs on the Regional
Freeway System seem to be decreasing. He said that they took an overall ten percent reduction on
construction and right of way costs, and added that they did not use a higher number because they
needed to consider that this would apply to the next 15 years. He explained that historically, ADOT
would estimate the right of way cost and apply a contingency to take care of things like relocation
and court costs. Mr. Hazlett stated that the contingency used to be 40 percent, but with the real
estate boom between 2005 and 2007, ADOT increased contingency to 50 percent. He said that
with the downturn in the real estate market, they asked ADOT to reduce the right of way cost
estimates by seven percent for projects after FY 2011, and return the contingency back to 40
percent. He said that this could result in a savings of $2.8 billion in terms of right of way on the
Regional Freeway System.

Mr. Hazlett advised that systemwide costs in the Regional Transportation Plan totaled $1 billion
and ADOT estimates the amount will be $1.5 billion. He said that systemwide costs include such
things as the management consultants, freeway service patrol, the freeway management system, and
the Don’t Trash Arizona program. They asked that systemwide costs be held to the budgets
originally identified in the Regional Transportation Plan.

Mr. Hazlett then addressed value engineering on the South Mountain Freeway, which is one of the
most critical corridors in the Regional Transportation Plan. He said that the original estimate in
the Regional Transportation Plan was approximately $1.1 billion and the current estimate is about
$2.5 billion. Mr. Hazlett noted options that were presented to the Committee in January — to
continue with current plans as a freeway or consider a narrower footprint or parkway. He said that
the results of traffic demand modeling indicated that the South Mountain wants to behave like a
freeway. Mr. Hazlett stated that if the South Mountain could not be built as a parkway, they
considered what could be done to trim costs. They focused on segments eight and nine, which
were the most expensive elements of the corridor. Mr. Hazlett stated that they suggested moving
the alignment to 59™ Avenue, reconfiguring the ramps, and building it like the Price Freeway was
constructed. He stated that the way it is currently designed affects the service traffic interchanges
onI-10 from 75™ Avenue to 43" Avenue, and with the 59® Avenue alignment, there would be less
of an impact to [-10. Mr. Hazlett indicated that this change represents a cost savings of
approximately $130 million. He said that they have requested input from the City of Phoenix on
this option, and Phoenix has indicated no objections with a 59™ Avenue alignment.

Mr. Hazlett stated that another element on the South Mountain was the cross section and why it
was so wide. The original intent was to construct the South Mountain as six lanes, and ultimately
widen it to ten lanes, with outside/inside widening, contrary to Proposition 300 practice. Mr.
Hazlett stated that if the manner of construction returned to how it was done in Proposition 300,
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it would help along Pecos Road. He stated that ADOT already owns about 95 percent of the right
of way along Pecos Road to build the Proposition 300 cross section. He advised that there are
some pinch points where some properties were allowed to encroach into the area, but the Pecos
Road option could reduce the housing takes in Ahwatukee by about two-thirds. Mr. Hazlett stated
that in terms of savings, using the 59" Avenue alignment would save about $128 million, the
Proposition 300 cross section could save approximately $105 million, lower right of way and
construction costs could save about $204 million, and other value engineering could save about
$132 million. He noted that the cost could be reduced to about $1.9 billion, which includes HOV
lanes for the entire corridor, versus the ADOT identified cost of $2.5 billion. Mr. Hazlett stated
that another $65 million could be saved if HOV lanes were not included.

Mr. Hazlett addressed Loop 303. He said that the original cost estimate in the Regional
Transportation Plan was $1.4 billion, and the current estimate is approximately $3.1 billion. Mr.
Hazlett explained two key interchanges planned on Loop 303, at US-60 and at I-10. He stated that
the original design for the interchange at US-60 is a stack SPUI, with ramps on both sides of Grand
Avenue, and the left turning movements would be at the traffic signals under the decks. Mr.
Hazlett also noted that the BNSF railroad would be located withing the traffic interchange
footprint. He stated that as proposed, the cost for the interchange at US-60 is about $200 million.
Mr. Hazlett stated that as part of an access management study by MAG and the City of Surprise
on US-60 that is underway, they looked at other options due to concerns of the City of Surprise for
the intersection of 163™ Avenue. He stated that they looked at a partial cloverleaf design, and a
traffic analysis showed that this design will carry traffic at a quite acceptable level of service,
approximately Level D, through the year 2030. Mr. Hazlett stated that they asked ADOT to revisit
this, and he noted that going to this design could save approximately $150 million.

Mr. Hazlett addressed the proposed system traffic interchange of Loop 303 with I-10. He said that
the interchange on I-10 would extend to Bullard Road to the east and Perryville Road to the west;
the interchange on Loop 303 would extend to Thomas Road on the north and to Van Buren Street
to the south. Mr. Hazlett stated that the cost to build this system traffic interchange is about $760
million, and represents 53.5 percent of the cost to build all of Loop 303 identified in the Regional
Transportation Plan from MC-85 to [-17. Mr. Hazlett advised that the last big system interchange,
the SuperRedTan, cost $280 million, and cost of the Loop 303/I-10 system interchange exceeds that
by $500 million.

Mr. Hazlett addressed some of the anticipated savings on the Loop 303 corridor, which include
simplifying the interchange with I-10 at a cost savings of about $370 million and potentially
deferring the construction of the MC-85 to I-10 segment at a cost savings of $240 million. He
stated that this could reduce the cost to $2 billion from $3 billion.

Mr. Hazlett addressed potential deferrals. He noted that SR-801 is a Phase IV project that connects
to Loop 303 by the MC-85 to I-10 segment. Mr. Hazlett stated that another potential deferral is
SR-802 between Ellsworth and Meridian. He reported that currently, there is no funding in Pinal
County for this corridor. Mr. Hazlett stated that adding general purpose lanes on other freeways
located throughout the entire valley might be considered for deferral. He advised that the HOV
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lanes would still be included in this plan and not deferred. Mr. Hazlett stated that another potential
deferral could be the direct HOV ramp connections at I-10 and Loop 101, and I-17 and Loop 101.

Mr. Hazlett stated that the Durango Loop of I-17 between the Split and the Stack is nearing the end
of its service life, and funds perhaps could be shifted to this area to make it a more cohesive
project. He commented on leaving in the traffic interchange for west Sky Harbor access, and added
that security has plans for plazas along Sky Harbor Boulevard to better control traffic at the airport.

Mr. Hazlett recalled the $6.6 billion deficit mentioned at the beginning of the presentation. He
stated that with the savings he described on the South Mountain and Loop 303 corridors, deferring
new freeway segments, general purpose lanes, and direct HOV ramps and traffic interchanges,
lower right of way contingency and construction costs, and reducing systemwide costs, the net
savings to the program are approximately $6.6 billion, which matches up with the program deficit.
Chair Berman asked members if they had any questions.

Councilmember Aames stated that interchanges are the points where congestion occurs on
freeways. He asked Mr. Hazlett if he felt the revised type of interchange at Loop 303 and I-10
could handle the same amount of traffic as the original design. Mr. Hazlett responded that based
on their experience and information they are seeing, there are alternative geometries that could be
considered at this location. He stated that the type of geometry will take a concerted value
engineering analysis, and ADOT is launching this effort on June 2™. Mr. Hazlett stated that they
have noticed that design speeds for ramps on this type of interchange are the same as freeway
mainlines — about 55 miles per hour — and allow drivers to move safely and efficiently between
corridors. Mr. Hazlett stated that the question is whether you want people to be aware they are
changing freeways. He added that the ramps could go to a lower design speed, which is a safe
speed to operate and still save on right of way costs.

Councilmember Aames asked if there would be a lower level of service and more congestion. Mr.
Hazlett replied that this traffic interchange is operating at a very good level of service, the C or D
range.

Mr. Anderson noted that not only do MAG and ADOT have to agree, but also the local and federal
offices of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). He advised that FHWA is concerned
about this interchange because it is a connection to the interstate system. Mr. Anderson stated that
congestion on these types of system interchanges in the Valley is not necessarily the function of
the ramp design, but that the ramp is not long enough. He stated that on the SuperRedTan, the
lanes extend one mile before they drop. Mr. Anderson stated that short merges at the Loop 101 to
Loop 202 interchange at the Stack and on the old system interchanges cause problems. Mr.
Anderson stated that a lot of work is still needed on this, but he thought a cost of three-quarters of
a billion dollars for one project was difficult to accept. He expressed that he found it hard to
believe that options could not be found to significantly reduce the cost.

Councilmember Aames asked for clarification of the projects on Grand Avenue in Phase IV. Mr.
Hazlett replied that the Phase IV projects are mainly grade separations and traftic interchanges.
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Supervisor Wilson stated that he understood the concept to reduce costs because it is relevant to
building houses; if a house is built with two-by-threes instead of two-by-fours, or drywall instead
of plaster, the cost is less. However, the Loop 303 project takes care of growth for fifty-plus years,
and he thought the option of building it less expensive should be approached with caution.
Supervisor Wilson added that with the downturn in the economy, this is the time to build and save
the most while the costs are down. He asked Mr. Hazlett if he agreed. Mr. Hazlett stated that a lot
oftradeoffs will need to be considered. He noted that there are certain published design guidelines
and standards identified for building roadways. Mr. Hazlett stated that staff does not advocate for
going to the minimum, but is asking if some of the costs could be pared down to more meet the
budget for the entire Regional Freeway System. Mr. Hazlett stated that significant amounts of
money can be saved by decreasing the construction cost by ten percent and the right of way cost
by seven percent. Mr. Hazlett expressed his agreement with Supervisor Wilson’s statement about
this being a favorable time to build, and he added that he thought it would take both cost decreases
and a favorable bid situation to balance the program.

Mr. Anderson said that this is similar to saying not to buy a five bedroom house with a pool right
now, but maybe buy just the house and buy the pool later. He stated that the analysis of the
interchange at Loop 303 and US-60 shows that the interim option provides a good level of service
to 2030. Mr. Anderson stated that with the interchange at Loop 303 and I-10, a look at other
options to provide the same level of service needs to be taken. He commented that there are
features in this design that perhaps could be staged, and he noted that the SuperRedTan was built
in three or four phases. Mr. Anderson stated that these are the types of things that will be discussed
in the next few weeks. He added that additional revenue could be forthcoming and federal
strategies have not yet been discussed.

Supervisor Wilson stated that Maricopa County built a bridge at Sun City and Grand Avenue. He
commented that they laid out the plan and sold it to the residents so they would know what to
expect. Supervisor Wilson expressed concern that some of the residents could be confused if the
design changed, and he did not want to risk safety or endurance.

Mr. Smith recalled the crisis in funding Proposition 300 when ADOT sent a letter to the City of
Tempe promising tunnels on US-60 and the program had no money. He said that a Motorola
engineer came to ADOT with an idea that looked similar to this. The option ended up being built
and saved ADOT a lot of money. Mr. Smith stated that drivers do have to slow down on this type
of ramp, but they work, and the Price Freeway and US-60 carry a significant amount of traffic. He
stated that this is a matter of a tradeoft: Will MAG consider options like this or let projects slide?
Mr. Smith stated that this is a policy decision, and it is not a matter of whether you like it, but
whether it provides an acceptable level of service.

Mr. Hazlett noted that ADOT just built an interchange with this configuration at the Carefree

Highway and I-17 that was presented to the TPC as a potential interim design for Loop 303 at
US-60.
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Mayor Dunn stated that discussions are about cost and design changes, not decreasing safety or
building something that will not last. He agreed with Supervisor Wilson’s statement that if the
design is changed, the public needs to be convinced. Mayor Dunn stated that he liked what he was
hearing about the South Mountain in terms of cost. He said that a parkway option was included
in the savings estimate, and he commented that the residents of Ahwatukee are concemed about
traffic backups with a parkway. Mayor Dunn stated that some residents do not want a freeway, and
those who do want a freeway want efficiency. He brought up that there are also noise mitigation
issues. Mayor Dunn stated that there will be a process to follow if a different design is chosen, and
communication to the citizens that the design is workable will be needed.

Mayor Cavanaugh stated that the term deferral is disconcerting to everyone. The only way to
respond to the deferral issue is to provide citizens with a set deferral point, such as the project will
be delayed until funding is available. He stated that this needs to be communicated to citizens and
has to be a part of the process. Mayor Cavanaugh clarified that the segment of Loop 303 from I-10
to SR-801 is a Phase III project, not a Phase IV project, and is a significant deferral. Mayor
Cavanaugh asked if there was a possibility of having an interim roadway with right of way acquired
for a future freeway, not necessarily a parkway, but an interim roadway to move people.

Mr. Hazlett stated that Mayor Cavanaugh’s suggestion could be looked at, and he noted that even
if a project is deferred, it is still a part of the Regional Transportation Plan. He said that there is
still demand for the SR-801 corridor.

Mr. Anderson stated that an analysis was done on how far the program would need to be extended
for completion, and he said that they feel deferred projects could be built by 2030. He stated that
this assumes a continuation of the sales tax and costs.

Mr. Anderson clarified that the cost for the South Mountain given by Mr. Hazlett assumes an eight-
lane freeway, three general purpose lanes and one HOV lane in each direction. He stated that the
analysis shows a parkway concept has some favorable attributes, but for carrying capacity, they feel
the resources are available to build a freeway if the cost is in the $1.9 billion to $2 billion range.
Mr. Anderson advised that FHWA has expressed concemn for safety issues associated with people
not recognizing that a full freeway coming onto a parkway facility. He stated that options are still
being considered, but at this point, the narrower footprint avoids a number of house takings in
Ahwatukee, and staff thinks it might be a better solution than a parkway.

Mayor Dunn expressed appreciation for the clarification, and noted that the concept of a parkway
is still out there. He stated that this design is more of an urban-like freeway with a wall effect than
a landscape effect. Mayor Dunn stated that people will need to be informed that it will not look
the same as a freeway with landscaping and setbacks.

Mr. Anderson noted that environmental analysis typically clears the maximum right of way that
will be needed for a facility.
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Mayor Smith commended staff for incorporating all of the changes that have been discussed over
the past few TPC meetings. He said that some suggestions might not please everyone, but they deal
with the reality that we will not get the system we envisioned due to lower revenue. Mayor Smith
remarked that it is still MAG’s responsibility to provide as much of the Regional Transportation
Plan as possible. Mayor Smith stated that homes in the Valley used to be built with two-by-sixes,
and now are mostly built with two-by-fours. He said that two-by-fours are the standard — they are
functional and very safe. Mayor Smith stated that he thought the current plan for the Regional
Freeway System was a two-by-six and the region could get by with a two-by-four, which would
be efficient and provide what the public expects. Mayor Smith stated that the 59th Avenue
alignment option for the South Mountain Freeway is a great way to think and that we should think
like that every day regardless of whether there is a financial crisis. Mayor Smith commended staff
for the creative and wide variety of solutions to try to get as much of a regional transportation
system as possible.

Councilwoman Baier expressed her agreement with Mayor Smith’s comments on the information
that was presented. She said that it was helpful, thorough, and innovative. Councilwoman Baier
stated that the Phoenix City Council will hold a work study session on the South Mountain in June,
and some of this information will be presented to the Council, residents, and interested parties. She
said that Phoenix would provide the date and time of the session to ensure the information is
circulated. Councilwoman Baier stated that Councilman DiCiccio meets frequently with residents
regarding the South Mountain corridor, and she thought the reaction of the residents would soon
be known.

Mr. Scholl thanked staff for all of the information. He stated that deferrals could take advantage
ofincreased revenue as the economy improves, but if alternative approaches are chosen, the option
to revert to the original plan may no longer be feasible. Mr. Scholl asked if a list of point-of-no-
return recommendations could be drafted and provided to the Committee.

Vice Chair Lopez Rogers expressed her appreciation for looking at cost savings, which is critical
to the program, and for looking outside the box. She asked if the Committee would receive a copy
of'the presentation given by Mr. Hazlett. Mr. Anderson noted that the presentation had been posted
on the MAG Web site. Vice Chair Lopez Rogers asked the timeline and for clarification of
members of the Central Phoenix peer review group. Mr. Anderson responded that the peer review
group consisted of John Conrad, former Washington Department of Transportation State Engineer;
Mike Falini, Wilson & Company and developer of the SPUI interchange design; and Jack Lettiere,
former commissioner with the New Jersey Department of Transportation and Executive Director
for the New Jersey Transit. He said that the Group issued a draft report for MAG in March 2009,
from which a lot of concepts were taken for the presentation. Mr. Anderson stated that the Group’s
report would be transmitted to the Committee upon finalization. He thenresponded to the question
about the timeline by saying that input received tonight and at the next Committee meeting would
be converted to a draft program for the TPC’s consideration. Mr. Anderson noted that this timeline
could be extended if needed. He said that this is an important process and it is important to ensure
it is done right, rather than done quickly. Mr. Anderson stated that he thought most questions could
be answered because a great deal of data is available and a lot of analyses has been done. He stated
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that MAG had a lot of cooperation with ADOT and the management consultants have done a good
job. Mr. Anderson indicated that staff and the consultants had intense discussions on a number of
issues due to doing things differently because of the financial crisis. He expressed his agreement
with Mayor Smith’s comments that there are some things we will want to do on a daily basis, and
we need to be front and center during the project development process. Mr. Anderson stated that
we might be able to do value engineering early in the process.

Vice Chair Lopez Rogers asked for clarification of changes to the Plan through the MAG
committee process. Mr. Anderson replied that the typical committee process would parallel the
process used to develop the Regional Transportation Plan. He said that the TPC is where the
discussions take place, then have a similar presentation at the Regional Council, then a presentation
to the Management Committee and a fresh round of presentations and input by the TPC.

Vice Chair Lopez Rogers expressed concern for the SR-801 alignment because they are working
through their general plan and the location of the alignment is crucial.

Legislative Update

Nathan Pryor, MAG Senior Policy Planner, reported that, similar to last year, a shortfall in the
Highway Trust Fund is projected to occur in September 2009. He said that this might require an
injection of funding of approximately $4 billion, perhaps from the general fund. Mr. Pryor stated
that a similar situation is foreseen for the next fiscal year, and there is the possibility that the FY
2009 and FY 2010 budgets may be fixed together.

Mr. Pryor stated that the Congressional Budget Office baseline for the transportation trust fund
shows flat growth for the next ten years, and there should not be an expectation of receiving large
amounts of funding. He stated that a $1 billion increase in highway funding and a one percent
increase for mass transit programs are anticipated for FY 2010.

Mr. Pryor noted that the White House Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards were increased
this week, to increase fuel economy and to reduce greenhouse gases by 30 percent by 2016. He
noted that as cars become more fuel efficient, the less gas is pumped and the less tax revenue is
collected. Mr. Pryor advised that the standards could result in a reduction of Highway Trust Fund
revenue by $2.1 billion by 2017.

Mr. Pryor stated that reauthorization, which is set to expire September 30, 2009, may not see
reenactment until next year or even for two years.

Mr. Pryor stated that a part of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) includes
about $1.5 billion nationally in Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery
(TIGER) Grants. He reported that the guidelines were released last week and are posted on the
MAG Web site. In addition, the information was sent to the Management Committee and
Intergovernmental Representatives. Mr. Pryor stated that he understands the government is looking
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for large projects and the minimum project size is $20 million. He added that staff has heard that
multimodal projects will score well. Mr. Pryor noted that applications are due September 15,2009.

Mr. Pryor stated that approximately $8 billion was set aside in the ARRA funds for high speed rail,
and in the next five years, this amount is expected to grow to $13 billion. He reported that
Transportation Secretary LaHood has stated there is an opportunity for those along the existing
corridor to participate in funding discussions. Mr. Pryor stated that the question was raised what
if you are not on a corridor? He explained that there was an opportunity to participate when the
map was created in the 1990s, but that window of opportunity closed. Mr. Pryor stated that
Secretary LaHood indicated they will convene meetings to open up the discussion and there is an
opportunity to be included on the map. Mr. Pryor displayed a map that staff put together of high
speed rail that includes the Intermountain West. He reported that staff will attend a meeting on
June 2, 2009, in Salt Lake City with Intermountain West cities to discuss this further. In addition,
a meeting will take place on June 3, 2009, in Washington, DC, to address the same issue.

Councilmember Aames asked if high speed rail included commuter rail. Mr. Pryor replied that it
is mostly intercity rail.

Mr. Anderson stated that he heard that Amtrak was considering reinstituting passenger rail service
to Phoenix, which would be a big step forward in the intercity rail component. He mentioned that
they also might reactivate the Yuma branch line, which could be a boon to the West Valley if the
Union Pacific brings in freight.

Eric Anderson provided an update on the impact of state budget issues on ADOT. Mr. Anderson
stated that more than $295 million in transportation funds have been transferred from ADOT to
address the FY 2009 state general fund budget deficit. Mr. Anderson stated that this includes the
$104 million sweep of STAN funds, of which $94 million came out of the MAG region. He said
that he understands that there will be a transfer of $167 million from ADOT to balance the FY
2010 budget. Mr. Anderson advised that ADOT has done all it can to reduce costs and they are
now to head count reductions.

Mr. Anderson stated that ADOT is in a unique position because it is funded by Highway User
Revenue Fund (HURF). He advised that the HURF revenue is about the same as it was five years
ago, and it is running about eight percent below forecasts. Mr. Anderson stated that this translates
to a reduction of approximately $125 million, half of which affects ADOT. He commented that
FY 2010 does not look like it will be much better.

Mr. Anderson displayed a chart of the State Highway Fund low cash balances, which John
Halikowski has been showing in his presentations. He noted that there were many months with
cash balances below zero. Mr. Anderson explained that ADOT had about $60 million in Board
Funding Obligations — funds borrowed from the State Treasurer — which ADOT was using as their
working capital. He advised that the State Treasurer called those bonds last month and ADOT no
longer has those funds to use. Mr. Anderson stated that ADOT is in a significant, poor financial
situation, but they think they can manage because they have some reserve funds. He said that
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ADOT will be looking at some changes, such as the way they reimburse contractors. Mr. Anderson
explained that ADOT has to front the money and then be reimbursed by the federal government.
He commented that ADOT is trying to deliver the largest program in its history at the same time
as the its budget being cut. Mr. Anderson expressed that ADOT will not be able to deliver projects
unless this is addressed.

Mr. Anderson stated that staff understands that the draft 2010 budget has a provision that removes
the statutory cap on the amount of the State Highway Fund permitted to be transferred to the
Department of Public Safety. He commented that this has been violated continuously over the
years. Mr. Anderson expressed that staff is very concerned about this because MAG depends on
ADOT funds for the MAG program. He expressed that MAG staff was grateful to ADOT for
making them aware of the situation. Mr. Anderson added that this probably will not affect MAG’s
ability to deliver the program, but could affect maintenance programs and hours at the Motor
Vehicle Division, and close ADOT offices.

Mr. Smith noted that this was Chair Berman’s last TPC meeting. He expressed appreciation on
behalf of MAG staff to Chair Berman for his service to transportation in the MAG region.

Mayor Dunn expressed his appreciation to Chair Berman for his leadership on the TPC.
The TPC and meeting attendees applauded Chair Berman.

Chair Berman thanked everyone and said that it had been a pleasure participating on the TPC.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 5:55 p.m.

Chair

Secretary
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Agenda Item #4B

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

DATE:
June 9, 2009

SUBJECT:
Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP)

SUMMARY:
A.R.S. 28-6352 (B) requires MAG to develop a budgeting process that ensures that the costs for the
arterial program do not exceed available revenues from the regional sales tax extension and MAG
federal funds.

The Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) provides a listing of 93 of the original 94 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) arterial projects and maintains the fiscal constraint of the life cycle program
over the remaining 20-year life cycle of the sales tax. The projects follow the priorities established in
the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). In some cases, projects are advanced, deleted, deferred,
exchanged, or substituted per the ALCP Policies and Procedures. The ALCP represents a program
that is fiscally balanced for each year.

As part of the ALCP process, Lead Agencies are required to update ALCP Projects at least once a
year and MAG staff produce a new ALCP reflecting the Project updates. While developing the Draft
FY 2010 ALCP, participating Lead Agencies submitted project information for all ALCP Projects
following the process and deadiines established in the Transportation Programming Guidebook. MAG
staff has programmed the Draft FY 2010 ALCP using this project information and the projected
revenue streams of the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF), MAG Surface Transportation Program
funds (STP-MAG), and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds.

Per the ALCP Policies and Procedures approved on April 22, 2009, regional reimbursements are
adjusted during the annual update process using the United States Consumer Price Index (CPI), All
Urban Consumers — West Region All items (CUUR0400SAOQ). The inflation rate from 2008% to 2009%
was -0.538%. The Draft FY 2010 ALCP includes the deflated reimbursement amounts. MAG staff
also deflated the local and regional reimbursement amounts for the ALCP Projects listed in the FY
2010-2014 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Draft, which will be presented at the December
meeting of the Transportation Review Committee.

The Draft FY 2010 ALCP confirms the Project schedules for MAG and jurisdictions to move forward
on Project Overviews, Project Agreements, and Project Reimbursement Requests for FY 2010
Projects.

The attached documents include (1) a memorandum addressing the FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle
Program; (2) the Draft FY 2010 ALCP and legend; (3) a listing of project changes from FY 2009 to FY
2010, which were incorporated into the Draft ALCP; (4) an overview of the MAG Implementation
Studies funded in ALCP.



PUBLIC INPUT:
There was no public comment at the May 28, 2009, Transportation Review Committee or the June 10,
2009, Management Committee meetings.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: An approved Draft FY 2010 ALCP meets the legal requirement of MAG for the arterial street
component of the RTP. The approved Draft FY 2010 ALCP will allow jurisdictions and MAG to
complete Project Overviews, enter into Project Agreements and allow Lead Agencies to receive
regional reimbursements for FY 2010 ALCP Projects.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: MAG will have a current Life Cycle budget for the arterial portion of Proposition 400,
which totals about $1.78 billion. This information will be also reflected in the MAG FY 2010-2014 TIP.

POLICY: A.R.S. 28-6352 (B) requires that MAG develop a budgeting process for the arterial street
component of the RTP.

ACTION NEEDED:

Recommend approval of the Draft FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program contingent on a new Finding
of Conformity for the amendment to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update and FY 2010-2014
MAG Transportation Improvement Program, which will be finalized in January 2010.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 1

On June 10, 2009, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of the Draft FY 2010
Arterial Life Cycle Program contingent on a new Finding of Conformity for the amendment to the
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update and FY 2010-2014 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program, which will be finalized in January 2010.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Chair

Mark Pentz, Chandler, Vice Chair

Matt Busby for George Hoffman,
Apache Junction

David Johnson for Jeanine Guy, Buckeye

Gary Neiss, Carefree

Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek

Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage

Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

Rick Davis, Fountain Hills

Rick Buss, Gila Bend

* David White, Gila River Indian Community

George Pettit, Gilbert

Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale

Romina Korkes for John Fischbach,
Goodyear

RoseMary Arellano, Guadalupe

Sonny Culbreth for Darryl Crossman,
Litchfield Park
Christopher Brady, Mesa
Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria
Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
John Kross, Queen Creek
Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community
John Little, Scottsdale
Michael Celaya for Randy Oliver, Surprise
Charlie Meyer, Tempe
Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Steve Hull for John Halikowski, ADOT
Kenny Harris for David Smith,
Maricopa County
Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Valley Metro/RPTA



* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Participated by telephone conference call.
+ Participated by videoconference call.

The Transportation Review Committee voted to recommend approval of the inclusion of the project
scope change for Sonoran Parkway into the Draft FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program on May 28,
2009. In addition, the Transportation Review Committee voted to recommend approval of the Draft

FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP)

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Peoria: David Moody
* ADOT: Floyd Roehrich
Avondale: David Fitzhugh
Buckeye: Scott Lowe
Chandier: Patrice Kraus
El Mirage: Pat Dennis for Lance Calvert
* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel
* Gila Bend: Rick Buss
* Gila River: Doug Torres
Gilbert: Michelle Gramley for Tami Ryall
Glendale: Terry Johnson
Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes
Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis
Maricopa County: John Hauskins

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Jim Hash
Street Committee: Darryl Crossman

* ITS Committee: Mike Mah

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# - Attended by Audioconference

Mesa: Scott Butler

Paradise Valley: Bill Mead for Robert M.

Cicarelli

Phoenix: Ed Zuercher

Queen Creek: Mark Young

RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth

Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for
Mary O’Connor

Surprise: Randy Overmyer

Tempe: Carlos de Leon for Chris Salomone

Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

Wickenburg: Gary Edwards

Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
Robinson

Pedestrian Working Group: Brandon Forrey

* Transportation Safety Committee: Kerry

Wilcoxon

+ - Attended by Videoconference

The Street Committee voted to recommend the deletion of the Scottsdale Airpark Tunnel from the
ALCP and the substitution of the Scottsdale Airpark Capacity Improvement projects in the Draft FY
2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) on May 12, 2009. The Street Committee also recommended
the inclusion of the change in project scope for the Sonoran Parkway contingent on an additional
presentation to the Transportation Review Committee that addressed (1) why the original project was
deemed not feasible as well as the feasibility of the proposed project; (2) the intent of interim and final
project; (3) alignment connectivity, particularly in regards to with Dove Valley Rd and Interstate 17;
and, (4) how the proposed project would reduce congestion, particularly with the in light of the

decreased scope of the project.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chairman

Lupe Harriger, ADOT
Charles Andrews, Avondale
Jose Heredia, Buckeye
Bob Bortfield for Dan Cook, Chandler
* Lance Calvert, El Mirage
Devi Samudrala, Gila River Indian
Community

Kurt Sharp, Gilbert
Wade Ansell, Glendale
Hugh Bigalk, Goodyear

* Jim Ricker, Guadalupe
* Chris Plumb, Maricopa County

Ken Hall, Mesa
Andrew Cooper, Jr., Paradise Valley
Chris Kmetty, Peoria



Briiana Leon, Phoenix for Robert Maki, Surprise

Janet Martin, Queen Creek Shelly Seyler, Tempe
* Elaine Cabrera, Salt River Pima-Maricopa * Jason Earp, Tolleson
Indian Community. Grant Anderson for Mark Hannah, Youngtown

David Meinhart, Scottsdale

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

CONTACT PERSON:
Christina Hopes, Transportation Planner I, 602.254.6300, chopes@mag.maricopa.gov










DRAFT FISCAL YEAR 2010 ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM
PROGRAM LEGEND

The regional reimbursements are listed by work phase, expressed in millions, and are rounded
to the nearest thousand. The actual remaining regional budget is listed next to the project’s RTP
ID, which serves as a unique identifier for the original project programmed in the RTP. Projects
programmed in the Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) are listed according to Lead Agency.

The ALCP is organized into the following four phases:

Phase | FY 2006 — FY 2010
Phase I FY 2011 - FY 2015
Phase il FY 2016 — FY 2020
Phase IV FY 2021 - FY 2026

Key abbreviations and acronyms are summarized in the tables below.

COLUMNS AND HEADING ACRONYMS/ABBREVIATIONS
RTP Code The unique identifier tied to the project
FY10 Remain. | The project’s remaining regional reimbursement expressed in 20095
Reg. Budget
Status Information about the project and/or work phase status and history

PROJECT STATUS ACRONYMS/ABBREVIATIONS

A Project has been advanced from it original phase in the RTP
D Project has been deferred from it original phase in the RTP
co Project has been completed or closed out
E Project funding has been exchanged with another project in the ALCP
E/A Exchanged and Advanced
E/D Exchanged and Deferred
RD Reimbursements Deferred per the ALCP Policies and Procedures (Sec.
270)
WORK PHASE ACRONYMS/ABBREVIATIONS
DES Project design
Pre-DES Project pre-design
ROW Project right-of-way acquisition
CONST Project construction
SAVE Project savings

Transportation Policy Committee — June 17, 2009





















ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM CHANGES: FY 2009 to FY 2010

Lead .
Change Type Segment ID Segment Name Change Description
Agency
Project moved from Phase Il to Phase | during FY2009. Fund type changed
from RARF to STP-MAG. Project was segmented into Beardsley Rd: Loop
Segment Peoria ACI-BRD-10-03 Beardsley Connector 101 to 83rd Ave/Lake Pleasant Parkway and Loop 101 at Beardsley
Rd/Union Hills Dr to coincide with construction activities.
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-A Frank Lloyd Wright -Loop 101 Traffic |Segment added as ps.art of the' Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Interchange Improvements substitute projects
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-B Raintree -Loop 101 Traffic Segment added as p?rt of the. Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Interchange Improvements substitute projects
Northsight Blvd: Hayden to Frank Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacit
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-C or 5|g. vd: Hayden to Fran g added a p? - cottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Lloyd Wright Improvements substitute projects
Frank Lloyd Wright Frontage Rd: Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-D Northsight to Greenway-Hayden Improvements substitute projects
Loop
S t added t of the Scottsdale Ai k A i
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-E Redfield Rd: Scottsdale Rd to Hayden egment added as p?r © e_ cottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Improvements substitute projects
S t added rt of the Scottsdale Ai kA it
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-F  [Thunderbird-Raintree Loop egment added as part of the Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Improvements substitute projects
Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Ai k Area C it
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-G Raintree Drive: Loop 101 to Hayden & p- . ¢ Alrpark Area -apacity
Improvements substitute projects
Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacit
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-H Hayden Rd: Redfield to Raintree & p' . P pacity
Improvements substitute projects
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-1 CAP Canal South Front.age Rd: Loop [Segment added as p?rt of the.ScottsdaIe Airpark Area Capacity
101 to Frank Lloyd Wright Improvements substitute projects
Hayden Rd - Loop 101 Interchange  |Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacit
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-J y P & & P > 'rea pacity

Improvements

Improvements substitute projects

Transportation Policy Committee Meeting - June 17, 2009





























































Agenda Item #4C

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

DATE:
June 9, 2009

SUBJECT:

Project Changes — Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program

SUMMARY:

The fiscal year (FY) 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) 2007 Update were approved by the MAG Regional Council on July 25,
2007. Since that time, there have been requests from member agencies to modify projects in the
programs.

The proposed amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 TIP that were
recommended for approval by the Transportation Review Committee (TRC) are listed in the attached
Tables. The Mesa, Consolidated canal project (MES09-806) was not heard at TRC and was heard
for the first time at MAG Management Committee meeting. The majority of requested changes are
related to modifying transit projects and project costs. These modifications are necessary to match
the transit grant application. The other requested project changes involve adding three new federal-
aid Safe Routes to School projects, modifying costs for ARRA funded projects, modifying the project
schedule for ADOT led projects, and doing the technical amendment to add the Phoenix Sky Train
project in the TIP.

In addition, project changes are requested for projects related to the federal fiscal year (FFY) 2009
MAG Closeout process. Projects have been recommended to be deferred to a later year, to remove
federal funds, added to the TIP, and to increase federal funding. These are noted in a separate
table.

PUBLIC INPUT:

There was no public comment at the May 28, 2009, Transportation Review Committee or at the June
10, 2009 Management Committee meetings.

PROS & CONS:

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

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

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



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

ACTION NEEDED:

Recommend approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012
Transportation Improvement Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2007
Update, as shown in the attached tables.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

MAG Management Committee: On June 10, 2009, the MAG Management Committee recommended
approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 Transportation
Improvement Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as
shown in the attached tables.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Chair Sonny Culbreth for Darryl Crossman,
Mark Pentz, Chandler, Vice Chair Litchfield Park
# Matt Busby for George Hoffman, Christopher Brady, Mesa
Apache Junction Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
David Johnson for Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Carl Swenson, Peoria
* Gary Neiss, Carefree Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
* Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek John Kross, Queen Creek
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, Indian Community
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation John Little, Scottsdale
Rick Davis, Fountain Hills Michael Celaya for Randy Oliver, Surprise
* Rick Buss, Gila Bend Charlie Meyer, Tempe
* David White, Gila River Indian Community Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
George Pettit, Gilbert # Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Romina Korkes for John Fischbach, Steve Hull for John Halikowski, ADOT
Goodyear Kenny Harris for David Smith,
RoseMary Arellano, Guadalupe Maricopa County

Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Valley Metro/RPTA

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

MAG Transportation Review Committee: On May 28, 2009, the MAG Transportation Review
Committee recommended approval of the amendments and administrative modifications to the FY

2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation
Plan 2007 Update.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Peoria: David Moody Buckeye: Scott Lowe
ADOT: Steve Hull for Floyd Roehrich Chandler: Patrice Kraus
Avondale: David Fitzhugh El Mirage: Pat Dennis for Lance Calvert



* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel
* Gila Bend: Rick Buss
* Gila River: Doug Torres
Gilbert: Michelle Gramley for Tami Ryall
Glendale: Terry Johnson
Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes
Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis  Maricopa
County: John Hauskins
Mesa: Scott Butler
Paradise Valley: Bill Mead for Robert M.
Cicarelli
Phoenix: Ed Zuercher

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Jim Hash
Street Committee: Darryl Crossman

* ITS Committee: Mike Mah

Queen Creek: Mark Young

RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth

Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for
Mary O’Connor

Surprise: Randy Overmyer

Tempe: Carlos de Leon for Chris
Salomone

Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

Wickenburg: Gary Edwards

Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
Robinson

Pedestrian Working Group: Brandon
Forrey
*Transportation Safety Committee: Kerry
Wilcoxon

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

# - Attended by Audioconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Eileen O. Yazzie (602) 254-6300.

































Agenda Ttem #6

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

DATE:
June 9, 2009

SUBJECT:

Regional Freeway and Highway Program - Proposition 400 Update Tentative Scenario for balancing
the Regional Freeway and Highway Program

SUMMARY:

At the May Transportation Policy Committee meeting, the Committee received an update and
presentation on a tentative scenario for bridging the $6.6 billion gap in the Regional Freeway and
Highway Program. The scenario is based upon four principles:

1. Identifying key program management strategies that can be implemented based on recent lower
construction and right-of-way costs;

2. Conducting value engineering for the SR-202L/South Mountain and SR-303L corridors to identify
potential savings, yet maintain high levels of safety and capacity;

3.  Carrying forward critical widening projects in the urban core and building out the metropolitan
high occupancy vehicle (HOV) system; and

4.  Deferring select add general purpose lane projects, corridors, and traffic interchanges scheduled
for later phases of the Regional Transportation Plan to a future phase.

The tentative scenario bridges the $6.6 billion gap using these four principles in the following manner:

1. Management Strategies - $0.9 billion
2. Value Engineering - $1.6 billion
3.  Project Deferrals - $4.1 billion

Since the initial presentation in May, Staff has prepared two tables and three maps to illustrate the
tentative scenario for information, discussion, and possible action. These tables and maps are
attached to this transmittal summary. The following describes the information contained on these
attachments:

1. Table 1, “Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor” - Provides by corridor and
by RTP segment the proposed actions of the tentative scenario. The projects recommended for
full or partial deferral to new RTP phase beyond FY2026 are shaded. The table includes column
listings for:

. Project Type, lists the type of project for the RTP segment by abbreviation, a key to the
abbreviations is provided on each page of the table;

. RTP Proposal, stating the original project action from the Regional Transportation Plan;

. RTP Phase, numbered | to |V, identified when the proposed construction is scheduled;

. 2003 RTP Estimate, identifying the original estimate for the RTP proposal (costs in
millions);

. 2009 ADOT Cost Opinion, noting the current cost opinion for the RTP proposal (costs in
millions); '



. Proposed Action, summarizing the recommended action, based upon the four principles
stated above, recommended for future construction or partial or full deferral for construction
identified for the RTP segment;

. Estimate for Proposed Action, providing the recommended cost estimate for completing the
new proposed action for the RTP segment (costs in millions);

. Funding Obligated thru FY2010, identifying funds that have been, or will be obligated
through FY2010 for construction on the RTP segment (costs in millions); and

. Remainder for Proposed Action, depicting an estimate of funds available to complete the
proposed action (costs in millions).

2. Table 2, “Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase” - Provides by RTP phase and
RTP segment, the proposed actions of the tentative scenario. The table has shaded those
projects completed or underway as of June 2009. The table’s columns are identical to those in
the previous table. For reference, the RTP phases are:

. Phase |: FY2006-FY2010
. Phase Il: FY2011-FY2015
. Phase IlI: FY2016-FY2020
. Phase IV: FY2021-FY2026
. Phase V: FY2027-FY2030

Itis important to note that this table presents the partial and deferred projects from earlier phases
to a new Phase V, slated for FY2027 thru FY2030. It is the intent of the next update of the
Regional Transportation Plan to place the new horizon for the Plan at FY2030. To meet this new
horizon, this new Phase V is introduced as part of the tentative scenario to illustrate when the
deferred projects can be constructed.

3. Map1,“Planned Freeway/Highway Improvements’ - lllustrating the current Regional Freeway
and Highway Program of the Regional Transportation Plan.

4. Map 2, ‘Recommended RTP Segment Projects for Deferral to Future Phase” - Depicting
those partial and full deferral projects recommended for construction beyond FY2026, the final
year in Phase |V of the Regional Transportation Plan.

5. Map3, “Recommended RTP Segments for Funding through FY2026" - Showing the resultant
Regional Freeway and Highway Program actions using the available funding from all sources
identified through FY2026, including the Maricopa County Transportation Excise Tax Regional
Area Road Fund (RARF) (Proposition 400).

PUBLIC INPUT:
No public input has been received to date on the tentative scenario.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: As cost opinions have significantly increased, and revenues have declined, the Regional
Freeway and Highway Program has seen a deficit develop over the life of the program to a funding
shortfall of approximately $6.6 billion. Development of this tentative scenario, based upon four
principles consistent with the original planning goals and objectives used to initially establish the
Regional Transportation Plan in 2003, provides a basis and direction for governing the remaining funds
available for regional freeway and highway construction. The cost-saving measures and partial and
full project deferrals will ensure construction funding for two significant corridors from the program: SR-
202L/South Mountain Freeway and the SR-303L Freeway from Interstate 10 to Interstate 17 in the
West Valley.



The tentative scenario also introduces a new Phase V to the Regional Transportation Plan for the
deferred projects that allows the priority for their eventual construction to occur when additional funding
is identified. It is important to note that Phase V also includes additional funding beyond the deferrals
to account for projects scoped beyond levels envisioned in the Regional Freeway and Highway
Program, such as the completion of the Local-Express Lanes along Interstate 10 between the SR-
202L/Red Mountain-SR-51/Piestawa interchange and 32nd Street in Phoenix, the final upgrade of the
SR-85 corridor into a full freeway facility between Interstates 8 and 10 in the West Valley, and the
freeway interchange of SR-85 with Interstate 8 in Gila Bend.

CONS: The tentative scenario identifies more than $4.1 billion in full or partial project deferrals. The
most significant of these deferrals is the delay of SR-801, also known as the Interstate 10 Reliever
Freeway, from SR-85 to SR-202L/South Mountain. As a result, there may be congestion in the
Southwest Valley along principal roadways and most significantly along the Interstate 10/Papago
Freeway until SR-801 is constructed.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: The tentative scenario for bridging the $6.6 billion gap in the Regional Freeway and
Highway Program has implications for addressing the potential congestion in the region. In addition,
it is important to note that the 2010 update of the Regional Transportation Plan must extend, at a
minimum, through FY2030, to comply with Federal Planning Regulations.

POLICY: While the tentative scenario provides a means to effectively govern the remaining funds
identified for the Regional Freeway and Highway Program, it does introduce a new management
process for governing deferred projects from the program. [n addition, additional review of project
scopes is recommended during the project development process to reduce future scope and cost
increases. Itis important to note that the new Phase V identifies those deferrals from their previous
phase to ensure priority as future funds become available.

ACTION NEEDED:

Information, discussion, and possible action to provide direction in bridging the $6.6 billion gap in the
Regional Freeway and Highway Program for future incorporation of a tentative scenario into the
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
None.

CONTACT PERSON:
Bob Hazlett, MAG Senior Engineer, 602 254-6300.



RTP Phases:
Phase | - FY2006-FY2010
Phase Il - FY2011-FY201S

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

:::Z: ::::;g;f::zzg;: Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase TENTATIVE SCENARIO
of the Regional Transportation Plan.
Remainder
Estimate for  Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2005 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles)  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
INTERSTATE 10/PAPAGO
SR-85 to SR-303L GP Add one lane in each direction; 5.0 v S 442 | $ 46.9 (Improvements underway $ 299 |$ 299 |5$ -
Sarival Ave to Verrado Way Funded by ARRA
Scheduled completion in Fall 2011 -
SR-85 to SR-303L GP Add one lane in each direction; 7.0 \Y S 61.81%§ 50.5 |Defer general purpose lane widening from $ - $ - S -
Verrado Way to SR-85 Verrado Way to SR-85 to future phase
SR-303L to Dysart Rd TI Construct Bullard Ave interchange - | S 928 13.7 |Construction finished $ 9.75§ 9.7 (8 -
Open to traffic
SR-303L to Dysart Rd GP, HOV  |Add one general purpose and one HOV lane in 5.0 Il S 54.0 | $ 109.4 |Improvements underway $ 109.4 | S 109.4 | S -
each direction Scheduted completion in Fall 2011
SR-303L to Dysart Rd Tl Construct Perryville Rd interchange - 11 S 9218 23.4 |Move forward with present plans $ 211 | S - S 211
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Dysart Rd to SR-101L GP, HOV  |Add one general purpose and one HOV lane in 6.0 1] S 570 $ 63.3 |Improvements underway $ 61.7 | S 61.7 (S -
each direction Scheduled completion in Fall 2011
Dysart Rd to SR-101L TI Construct Ef Mirage Rd interchange - v S 173 | $ 22.5 |Move foreward with present plans $ 19.8 | $ - 19.8
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L/Agua Fria to I-17/Black Canyon GP Add one lane in each direction 7.0 | S 79.0| S 424.0 |Repackage project to match RTP funding; $ 79.0| S 17.2 61.8
Reprogram construction to match timing of SR-
202L/South Mountain connection at 55th
Avenue
Totals for Interstate 10/Papago Corridor: | $ 331.7 | $ 753.7 $ 3305 | $ 2279 | S 102.6
INTERSTATE 10/MARICOPA
SR-51 to 40th St {CD Roads) GP Add General Purpose Lanes 3.0 1 S 1200 | $ - Defer general purpose lane construction to $ 30.0 | $ - 30.0
future phase
Retain budgetfor reconstruction of West PHX
Sky Harbor traffic interchange for security
purposes - N
40th St to Baseline Rd {CD Roads) GP, HOV  |Construct Local-Express Lane system, 6.0 1 S 380.0|$ 495.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 446.1 | $ 18.1 428.0
consisting of: Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
- Reconstruct SR-143 interchange
- Add two general purpose lanes in each
direction
- Add ane HQV lane in each direction
Baseline Rd to SR-202L/Santan GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0 1] S 53.0]9$ 234.1 |Move forward with present plans $ 2024 | S 81(8$ 194.3
Reconstruct 1-10 approach to Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
US-60/Superstition system interchange
SR-202L/Santan to Riggs Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 6.0 1t S 23018 34.5 |Move forward with present plans $ 311 S - S 311
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-202L/Santan to Riggs Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0 11 S 2308 34.5 |Move forward with present plans $ 311 S 028 309
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-202L/Santan to Riggs Rd Tl Construct Chandler Heights Rd interchange - \% S 13818 25.4 |Move forward with present plans $ 229 | S - S 22.9
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Totals for Interstate 10/Maricopa Corridor: | $ 612.8 | S 823.5 S 763.4 | $ 264 S 737.1
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupanicy Vehicle Lane Widening
T - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
Page 1 of 10 June 2009

5/W - System-wide Project



RTP Phases:

Phase | - FY2006-FY2010
Phase H - FY2011-FY2015
Phase Hl - FY2016-FY2020
Phase IV- FY2021-FY2026

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor

DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY (Costs in Millions)

Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase
of the Regional Transportation Plan.

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

TENTATIVE SCENARIO

Remainder
Estimate for  Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles)  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
INTERSTATE 17/BLACK CANYON
1-10/Maricopa (Split) to I-10/Papago HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 7.0 M| $ 77.0|$ 81.5 Segment in need of rehabilitation, $ 400.0 | $ 451 395.5
{Stack) improvements to include:
- Add one HOV lane in each direction
- Add one GP lane in each direction
- Improve service interchange ramp
cannections and 1-17 Frontase Roads
1-10/Papago {Stack) to Arizona Canal GP Add General Purpose Lanes 7.0 11 $ 1,0000|S 962.3 |Revise design plan to include: $ 600.0 | $ 231§ 597.7
{number unspecified and to be determined - Add one GP lane in each direction
from study) - Improve service interchange ramp
connections and 1-17 Frontage Roads
Arizona Canal to SR-101L/Agua Fria and GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0 1] S 530S 135.1 |Move forward with present plans $ 1216 | S 68|S 114.8
Pima Fwys Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L/Agua Fria and Pima Fwys to SR-| GP, HOV  |Add one general purpose and one HOV lane in 9.0 | 5 169.0 | $§ 330.6 |improvements underway $ 330.6 | $ 3306 ]S -
74/Carefree Hwy each direction Scheduled completion in Spring 2010
SR-101L/Agua Fria and Pima Fwys to SR- TI Construct Jomax Rd and Dixileta Rd - | 5 27.6|S 41.2 |Construction finished S 41.2 | $ 41.2 (S -
74/Carefree Hwy interchanges Opened to traffic
SR-101L/Agua Fria and Pima Fwys to SR- Tl Construct Dove Valley Rd interchange - \Y% S 184S 22.7 |Construction underway S 227 S 2275 -
74/Carefree Hwy Advanced by the City of Phoenix Scheduled completion in Summer 2010
SR-74/Carefree Hwy to Anthem Way GP, HOV - |Add one general purpose:and one HOV lane in 5.0 v S 72.0|$ 117.9 |Improvements underway $ 16.8 | $ 168 (S -
each direction - Add one GP lane in each direction
- Funded by ARRA
- Scheduled completion in Fali- 2010
Defer urban section and HOV {anes to Future
Phase
Anthem Way to New River Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 3.0 \Y s 26.0 1S 25.0 |Defer to future phase $ - S - S -
Totals for Interstate 17/Black Canyon Corridor: | $  1,443.0|$ 1,716.2 $ 15328|S 4248 | S 1,108.0
US-60/GRAND AVE
SR-303L to SR-101L/Agua Fria GP Add one lane in each direction 10.0 | S 350 S 51.2 |Move forward with present plans $ 51.2 | $ 51.2 1§ -
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-303L to SR-101L/Agua Fria GP Construct up to two additional grade 10.0 ] 5 64.0 | S 63.2 |Move forward with present plans S 63.215 - S 63.2
separated traffic interchanges at locations to Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
be determined
SR-101L/Agua Fria to Van Buren St GP Add one lane in each direction 11.0 | S 30.0|$ 48.7 |Move forward with present plans $ 48.7 | S 4871 S -
83rd Ave to 99th Ave Plans ready to bid
Spot Improvements throughout corridor in
Glendale and Phoenix _
SR-101L/Agua Fria to Van Buren St GP Construct at-grade intersection improvements 11.0 1l S 2001S 23.3 |Move forward with present plans $ 233 (S 233§ -
at locations to be determined Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L/Agua Fria to Van Buren St Tl Construct up to three additional arterial grade 11.0 v $ 97.01S 97.0 |Defer to future phase S - S - S -
separated traffic interchanges at Ioca'gions to
be determined : -
Totals for US-60/Grand Ave Corridor: | $ 2500 S 283.5 $ 186.5 | § 1232 | § 63.2
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
Ti- New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
Page 2 of 10 June 2009
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RTP Phases:

Phase I - FY2006-FY2010
Phase Il - FY2011-FY2015
Phase Ill - FY2016-FY2020
Phase IV- FY2021-FY2026

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)
Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase

of the Regional Transportation Plan.

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

TENTATIVE SCENARIO

Remainder
Estimate for  Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles)  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
US-60/SUPERSTITION
1-10 to SR-101L/Price Fwy GP Add one lane in each direction 4.5 | S 9.0($ 25.0 |Improvements underway S 25.0 | S 250§ -
Scheduled completion in Fall 2010
SR-101L/Price to Val Vista Dr Ti Construct Lindsay Rd'interchange with ramps - 11 S 461S 8.8 |Defer to future phase S - $ - $ -
to/from West
Val Vista Dr to Power Rd GP, HOV  |Add two general purpose lanes and one HOV 4.0 i S 85.0|$ 96.0 |Construction finished S 96.0 | $ 96.0 | S -
lane in each direction Open to traffic
Crismon Rd to Meridian Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 2.0 1 S 310§ 30.2 |Move forward with present plans S 272 | S - S 27.2
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Crismon Rd to Meridian Rd Tl Construct Meridian Rd interchange with ramps - 1] S 46| S 8.8 |Move forward with present plans $ 791$ - $ 7.9
toffrom West Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Totals for US-60/Superstition Corridor: | $ 1342 | $ 168.8 s 156.1 | $ 121.0 | § 35.1
Us-93
Yavapai County to Wickenburg GP Construct interim Wickenburg Bypass 34 | S 24018 31.6 |Improvements underway $ 316 ]S 3161 S -
Scheduled completion in Spring 2010
Total for US-93 Corridor: | 2408 31.6 $ 316 (S 316 S -
SR-51/PIESTAWA
SR-101L/Pima to Shea Blvd HOV, DHOV |- Add one HOV lane in each direction 6.0 { $ 52.0($ §1.3 |Construction finished $ 513 (S 513§ -
- Construct direct HOV ramp to Open to traffic
SR-101L/Pima on the east
SR-101L/Pima to Shea Bivd GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0 v $ 51.0 % 81.7 |Defer to future phase $ - S - S -
Totals for SR-51/Piestawa Corridor; | 1030} $ 133.0 S 513 S 51318 -
LOOP 101/AGUA FRIA
MC-85 to Interstate 10 GP Construct improvements along 99th Ave - | S - S 4.0 |Improvements Underway S 405 401$ B
Scheduled completion in 2010
1-10 to US-60/Grand Ave Tl Complete Bethany Home Rd interchange with - | S 10.0 | $ 9.4 |Construction finished $ 9.4 |$ 9.4 8 -
ramps to/from North Open to traffic
1-10 to US-60/Grand Ave HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 10.0 ] S S3.0 6§ 53.5 |Move forward with present plans S 482 | $ - $ 48.2
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids o
[-10 to US-60/Grand Ave GP Add one lane in each direction 10.0 % S 85.01'S 150.4|Obligated funds are for: S 144 | S 14.4 | $ -
: < Frwy: Mahagemenit Sys construction
~Improvmnts-at Olive, Northern
Defer GP Lanes to Future Phase
1-10 to US-60/Grand:Ave DHOV Construct Direct HOV Ramp to/from - v S 6001 S 68.1 | Defer to future phase S - $ - $ -
1-10/Papago on East
US-60/Grand Ave to 1-17 Ti Construct Beardsley Rd-Union Hills Rd - fl $ 24815 28.8 |Improvements underway S 288 | S 288 | S -
interchange Scheduled completion in Spring 2011
US-60/Grand Ave to I-17 HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 12.0 v $ 64.0 S 64.2 |Move forward with present plans S 578 S - $ 57.8
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
US-60/Grand Ave to 1-17 GP Add one lane in each direction 12.0 hY S 102.01$ 177.8 |Obligated funds are for: S 281 $ 2818 -
= Frwy Management:Sys construction
= Improvmnts:at Thunderbird
; Defer GP Lanes to Future Phase
US-60/Grand Ave to |-17 DHOV Construct Direct HOV Ramp to/from - v $ 72018 81.1"|Defer to future phase S - $ - $ -
1:17/Black Canyon on'the South : R
Totals for Loop 101/Agua Fria Corridor: | $ 470.8 | S 637.3 $ 165.3 | 5 59.4 (S 105.9
Project Type Key:
GP - Generaf Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
TI - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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RTP Phases:
Phase | - FY2006-FY2010
Phase I - FY2011-FY2015

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)

Maricopa Association of Governments

Regional Transportation Plan

';::z: :c::zzgzlf::zzgzzg Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase TENTATIVE SCENARIO
of the Regional Transportation Plan.
Remainder
Estimate for  Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {mites)  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
LOOP 101/PIMA
1-17 to SR-S1 HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 7.0 11 S 370 |5 37.S |Move forward with present plans $ 338 | S S4lS 28.3
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
1-17 to SR-51 GP Add one lane in each direction 7.0 v S S9.0| S 93.S |Move forward with present plans to address $ 84.1|5S SS|S 78.7
highest volumes on the regional loop freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-51 to Princess Dr Tl Construct 64th St interchange - 1 S 166 | $ 31.4 |Construction finished $ 31415 31415 -
Will open after 64th St is complete
SR-S1 to Princess Dr HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 6.0 It S 29.0 | $ 18.8 |Construction finished $ 18.8 | S 188 (S -
Open to traffic
SR-51 to Princess Dr GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0 v S 51.0($ 86.0 {Move forward with present plans to address $ 774 | S 056§ 76.9
highest volumes on the regional loop freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Princess Dr to Shea Bivd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 4.0 | S 220($ 16.4 |Construction finished $ 16.4 | S 16.4 | S -
Open to traffic
Princess Dr to Shea Bivd GP Add one lane in each direction 4.0 v S 340|5 54.4 |Move forward with present pians to address $ 49.0| S - S 49.0
highest volumes on the regional loop freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Shea Blvd to SR-202L/Red Mtn HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 11.0 1 s 61.0 S 46.0 |Construction finished S 46.0 | S 46.0 | S -
Open to traffic
Includes Chaparral improvements
Shea Bivd to SR-202L/Red Mtn GP Add one lane in each direction 11.0 ] S 940 |5 107.7 |Move forward with present plans to address $ 96.9 | S - S 96.9
highest volumes on the regional loop freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Totals for Loop 101/Pima Corridor: | $ 403.6 | S 4916 $ 453.6 | $ 1239 | $ 329.8
LOOP 101/PRICE
SR-202L/Red Mtn to Baseline Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 4.0 | S 2205 18.2 |improvements underway $ 182 | S 182§ -
_ Scheduled completion in Fall 2009 ] B
Baseline Rd to SR-202L/Santan HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 6.0 { S 310 (S 25.9 [Improvements underway $ 259 (S 259 | S -
Scheduled completion in Fall 2009
Baseline Rd to SR-202L/Santan GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0 v S S1.0| S 58.1 |Move forward with present plans to address $ 52.3|S - S $2.3
highest volumes on the regional loop freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Totats for Loop 101/Price Corridor: | § 104.0 | $ 102.2 $ 96.4 | $ 441 | $ 52.3
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
T) - New Traffic Interchange
DHKOV - Direct KOV Ramp connection
Page 4 of 10 fune 2009
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RTP Phases:

Phase | - FY2006-FY2010

Phase Il - FY2011-FY2015
Phase Il - FY2016-FY2020
Phase V- FY2021-FY2026

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor

DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)

Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase
of the Regional Transportation Plan.

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

TENTATIVE SCENARIO

Remainder
Estimate for Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles)  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
SR-143/HOHOKAM
McDowell Rd to I-10/Maricopa T Not identified in 2003 RTP 3.8 | $ - S 36.6 |Improvements identified as s 366 | $ 366 | S -
Funding transferred to SR-143 from deleted SR - Reconstruct Sky Harbor Blvd/SR-202S
153 Sky Harbor Expwy interchange to complete access to/from SR-
143 on the south
- Widen SR-143 overcrossing of Salt River as
needed
Move forward with present plans
ini t hidc
Totals for SR-143/Hohokam Corridor: | $ - S 36.6 $ 36.6 | $ 36.6| S -
LOOP 202/RED MOUNTAIN
1-10/SR-51 to Rural Rd GP Add general purpose lanes 7.0 | S 67.0|S 178.1 |Improvements underway $ 1781 | S 1781 $ -
_ Scheduled compfetion Spring 2011
Rural Rd to SR-101L GP Add general purpose lanes 2.0 1 S 39.0 S 48.8 |Improvements underway $ 48.8 | $ 488 | S -
Scheduled completion Spring 2011
SR-101L to Gilbert Rd HoV Add one HOV lane in each direction 6.0 | S 320 $ 27.4 |improvements underway s 274 S 274 | S -
Scheduled completion Spring 2011
SR-101L to Gilbert Rd GP Add one fane in each direction 6.0 1l S 51.01($ 75.8 |Move forward with present plans s 68.2 | S - S 68.2
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids o
SR-101L to Gilbert Rd Ti Construct Mesa Dr interchange with ramps - [\ S 4618 15.0 |Defer to future phase s - S - S -
to/from West
Gilbert Rd to Higley Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 5.0 il S 27.0|$ 27.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 243 | S - S 24.3
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Gilbert Rd to Higley Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 5.0 I\ S 42.01|5S 57.8 |Defer to future phase S - S - S -
Higley Rd to US-60/Superstition Hov Add one HOV lane in each direction 10.0 v S 5201|$ 53.5 |Move forward with present plans s 48.2 | $ - S 48.2
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Higley Rd to US-60/Superstition GP Add one lane in gach direction 10.0 v $ 8506 136.0 | Defer to future phase $ - S - S -
Higley Rd to US-60/Superstition DHOV Construct Direct HOV.Ramp to/from - Y S 200 | S 22.7 iDefer to future phase $ - $ - S -
US-60/Supersition on the West
Totals for Loop 202/Red Mountain Corridor: | $ 4196 | S 642.2 $ 395.1| S 2544 | S 140.7
LOOP 202/SANTAN
US-60/Supaerstition to Vai Vista Rd Hov Add one HOV lane in each direction 11.0 v S 55.0 S 58.9 |Move forward with present plans $ 53.0 S - S 53.0
B Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
US-60/Superstition to Val Vista'Rd GP Add one.lane in.each direction 11.0 \Y S 93.0 1% 128.9 |Defer to fiture phase $ - S - S -
Val Vista Rd to Dobson Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 7.0 1] S 40.0| S 37.5 |Move forward with present plans $ 33.8 (S - S 33.8
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids o
Val Vista Rd to Dobson Rd GP Add one lane in‘each direction 7.0 v $ 59.0 'S 82.0 |Obligated funds are for Lindsay Rd to Gilbert S 111 S 1.1 S -
Rd multi-maodal:path improvement
‘iDefer GP Lanes to Future Phase I
Dobson Rd to I-10/Maricopa Fwy HOV, DHOV |Add one HOV lane in each direction 5.0 1] 5 470 S 49,5 |Move forward with present plans $ 44.6 | $ - S 44.6
Construct Diract HOV Ramp to/from Interstate Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
10 on the north o
Dobson Rd to I-10/Maricopa Fwy DHOV Construct Direct HOV Ramp to/from - i S 204 1S 22.7 |Move forward with present plans $ 204 |S - S 20.4
SR-101L/Price on the North Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Dobson Rd to I-10/Maricopa Fwy GP Add one lane in each direction 5.0 v S 43.0|$ 57.8 |Defer to future phase $ - S - S -
Totals for toop 202/Santan Corridor: | $§ 3574 | $ 437.3 S 152.8 | $ 11}$ 151.7
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Oceupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
TI - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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RTP Phases:
Phase 1 - FY2006-FY2010
Phase it - FY2011-FY2015

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY (Costs in Millions)

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

::::: :U:::g;f::zzgzzg Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase TENTATIVE SCENARIO
of the Regional Transportation Pian.
Remainder
Estimate for  Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal (miles})  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
LOOP 202/SOUTH MOUNTAIN
[-10/Papago Fwy to I-10/SR-202L Santan GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 22.0 i S 1,067.0 2,472.3 |Move forward with freeway plans for corridor, | $  1,900.0 | $ 61.3|S 1,838.7
lanes in each direction to include:
- HOV Lane in each direction
- Narrow cross-section matching Proposition
300 program construction
- Alignment along S9th Avenue between
Buckeye Rd and I-10
- Reconfigured I-10 interchange to atlow for
future DHOV access to/from East
- Bicycle/Pedestrian Trail between 17th Ave
and 51st Ave
Totals for Loop 202/South Mountain Corridor: | S 1,067.0 2,472.3 $ 1,9000 ;S 613 |S$ 11,8387
LOOP 303
Riggs Rd to SR-801/MC-8S GP Provide for ROW protection for extension of - \Y% S - S0.0 |Defer to future phase S - S - S -
Loop 303 corridor
SR-801/MC-8S to Interstate 10 GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 5.0 i $ 230.0 390.2 |Defer to future phase $ - S - S -
lanes in each direction Finish Environmental Assessment and Design
Concept Report efforts to identify corridor for
ROW preservation by Goodyear
interstate 10/Papago to US-60/Grand GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 15.0 1} S 545.0 1,872.0 |Obligated funds are for advance construction | $ 1,196.4 | S 112.1|$  1,0843
Ave lanes in each direction of Bell Rd, Cactus Rd, and Waddell Rd
interchanges and ROW
Move forward with freeway plans for corridor
to include:
- Narrow cross-section matching Proposition
300 program construction
- Tighter construction of I-10 system
interchange
- interim construction of US-60 interchange
- Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
US-60/Grand Ave to Interstate 17 GP Construct interim facility, 2 general purpose 18.0 ] S 354.8 347.6 |Interim 4 facility under construction S 3476 | S 3476 | S -
__|lanes in each direction Scheduled comptetion in 2011 T . N
US-60/Grand Ave to Interstate 17 GP Expand interim facility with one general 18.0 1l S 290.3 335.4 |Move forward with present plans $ 3019 | S - S 301.9
purpose lane in each direction; finish freeway Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
traffic interchanges
Totals for Loop 303 Corridor: { $  1,420.0 2,995.2 $ 1,8459|S 459.7 | S  1,386.2
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
TI - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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RTP Phases:
Phase | - FY2006-FY2010
Phase Il - FY2011-FY2015

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

:::;: :3::2232115::22522: Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase TENTATIVE SCENARIO
of the Regional Transportation Plan.
Remainder
Estimate for Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal (miles})  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
ARIZONA STATE ROUTE 801 (interstate 10 Reliever)
SR-85.to SR-303L GP Construct interim facility, 1 general purpose 11.0 v S 83.01$ 211.0 |Defer to future phase B - s - $ -
lane-in-each direction Finish Environmental Assessment and Design
Concept Report efforts to identify corridor for
ROW preservation by Buckeye and Goodyear
SR-303L to Avondale Blvd GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 7.0 I\ $ 352.21 8§ 790.5 |Defer to future phase S 135 | $ 135§ -
lanes in-each direction Finish Environmental Assessment.and Design
Concept Report efforts to identify corridor for
ROW preservation by Goodyear and Avondale
Avondale Blvd to SR-202L/South GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 6.0 I\ S 369.8 | S 862.0 |Defer to future phase $ 115 |S 115 | $ -
Mountain lanes in each direction Finish Environmental Assessment and Design
Concept Report efforts to identify corridor for
ROW presetvation by Avondale and Phoenix
Totals for SR-801 Corridor: | § 805.0{$ 1,863.5 $ 25.0| S 250 $ -
SR-802/WILLIAMS GATEWAY
SR-202L to Elisworth Rd GP Construct new freeway,ﬁéig'eneral purpose 2.0 ] S 155.0 | $ 235.3 |Obligated funds are for advance ROW $ 1834 | S 283 1§ 155.1
lanes in'each direction acquisition
Move forward with'plans for Interim four-lane
construction only (includes interchange with
SR-2021/Santan)
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Defer ultimate construction to Future Phase
Elisworth Rd to Meridian Rd GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 3.0 n S 170.0 ]S 236.0 |Defer to future phase $ - S - S -
lanes in each direction Finish Environmental Assessment and Design
Concept Report efforts for entire corridor
(including extension:in Pinal County to US-
60/5R-79} for ROW preservation by Mesa
Totals for SR-802/Williams Gateway Corridor: | $ 325.0| % 471.3 $ 183.4 | $ 283 | $ 155.1
SR-74/CAREFREE HIGHWAY
US-60/Grand Ave to SR-303L GP Construct passing lanes west of Lake Pleasant 25.1 1 S - S 15.1 {Improvements Underway $ 10.1 | $ 101 $ -
Scheduled completion in 2010
SR-303Lto [-17 GP Provide for ROW protection for future Lake 5.4 v $ EEENE N 40.0 |Defer to future phase $ - [Ss - s -
Pleasant Fwy corridor Conduct future Environmental Assessment and
Design Concept Report for freeway corridor
ROW preservation by Peoria and Surprise
Totals for SR-74/Carefree Highway Corridor: | $ - 3 55.1 $ 10.1| S 101 $ -
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
TI - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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RTP Phases:
Phase | - FY2006-FY2010
Phase Il - FY2011-FY2015

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor

DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY (Costs in Millions)

Maricopa Association of Governments

Regional Transportation Plan

::::: :1"::22:21;‘::22322: Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase TENTATIVE SCENARIO
of the Regional Transportation Plan.
Remainder
Estimate for  Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles)  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
SR-85 _
interstate 8 to Hazen Rd GP Convert existing facility inta four-lane divided 29.2 | S 4361S 98.5 |Corridor improvements underway between $ 785 | $ 785 S -
highway Hazen-Rd and Maricopa Rd
ADOT cost opinion includes first phase of
system interchange with Interstate 8
Defer future improvements, including
interstate 8 interchange, to future phase
Hazen Rd to Interstate 10 GP Convert existing facility into four-lane divided 5.6 1 S 749 % 152.5 [Improvements underway $ 64.0 | S 64.0|$ -
highway Scheduled completion in 2011
Defer full freeway section buildout between
Hazen Rd and Interstate 10 to future phase
Totals for SR-85 Corridor: | $ 1186 | $ 251.0 $ 142.5 | $ 1425 | $ -
SR-87 _
Gila County to Shea Blvd GP Construct spot improvements to corridor as 33.7 | S 38.2 | S 49.2 |Improvements from Tonto Nat'l Forest $ 49.2 | $ 49.2 | S -
needed Boundary to Dos S Ranch Rd identified
Includes new Four Peaks Rd interchange
Move forward with present plans
Totals for SR-87 Corridor: | S 382 | $ 49,2 $ 49.2 | S 49.2 | 3 -
SR-88/APACHE TRAIL B B B B
Pinal County to Gila County GP Construct spot improvements to corridor as 33.4 { S 18 $ 1.7 |Improvements at Fish Creek Hill identified $ 1.5 S 1518 -
needed
Move forward with present plans
- ids
Totals for SR-88/Apache Trail Corridor: | $ 1.8|$ 1.7 $ 15§ 15| % -
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
Ti- New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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RTP Phases:

Phase | - FY2006-FY2010
Phase It - FY2011-FY2015
Phase it - FY2016-FY2020
Phase IV- FY2021-FY2026

RTP Segment

Project Type

RTP Proposal

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor

DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY (Costs in Miltions)
Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase
of the Regional Transportation Plan.

Length
(miles)

RTP
Phase

2003 RTP
Estimate

2009 ADOT
Cost Opinion

Proposed Action

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

TENTATIVE SCENARIO

Remainder
Estimate for  Funding for
Proposed obligated Proposed
Action thru FY2010 Action

SYSTEM-WIDE/FREEWAY MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

flowing as smoothly as possible. Efforts in this system-wide category include providing for additional variable message signs,

Freeway Management System S/W Phase | Expenditures - ! S 75|8S 9.8 |Efforts underway $ 985S 98 (S -
Scheduled completion in FY2010
Freeway Management System S/W Phase Il Expenditures - 11 S 181§ 23.6 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 17.7 | S - S 17.7
RTP estimate for Phase II
Freeway Management System S/W Phase lll Expenditures - i} S 419 |S S4.8 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 41.0| S - S 41.0
RTP estimate for Phase IlI
Freeway Management System S/W Phase IV Expenditures - v S 493 s 64.S |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 48.3 15 - S 48.3
RTP estimate for Phase IV
Totals for S/W Freeway Management System Program: | $ 116.8 | S 152.7 $ 116.8 | S 9.8 (S 107.0
SYSTEM-WIDE/MAINTENANCE education, landscaping, and other work items to maintain the condition of the Regional Freeway System.
Landscaping, Liter, Maintenance S/W Phase | Expenditures - i S 4791$ 52.2 |Efforts underway $ 52.2|S S22 |S -
Scheduled completion in FY2010
Landscaping, Liter, Maintenance S/W Phase Il Expenditures - Il S 67.8| S 73.9 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 6655 - S 66.5
RTP estimate for Phase Il
Landscaping, Liter, Maintenance S/W Phase {il Expenditures - il S 7685 83.8 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 754 | S - S 75.4
RTP estimate for Phase I
Landscaping, Liter, Maintenance S/W Phase IV Expenditures - v S 8455 92.1 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 829 |S - S 82.9
RTP estimate for Phase IV
Totals for S/W Maintenance Program: | $ 277.0|$ 302.1 $ 277.0 | $ 522§ 224.8
SYSTEM-WIDE/NOISE MITIGATION those noise mitigation efforts identified in corridor-specific actions. These expenditures include additional noise walls and
Noise Mitigation S/W Phase | Expenditures - 1 S 55.0|$ 67.2 |Efforts underway $ 67.215S 67.215 -
Scheduled completion in FY2010
Noise Mitigation S/W Phase Il Expenditures - 11 S 200 $ 30.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 78S - S 7.8
RTP estimate for Phase Il
Noise Mitigation S/W Phase lil. Expenditures - il S s $ 150.0 |Defer pavement preservation efforts to next | $ - S -
phase
Noise Mitigation S/W Phase IV Expenditures - \Y S - S 150.0 | Defer pavement preservation efforts to next | $ - ) -
phase
Totals for S/W Noise Mitigation Program: | $ 75.01 8 397.2 $ 75.0 | $ 67.2 |5 7.8
SYSTEM-WIDE/RIGHT-OF-WAY period for the Regional Freeway system under Proposition 400.
ROW S/W Phase | Expenditures - | S 400 | S 40.0 |Efforts underway $ 400 | $ 400 $ -
Scheduled completion in FY2010
ROW S/W Phase I Expenditures - il S 40.0|S 40.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 400 | S - S 40.0
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
ROW S/W Phase (Il Expenditures - [t S 400 S 40.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 40.0 | S - S 40.0
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
ROW S/W Phase IV Expenditures - v S 170 | S 17.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 17.0| S - S 17.0
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Totals for S/W Right-of-Way Program: | $ 137.0| $ 137.0 $ 1370 S 40.0| S 97.0
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicie Lane Widening
TI - New Traffic interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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RTP Phases:
Phase | - FY2006-FY2010
Phase Il - FY2011-FY2015

Table 1 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Corridor
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY (Costs in Miltions)

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

i:::: :U:::S;f:::g:: Note: Shaded segments represent projects recommended for partial or full deferral to a future phase TENTATIVE SCENARIO
of the Regional Transportation Plan.
Remainder
Estimate for  Funding for
Length RTP 2003 RTP 2009 ADQT Proposed obligated Proposed
RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal (miles}  Phase Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
SYSTEM-WIDE/DESIGN throughout the period for the Regional Freeway system under Proposition 400. Expenditures include the administration of the
Design S/W Phase | Expenditures - 1 $ 1121 | $ 142.4 iEfforts underway $ 142.4 | $ 142418 -
Scheduled completion in FY2010
Design S/W Phase Il Expenditures - 1] S 103.8 | $ 131.9 {Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 91.7 | $ - $ 91.7
RTP estimate for Phase Il
Design S/W Phase {Il Expenditures - 1)} $ 988 $ 125.5 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 873 |$ - S 87.3
RTP estimate for Phase il|
Design SIW Phase IV Expenditures - Y% S 57518 73.0 [Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 50.8 | $ - S 50.8
RTP estimate for Phase IV
Totals for S/W Design Program: | $ 3722 | $ 472.8 $ 3722 | S 142.4 |8 229.8
SYSTEM-WIDE/MINOR PROJECTS improvements on the Regional Freeway System under Proposition 400. Examples include, but may not be limited to, arterial
Minor Projects S/W Phase | Expenditures - | S 1.3(9$ 7.9 |Efforts underway S 798 79|$ -
Scheduled completion in FY2010
Minor Projects S/W Phase il Expenditures - I $ 26|88 15.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 04158 - S 2.6
RTP estimate for Phase [l
Minor Projects S/IwW Phase Ill Expenditures - it $ 26|98 15.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the original | $ 043 - S 2.6
RTP estimate for Phase i
Minor Projects SIW Phase IV Expenditures - v $ 2618 15.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the originat | $ 043 - S 2.6
RTP estimate for Phase IV
Totals for S/W Minor Projects Program: | § 9.0($ 52.9 $ 9153 7918 7.8
Remainder
Estimate for Funding for
2003 RTP 2005 ADOT Proposed obligated Proposed
Estimate | Cost Opinion Action thru FY2010 Action
Totals for Regional Freeway and Highway Program: | $ 9,416.7 | $ 15,9313 $ 94968 )% 262285 6,880.6
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
Ti - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

TENTATIVE SCENARIO

Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions}
Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 2009

Estimate for  Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
PHASE | - FY2006 TO FY2010
1-10 Papago SR-303L to Dysart Rd T Construct Bullard Ave interchange - S 9218 13.7 |{Construction finished S 9.7 |5 971(s -
B ; Open ta traffic 7
1-10 Papago SR-101L/Agua Fria to I-17/Black Canyon GP Add one lane in each direction 708 790 | $ 424.0 {Repackage project to match RTP funding; $ 79.0($ 172 |8 61.8
Reprogram construction to match timing of
SR-202L/South Mountain connection at 59th
Avenue
I-10 Maricopa 40th St to Baseline Rd {CD Roads} GP,HOV |Construct Local-Express Lane system, 6018 3800 | $ 495.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 446.1 1 $ 1818 428.0
consisting of: Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
- Reconstruct SR-143 interchange
- Add two general purpase lanes in each
direction
- Add ane HOV lane in sach direction
-17 Black Canyon  |SR-101L/Agua Fria and-Pima Fwys to SR-| GP, HOV:- Add one general purpose and one HOV lane 9.0 |$ 169.01 $ 330.6. {improvements underway S 3306 | $ 3306 | $ -
74/Carefree Hwy in each direction Scheduled completion in Spring 2010
-17 Black Canyon ' -{SR-101L/Agua Fria and Pima Fwys to SR- T Construct Jomax Rd and Dixileta-Rd - S 2761 S 41.2¢|Construction finished S 41.2 | $ 4128 -
74/Carefree Hwy interchanges Opened to traffic
US-60 Grand SR-303L to SR-101L/Agua Fria GP Add one lane in each direction 100 $ 390 $ 51.2 |Move forward with present plans S 51.2 | $ 51.2|$ -
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
us-60 Grand SR-101L/Agua Fria to Van Buren St GP Add one lane in each direction 110 | 8 300 | $ 48.7 |Move forward with present plans S 48.7 | S 48.7 | $ -
83rd Ave to 99th Ave Plans ready to bid
Spot Improvements throughout corridor in
Glendale and Phoenix
Us-60 Superstition 1-10 to SR-101L/Price Fwy GP ‘Add one lane‘in each direction 4518 9.01% 25.0°"{Impravements underway $ 25.0|$ 250 (S -
Scheduled completion in Fali 2010
Us-60 Superstition Val Vista Dr to Power Rd GP, HOV:  |Add two general purpose lanes and one HOV 408 850 % 96.0|Construction finished $ 96.0 | $ 96.0 | $ -
lane in each direction " |Gpen to traffic
us-93 us-93 Yavapai County to Wickenburg GP Construct interim Wickenburg Bypass 341§ 240 | S 31.6 |Improvements underway $ 316 | S 316|$ -
Scheduled completion in Spring 2010
SR-51 Piestawa SR-101L/Pima to Shea Blvd HOV, DHOV |- Add one HOV lane in each direction 6018 52.0(8$ 51.3 |Construction finished S 51318 51318 -
- Construct:direct: HOV ramip to Open to traffic
SR-101L/Pima on:the east
5R-101L Agua Fria MC-85 to interstate 10 GP - [Constructimprovements along 99th Ave - s - S 4.0 (Improvements Underway $ 4.0 S 408 -
| Scheduled completion in 2010 . _ -
SR-101L Agua Fria [-10 to US-60/Grand Ave Tl Complete Bethany Home Rd interchange - $ 10018 9.4 {Construction finished $ 945 948 -
with ramps to/from North Open to traffic
SR-101L Pima SR-S1 to Princess Dr T Construct 64th St interchange - $ 16,613 31.4- |Construction finished $ 3148 314 | $ -
Will open after 64th St is complete o
SR-101L Pima Princess Dr to Shea' Bivd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 4016 2208 16:4:|Canstruction finished $ 16.4 | $ 164 | $ -
|Open to traffic
SR-101L Pima Shea Blvd to SR-202L/Red Mtn HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 11.0°§ 61018 ~46.0 |Construction finished $ 46,013 46.0 | $ -
Openi to traffic
Includes Chaparral improvements _
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
Tt - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp cannectian
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Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions}

Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 200S.

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

TENTATIVE SCENARIO

Estimate for Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
SR-101L Price SR-202L/Red Mtn to Baseline Rd HoV Add one HOV lane in each direction 40($ 220($ 18.2 |improvements underway $ 18.2°| S 182 |$ -
Scheduled completion in Fall 2009
SR-101L Price Baseline:Rd to SR-202L/Santan HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 6.0(S 31.01$ 25.8 (Improvements underway $ 259 (S 259§ -
Scheduled completion in Fall 2009
SR-143 Hohokam McDoweil Rd to 1-10/Maricopa Tl Not identified in 2003 RTP 388§ - S 36.6 |Improvements identified as S 36.6 | S 36.6(S
Funding transferred to SR-143 from deleted - Reconstruct Sky Harbor Blvd/SR-202S
SR-153 Sky Harbor Expwy interchange to complete access to/from SR~
143 on the south
- Widen SR-143 overcrossing of Salt River as
needed
Move forward with present plans
1 nurar coct dria tn racont hide
SR-202L| Red Mountain  |I-10/SR-51:to Rural Rd GP Add general purpose lanes 7018 67.0 | S 178.1 |Improvements underway $ 178.1 | $ 178.1 | $ -
Scheduled completion Spring 2011
SR-202L| Red Mountain’ |Rural Rd to SR-101L GP Add general purpose lanes 20|58 39.0 $ 48.8°|Improvements underway $ 48.8 | S 488 | $ -
Scheduled completion Spring 2011
SR-202L| Red Mountain |SR-101L to Gilbert Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each’direction 60]$ 32018 27,4 |Improvements underway $ 27.4|$ 274 |3 -
Scheduled completion Spring 2011
SR-303L Estrella US-60/Grand Ave to interstate 17 GP Construct interim facility, 2 general purpose 18.0(°S 3548 (S 347.6 |interim 4-l facility under construction $ 347.6 | $ 3476 | S -
lanes in each direction Scheduled completion in 2011
SR-74 Carefree Hwy  |US-60/Grand Ave to SR-303L GP Construct passing lanes west of Lake 251 |$ - S 15.1 Improvements Underway $ 1011 $ 101 $ -
Pleasant Scheduled completion in 2010
SR-85 SR-85 Interstate 8 to Hazen Rd GP Convert existing facility into four-lane 29.2 | S 436 | S 98.5 |Corridor improvements underway between | $ 78.5 | S 785 |$ -
divided highway Hazen Rd and Maricopa Rd
ADOT.cost opinion includes first phase of
systeminterchange with Interstate 8
Defer future improvements, including
Intorctata R int t tn futnra nhaco
SR-85 SR-85 Hazen Rd to Interstate 10 GP Convert existing facility into four-lane 56|$ 749 | S 152.5 |improvements underway $ 64.0 S 64.0 | $ -
divided highway Scheduled completionin 2011
Defer full freeway section buildout between
Hazen Rd and Interstate 10 to future phase
SR-87 Beeline Hwy Gila County to Shea Bivd GP Construct spot improvements to corridor as 337 (S 382 | S 49.2 [improvements from Tonto Nat'l Forest $ 49.2 | $ 4921S
needed Boundary to Dos S Ranch Rd identified
Includes new Four Peaks Rd interchange
Move forward with present plans
Lower rost oninion due to recent hids
SR-88 Apache Trail Pinal County to Gila County GP Construct spot improvements to corridor as 334 | S 18|$ 1.7 |Improvements at Fish Creek Hill identified S 15|$ 15|$ -
needed
Move forward with present plans
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupanty Vehicle Lane Widening
Ti - New Traffic interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY (Costs in Millions)

Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 2009 TENTATIVE SCENARIO
Estimate for  Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated  for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
S/W FMS Freeway Management System S/wW Phase | Expenditures - S 7518 9.8 |Efforts underway. S 9.81$ 981§ -
- Scheduled completion in FY2010
S/W Maintenance  |Landscaping, Liter, Maintenance S/W Phase 1 Expenditures - S 479 |8 52.2 |Efforts underway: $ 5228 522 S -
Scheduled compietion in FY2010
S/wW Noise Mitigation ‘|Noise Mitigation S/W Phase 't Expenditures : - S 55.0 $ 67.2°|Efforts underway $ 67.2 | $ 67.21S -
Scheduled completion in FY2010
S/wW ROW ROW S/W Phase| Expenditures - $ 40.0 | $ 40,0 |Efforts underway $ 40.0 | $ 400 S -
o i Scheduled completion in FY2010 - I
S/wW Design Design S/W Phase | Expenditures - s 1121 $ 142.4 |Efforts underway $ 1424 | $ 1424 | S -
Scheduled completion in FY2010
S/wW Park N Ride Minor Projects S/w Phase | Expenditures . . - S 1318 7.9 |Efforts underway $ 79 S 7918 -
o Scheduled completion in FY2010
REGIONAL FREEWAY AND HIGHWAY PROGRAM TOTALS FOR PHASE 1 - FY2006 TO FY2010: | $ 11,9816 | $ 3,034.6 $ 2523.1]$ 20333 |$ 489.8
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
i~ New Traffic interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY (Costs in Miltions)

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 2009 TENTATIVE SCENARIO
Estimate for  Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated  for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
PHASE Il - FY2011 TO FY2015
1-10 Papago SR-303L to Dysart Rd GP, HOV' ' |Add.onhe general purpose and one HOV lare 501§ 54.0 ;S 109.4.|Improvements underway $ 109.4 | $ 1094 | $ -
1_ in‘each direction .- ‘|Scheduled completion in Fall 2011
1-10 Papago SR-303L to Dysart Rd Tl Construct Perryville Rd interchange - S 9218 23.4 |Move forward with present plans $ 21118 - S 211
Lower cost apinion due to recent bids
1-10 Papago Dysart-Rd to SR-101L GP, HOV . |Add one general purpose and one HOV lane 6.0 5% 57.0§ 63.3'|Improvements underway $ 61.7 | S 61.7 | S -
in each direction Scheduted completion in Fall 2011
i-10 Maricopa SR-51 to 40th St (CD Roads) GP Add General Purpose Lanes 30| 120014 S - Defer general purpose lane constructionto | $ 3003 - S 30.0
future phase
Retain budget for reconstruction of West
PHX Sky Harbor traffic interchange for
securitv purposes
1-10 Maricopa Baseline Rd to SR-202L/Santan GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0|8S 530|9S 234.1 |Move forward with present plans s 2024 | S 81|58 194.3
Reconstruct 1-10 approach to Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
US-60/Superstition system interchange
1-10 Maricopa SR-202L/Santan to Riggs Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 60|S 230 S 34.5 |Move forward with present plans $ 311 S - S 311
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
1-10 Maricopa SR-202L/Santan to Riggs Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 60|S 230 | 34.5 |Move forward with present plans $ 31.1 (S 02]$ 30.9
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
1-17 Black Canyon  [Arizona Canal to SR-101L/Agua Fria and GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0|S 53.0 | $ 135.1 |Move forward with present plans $ 121.6 | S 68| 114.8
Pima Fwys Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Us-60 Grand SR-303L to SR-101L/Agua Fria GP Construct up to two additional grade 100 | $ 64.01 S 63.2 |Move forward with present plans s 63.21$ - S 63.2
separated traffic interchanges at locations toj Lower cost apinion due to recent bids
be determined
uUs-60 Grand SR-101L/Agua Fria to Van Buren St GP Construct at-grade intersection 11.0 | $ 200 | S 23.3 [Move forward with present plans $ 233 (S 2335 -
improvements at locations to be determined Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Us-60 Superstition Crismon Rd to Meridian Rd T Construct Meridian Rd interchange with - S 46 (S 8.8 [Move forward with present plans $ 79 S - S 7.9
_ _ ramps to/from West __|Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L Agua Fria US-60/Grand Ave to I-17 Tl Construct Beardsley Rd-Union Hills Rd - S 248 28:8: Improvements underway s 288 | $ 2885 -
o interchange Scheduled completion in Spring 2011
SR-101L Pima I-17 to SR-51 HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 70|58 3708 37.5 [Move forward with present plans s 338 |9S 54|65 28.3
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L Pima SR-51 to Princess Dr HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 6.0|$ 29.0 (S 18.8 |Construction finished $ 18.8 | S 188 |$ -
Open to traffic
SR-101L Pima Shea Blvd to SR-202L/Red Mtn GP Add one lane in each direction 11018 94.0 | S 107.7 |Move forward with present plans to address | $ 96.9 S - S 96.9
highest volumes on the regional loop
freeways
Lower cost ¢pinion due to recent bids Jd
SR-202L| Red Mountain |SR-101L to Gilbert Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 60|S 510 | $ 75.8 |Move forward with present plans s 68.2 S - S 68.2
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-202L Santan Val Vista Rd to Dobson Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 708 200 | $ 37.5 {Move forward with present plans $ 3385 - S 33.8
| | Lower cost apinion due to recent bids
SR-202L Santan Dobson Rd to |-10/Maricopa Fwy HOV, DHOV |Add one HOV lane in each direction 50|$ 470 $ 49.5 |Move forward with present plans $ 44.6 | S - S 44.6
Construct Direct HOV Ramp to/from Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Interstate 10 on the north
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicie Lane Widening
Tt - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)

Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 2009. TENTATIVE SCENARIO
Estimate for Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated  for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
SR-202L| South Mountain [(I-10/Papago Fwy to [-10/SR-202L Santan| GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 220]$ 10670 $ 2,472.3 |Move forward with freeway plans for $ 1,900.0 S 613 |$ 11,8387
lanes in each direction corridor, to include:
- HOV Lane in each direction
- Narrow cross-section matching Proposition
300 program construction
- Alignment along 59th Avenue between
Buckeye Rd and [-10
- Reconfigured [-10 interchange to allow for
future DHOV access to/from East
- Bicycle/Pedestrian Trail between 17th Ave
and 51st Ave
SR-303L Estrella Interstate 10/Papago to US-60/Grand GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 150 | $ 545.0 | $§ 1,872.0 |Obligated funds are for advance $ 1,196.4 (S 112.1|$  1,0843
Ave lanes in each direction construction of Bell Rd, Cactus Rd, and
Waddell Rd interchanges and ROW
Move forward with freeway plans for
corridor to include:
- Narrow cross-section matching Proposition
300 program construction
- Tighter construction of [-10 system
interchange
- interim construction of US-60 interchange
- Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-303L Estrella US-60/Grand Ave to Interstate 17 GP Expand interim facility with one general 180 (S 2903 S 335.4 |Move forward with present plans $ 3019 | S - S 301.9
purpose lane in each direction; finish Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
freeway traffic interchanges
S/W FMS Freeway Management System S/W Phase Il Expenditures - S 181 (S 23.6 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 17.7 | $ - S 17.7
original RTP estimate for Phase Il
S/W Maintenance  (Landscaping, Liter, Maintenance S/W Phase Il Expenditures - S 67.8 S 73.9 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 66.5 S - S 66.5
original RTP estimate for Phase i
S/W Noise Mitigation [Noise Mitigation S/W Phase i Expenditures - S 200 $ 30.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 78|S - S 7.8
o original RTP estimate for Phase |}
S/W ROW ROW S/W Phase 1] Expenditures - S 40.0 | $ 40.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 40.0 | $ - S 40.0
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
S/W Design Design S/W Phase |l Expenditures - S 103.8 | $ 131.9 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 91.7 | $ - S 91.7
original RTP estimate for Phase i
S/W Park N Ride Minor Projects S/wW Phase Il Expenditures - S 269 15.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 04(5S - S 2.6
original RTP estimate for Phase [l
REGIONAL FREEWAY AND HIGHWAY PROGRAM TOTALS FOR PHASE Il - FY2011 TO FY2015: | $  2,958.1 | $  6,075.2 $ 4,649.8(S 4359 |$ 42161
Project Type Key:
GP- General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
Tt - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase

DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions}

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

5/W - System-wide Project

Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 2009 TENTATIVE SCENARIO
Estimate for Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
PHASE Il - FY2016 TO FY2020
-17 Black Canyon  [i-10/Maricopa {Split) to I-10/Papago HOoV Add one HOV lane in each direction 7.0 77.0|$ 81.5 {Segment in need of rehabilitation, $ 4000 | S 45|$ 395.5
{Stack) improvements to include:
- Add one HOV lane in each direction
- Add one GP lane in each direction
- Improve service interchange ramp
connectinns and 1-17 Frontase Roads
1-17 Black Canyon 1-10/Papago {Stack) to Arizona Canal GP Add General Purpose Lanes 7.0 1,000.0 | § 962.3 |Revise design plan to include: $ 600.0 | S 23($ 597.7
{number unspecified and to be determined - Add one GP lane in each direction
from study} - Improve service interchange ramp
connections and 1-17 Frontage Roads
Us-60 Superstition Crismon Rd to Meridian Rd HOV Add one HOV fane in each direction 2.0 31.0|$ 30.2 |Move forward with present plans $ 27218 - s 27.2
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L Agua Fria 1-10 to US-60/Grand Ave HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 10.0 53.0 | $ 53.S |Move forward with present pians $ 48.2 S - S 48.2
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-202L Red Mountain  |Gilbert Rd to Higley Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 5.0 2708 27.0 {Move forward with present plans $ 243§ - s 243
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-202L Santan Dobson Rd to i-10/Maricopa Fwy DHOV Construct Direct HOV Ramp to/from - 204 S 22.7 |Move forward with present plans $ 204 | S - S 204
SR-101L/Price on the North Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-802 | Williams Gateway |SR-202L to Eilsworth Rd GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 2.0 155.0 | § 235.3 |Obligated funds are for advance ROW $ 183.4 | $ 283|$ 155.1
lanes in each direction acquisition
Move forward with plans for interim four-
lane construction only {includes interchange
with SR-202L/Santan}
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Defer uitimate construction to Future Phase
S/W EMS Freeway Management System S/wW Phase (il Expenditures - 41915 54.8 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the S 41.0|S - S 41.0
original RTP estimate for Phase il
S/wW Maintenance Landscaping, Liter, Maintenance S/wW Phase Il Expenditures - 768 1 $ 83.8 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 75.4 | % - S 75.4
original RTP estimate for Phase il
S/W Noise Mitigation |Noise Mitigation S/wW Phase H| Expenditures - - S 150.0 |Defer pavement preservation efforts to next | $ - S - s -
hase
S/W ROW ROW S/W Phase Il Expenditures - 400 | S 40.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 400 | S - S 40.0
Lower cost apinion due to recent bids
S/W Design Design S/wW Phase lil Expenditures - 98.8 | $ 125.5 {Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 87.3|$ - s 87.3
_ original RTP estimate for Phase il
S/W Park N Ride Minor Projects S/W Phase 1 Expenditures - 26| 15.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 0453 - S 2.6
original RTP estimate for Phase il
REGIONAL FREEWAY AND HIGHWAY PROGRAM TOTALS FOR PHASE 1I1 - FY2016 TO FY2020: 1,6235|$ 1,8381.6 $ 1,5475 (S 3518 1,514.7
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicte Lane Widening
T - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct KOV Ramp tonnection
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)

Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 2009 TENTATIVE SCENARIO
Estimate for  Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated  for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
PHASE IV - FY2021 TO FY2026
1-10 Papago SR-85 t0.SR-303L GP Add one fane.in each direction; 5.0($ 442| S 46.9 |Improvements underway $ 29.9 | S 299(S -
Sarival Ave to Verrado Way Funded by ARRA
Scheduled completion in Fall 2011
1-10 Maricopa SR-202L/Santan to Riggs Rd TI Construct Chandler Heights Rd interchange - S 138 S 25.4 {Move forward with present plans $ 229 (S - S 229
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
117 Black Canyon  [SR-101L/Agua Fria and Pima Fwys to SR- Tl Construct Dove Valley Rd interchange - S 1841 S 22.7 |Construction underway $ 22,7 (S 227 S -
74/Carefree Hwy Advanced by the!City of Phoenix Scheduled completion in Summer 2010
1-17 Black Canyon  [SR-74/Carefree Hwy to Anthem Way GP,HOV  |Add one general purpose and one HOV lane 50($ 720|$ 117.9 [Improvements underway $ 16.8 | $ 168 | S -
in each direction - Add one GP lane in each direction
- Funded by ARRA
- Scheduled compiletion in Fall 2010
Defer urban section and HOV lanes to Future|
Phase
SR-101L Agua Fria 1-10 to US-60/Grand Ave GP Add one lane in each direction 10.0|-S 850 | S 150.4 |Obligated funds are for: $ 14.4 | S 14.4 | S -
- Frwy Management Sys construction
- Improvmnts at Olive, Northern
SR-101L Agua Fria US-60/Grand Ave to |-17 HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 120 S 64.0 | S 64.2 |Move forward with present plans $ 57.816¢ - S 57.8
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
1-10 Papago Dysart Rd to SR-101L TI Construct E} Mirage Rd interchange - S 173 |S 22.5 |[Move forward with present plans $ 19.8| S - $ 19.8
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L Pima 1-17 to SR-51 GP Add one lane in each direction 70|$ 59.0{$ 93.5 |Move forward with present plans to address| $ 84.1|$ 55| 78.7
highest volumes on the regional loop
freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L Pima SR-51 to Princess Dr GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0|S 51.0($ 86.0 |Move forward with present plans to address | $ 77.4| S 05(S$ 769
highest volumes on the regional loop
freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L Pima Princess Dr to Shea Blvd GP Add one lane in each direction 405 34015 54.4 |Move forward with present plans to address| $ 49.0 | S - S 49.0
highest volumes on the regional loop
freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-101L Price Baseline Rd to SR-202L/Santan . GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0($ 51.0 | $ 58.1 |Move forward with present plans to address | $ 523 (S - $ 52.3
highest volumes on the regional loop
freeways
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-202L Red Mountain [Higley Rd to US-60/Superstition HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 10.0 | S 520]8S 53.5 |Move forward with present ptans s 48215 - S 48.2
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
SR-202L Santan Val Vista Rd to Dobson Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 7.0|$ 59.0 | $§ 82.0 |Obligated funds are for Lindsay.Rd to Gilbert| $ 118 1.11($ -
Rd multi-modal path improvement
Defer GP Lanes to Future Phase
SR-202L Santan US-60/Superstition to Val Vista Rd HOV Add one HOV lane in each direction 110 | S 550 S 58.9 |Move forward with present plans $ 53.0($ - S 53.0
| Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
Project Type Key:
GP - Generat Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
Ti - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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Maricapa Assaciation of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)

Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 2009. TENTATIVE SCENARIO
Estimate for  Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated  for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles} Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
SR-801 Gila River SR-303L to Avondale Bivd GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 70($ 3522 (% 790.5 |Finish Environmental Assessment and $ 135 | $ 135 | ¢ -
lanes in each direction Design Concept Report efforts to identify
corridor for ROW preservation by Goodyear
and Avondale
SR-801 Gila River Avondale Blvd to SR-202L/South GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 6015 369.8 | S 862.0 |Finish Environmental Assessment and $ 11.5|$ 115 S -
Mountain lanes in each direction Design Concept Report efforts to identify
corridor for ROW preservation by Avondale
and Phoenix
SR-101L Agua Fria US-60/Grand Ave to [-17 GP Add one lane in each direction 12.0($ 1020 (S 177.8 {Obligated funds are for: S 28|5S 281|5$ -
- Frwy Management Sys construction
- improvmnts at Thunderbird
Defer GP Lanes to Future Phase
S/W FMS Freeway Management System S/W Phase IV Expenditures - S 493 |$ 64.5 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 483 | S - S 483
1 original RTP estimate for Phase IV -
S/w Maintenance Landscaping, Liter, Maintenance S/w Phase IV Expenditures - S 845 (S 92.1 {Reprogram cost opinion to match the S 829 (S - S 82.9
original RTP estimate for Phase |V
S/W Noise Mitigation [Noise Mitigation S/W Phase [V Expenditures - S - S 150.0 |Defer pavement preservation efforts to next | $ - S - S -
phase
S/wW ROW ROW S/wW Phase [V Expenditures - S 170§ 17.0 |Move forward with present plans $ 17.0| $ - S 17.0
Lower cost opinion due to recent bids
S/wW Design Design S/W Phase [V Expenditures - S 5751]$ 73.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the S 50.8|5$ - S 50.8
original RTP estimate for Phase [V
S/w Park N Ride Minor Projects S/w Phase IV Expenditures - S 26|S 15.0 |Reprogram cost opinion to match the $ 04($ - S 2.6
original RTP estimate for Phase IV
REGIONAL FREEWAY AND HIGHWAY PROGRAM TOTALS FOR PHASE IV - FY2021 TO FY2026: | $ 1,710.5| $  3,178.3 S 776.4 | $ 1186 | $ 660.0
Project Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
T - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase
DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY {Costs in Millions)

Maricopa Association of Governments

Regional Transportation Plan

Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of June 2009. TENTATIVE SCENARIO
Estimate for  Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated  for Proposed
Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
PHASE V - FY2027 TO FY2030
SR-85 SR-85 Interstate 8 to Hazen Rd GP Convert existing facility into full freeway, 29218 436 (S 98.5 |Deferred from Phase ( $ 2003 | $ - S 2003
including interchange with Interstate 8
_ 5R-85 ~_ SR-85 Hazen Rd to Interstate 10 GP Convert existing facility into full freeway 56 (8% 7489 | $ 152.5 |Deferred from Phase | /% 8855 - 88.5
1-10 Maricopa SR-51 to 40th St (CD Roads) GP Add General Purpose Lanes 30|58 1200 | S - Deferred from Phase 1| S 496.3 | $ - S 496.3
Us-60 Superstition SR-101L/Price to Val Vista Dr Ti Construct Lindsay Rd interchange with - S 46! 8.8 |Deferred from Phase 11 $ 7.7 |8 - S 7.7
ramps to/from West
SR-303L Estrella SR-801/MC-85 to Interstate 10 GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 50|58 2300 $ 390.2 |Deferred from Phase 1li $ 3434 | S - S 343.4
lanes in each direction
SR-802 | Williams Gateway |SR-202L to Ellsworth Rd GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 208 155.0 | $§ 235.3 |Full six-lanes deferred from Phase Hf $ 509 | $ - S 50.9
lanes in each direction
SR-802 | Williams Gateway |Ellsworth Rd to Meridian Rd GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 3018 170.0 | $ 236.0 |Deferred from Phase H $ 207.7 | S - S 207.7
lanes in each direction
S/W Noise Mitigation |Noise Mitigation S/wW Phase Ill Expenditures - S - S 150.0 |Pavement preservation deferred S 150.0 1 $ - S 150.0
1-10 Papago SR-85 to SR-303L GP Add one lane in each direction; 708 61.8 | S 50.5 |Deferred from Phase IV s 44415 - S 44.4
Verrado Way to SR-85
)-10 Papago Dysart Rd to SR-101L Tl Construct El Mirage Rd interchange - S 173 $ 22.5 |Deferred from Phase IV S 19.8 | $ - S 19.8
1-17 Black Canyon Anthem Way to New River Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 308§ 26.0 S 25.0 |Deferred from Phase IV $ 220 S - S 220
US-60 Grand SR-101L/Agua Fria to Van Buren St T Construct up to three additional arterial 11.0 | $ 97.0 | $ 97.0 |Deferred from Phase IV $ 85.4 | S - S 85.4
grade separated traffic interchanges at
locations to be determined
SR-51 Piestawa SR-101L/Pima to Shea Blvd GP Add one lane in each direction 6.0 S 51.0 | § 81.7 |Deferred from Phase |V $ 719 | § - S 71.9
SR-101L Agua Fria 1-10 to US-60/Grand Ave GP Add one lane in each direction 100 | §$ 85.0 | $ 150.4 |Deferred from Phase IV S 1323 | $ - S 1323
SR-101L Agua Fria 1-10 to US-60/Grand Ave DHOV Construct Direct HOV Ramp to/from - S 60.0 | S 68.1 |Deferred from Phase IV S 59.9 | $ - S 59.9
1-10/Papago on East
SR-101L Agua Fria US-60/Grand Ave to I-17 GP Add one lane in each direction 120 S 102.0 | $ 177.8 |Deferred from Phase IV $ 156.5 | 5 - S 156.5
SR-101L Agua Fria US-60/Grand Ave to I-17 DHOV Construct Direct HOV Ramp to/from - S 72.0|S 81.1 |Deferred from Phase IV $ 714 | S - S 71.4
I-17/Black Canyon on the South
SR-202L Red Mountain  |SR-101L to Gilbert Rd Tl Construct Mesa Dr interchange with ramps - S 46 (S 15.0 |Deferred from Phase IV S 13.2 | $ - S 13.2
to/from West
SR-202L Red Mountain__|Gilbert Rd to Higley Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 501(8$ 420 S 57.8 |Deferred from Phase IV S 50.9 | $ - S 509
SR-202L| Red Mountain | Higley Rd to US-60/Superstition GP Add one lane in each direction 100 S 850 S 136.0 |Deferred from Phase IV $ 119.7 | $ - S 119.7
SR-202L Red Mountain  [Higley Rd to US-60/Superstition DHOV Construct Direct HOV Ramp to/from - S 200 S 22.7 |Deferred from Phase IV S 20.0| S - S 20.0
US-60/Supersition on the West
SR-202L Santan US-60/Superstition to Val Vista Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 11.0 | $ 9308 128.9 |Deferred from Phase iV S 1134 | $ - S 113.4
SR-202L Santan Val Vista Rd to Dobson Rd GP Add one lane in each direction 70 (% 59.0|$ 82.0 |Deferred from Phase iV $ 722§ - $ 72.2
SR-202L Santan Dobson Rd to I-10/Maricopa Fwy GP Add one lane in each direction 50§ 43.0 | $ 57.8 |Deferred from Phase vV $ 509 | $ - $ 50.9
SR-303L Estrella Riggs Rd to SR-801/MC-85 GP Provide for ROW protection for extension of - S - $ 50.0 |Deferred from Phase iV $ - S - S -
Loop 303 corridor -
SR-801 Gila River SR-85 to SR-303L GP Construct interim facility, 1 general purpose 110 $ 83.0 S 211.0 |Deferred from Phase IV $ 185.7 | $ - S 185.7
lane in each direction
SR-801 Gila River SR-303L to Avondale Blvd GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 7.018§ 3522 |8 790.5 |Deferred from Phase IV S 695.6 | S - S 695.6
B _ tanes in each direction o | I
SR-801 Gila River Avondale Blvd to SR-202L/South GP Construct new freeway, 3 general purpose 60/$ 369.8 | S 862.0 |Deferred from Phase |V $ 758.6 | S - S 758.6
Mountain lanes in each direction
SR-74 Carefree Hwy  |SR-303Lto I-17 GP Provide for ROW protection for future Lake 5418 - S 40.0 |Deferred from Phase IV $ 40.0 | S - S 40.0
o Pleasant Fwy corridor
S/W Noise Mitigation |Noise Mitigation S/W Phase iV Expenditures - S - S 150.0 |Pavement preservation deferred $ - S - S 150.0
REGIONAL FREEWAY AND HIGHWAY PROGRAM TOTALS FOR PHASE V - FY2026 TOFY2030: | S 2,521.9 | $ 4,479.1 $ 43285|$ - $ 43285
Praject Type Key:
GP - General Purpose Lane Widening
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
TI - New Traffic Interchange
DHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection
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Table 2 - Regional Freeway and Highway Program - By Phase

DRAFT - PROGRAM STILL UNDER STUDY (Costs in Millions}
Note: Shaded segments represent Proposition 400 construction projects completed or underway as of june 2008.

Maricopa Association of Governments
Regional Transportation Plan

TENTATIVE SCENARIO

Estimate for Funding Remainder
Length 2003 RTP 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated  for Proposed

Route Corridor RTP Segment Project Type RTP Proposal {miles) Estimate  Cost Opinion Proposed Action Action thru FY2010 Action
Estimate for Funding Remainder
2003 RTP | 2009 ADOT Proposed obligated | for Proposed

Estimate | Cost Opinion Action thru FY2010 Action
Totals for Regional Freeway and Highway Program: | $ 9,416.7 | $ 15,931.3 $ 13,825.2|$ 2,622.8| S5 11,209.0

Project Type Key:

GP - General Purpose Lane Widening

HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Lane Widening
Tt - New Traffic Interchange

OHOV - Direct HOV Ramp connection

S/W - System-wide Project

Page 10 of 10

June 2009
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warranty, expressed or implied, as to its accuracy and expressly
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Regional trans portation facilities in Pinal C ounty
are planned by the Central Arizona Association of
Governments (CAAG).
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New Traffic Interchange
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Vehicle Ramp Connection

Grand Avenue Corridor Improvements
New High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes
New General Purpose Lanes

Corridor Capacity Improvements

Long Term Capacity Improvements
New Freeway/Highway Construction

Interim C orridor Development

Right of Way Preservation
County Boundary
Existing Freeway

Other Roads

Alignments for new freeway, highway, arterial,
and light rail/high capacity transit facilities will
be determined following the completion of

appropriate design and environmental studies.
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While every effort has been made to ensure the accuracy of this
information, the Maricopa Association of Governments makes no
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Alignments for new freeway, highway, arterial,

and light rail/high capacity transit facilities will
be determined following the completion of

appropriate design and environmental studies.

(©2009, All Rights Reserved

2010 Update
Regional Transportation Plan

REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION
PLAN

MARICOPA
M ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Recommended RTP
Segment Projects for
Deferral to Future Phase

-Freeway/Highways Deferred
-General Purpose Lanes Deferred

. New Traffic Interchanges Deferred

EEE Grand Ave Traffic Interchanges Deferred

A

New HOV Ramps Deferred

New Traffic Interchange

New High Occupancy
Vehicle Ramp Connection

Grand Avenue Corridor Improvements

||¢o

New High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes
New General Purpose Lanes
Corridor Capacity Improvements
Long Term Capacity Improvements
New Freeway/Highway Construction

'

L__1 County Boundary

Existing Freeway
Other Roads
Regional trans portation facilities in Pinal County

are planned by the Central Arizona Association of
Governments (CAAG).
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While every effort has been made to ensure the accuracy of this

information, the Maricopa Association of Governments makes no
warranty, expressed or implied, as to its accuracy and expressly
disclaims liability for the accuracy thereof.
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Alignments for new freeway, highway, arterial,
and light rail/high capacity transit facilities will
be determined following the completion of

appropriate design and environmental studies.
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Segments for Funding
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@ New Traffic Interchange
‘ New High Occupancy
Vehicle Ramp Connection
e==== Grand Avenue Corridor Improvements
New High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes
New General Purpose Lanes
Corridor Capacity Improvements
Long Term Capacity Improvements
=== New Freeway/Highway Construction
'____u County Boundary
—

Existing Freeway

Other Roads

Regional trans portation facilities in Pinal C ounty
are planned by the Central Arizona Association of
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