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Presentation Notes


Talk about how this data plateform with assist in future and existing transportaiton projects

Discuss az efforts with I-11, efforts, issues, opportunities.
How I-11 could benefit the intermountain west, how the plateform and tools can assist
Connecting the intermountatin west.  Frist review of major transportaiton corridors, project that are significnat etc


PROJECT GOALS

e Conduct outreach to the MPOs, TMASs, State DOTs and other
key stakeholders to identify needs and potential gaps related
to transportation and data resources

* Develop GIS Common Operating Vision/Platform for easier
data information sharing

* Align expectations for a long-range vision to move people and
goods in the Region

* Develop Report with Risk Register




EXPEDITING PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF
KEY GLOBAL TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS IN THE
INTERMOUNTAIN WEST REGION

Collaboration on long-term strategies for multimodal transportation will
help the region:

« Connect communities, trade hubs, airports, roadways and railroad

* Enhance the economic vitality of communities connected and served
by the corridors

* Improve safety, travel time and reliability
for the movement of people and goods
throughout the region

 Move goods and people

 Compete for international trade




SCOPE OF WORK

The initial geographic region of focus for this proposal is: the international border
crossing at Nogales Arizona to Phoenix Metropolitan Area, to Las Vegas,
Nevada, with potential expansion to include the existing I-15 and coordination
efforts with the designated Interstate 11, ultimately north to the Canadian Border.
To the extent feasible, this proposal will support multi-modal transportation within
the broader intermountain region to include major north-south and east-west
corridors.
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Presentation Notes
Discuss what I will be covering in the presenation


How transprotation plays a role
Why this tool is important in future planning
Introduction 


REPORT WITH RISK REGISTER (FROM SOW)

* Intermountain Transportation vision that will focus on moving people and
freight efficiently

« Constraints and Opportunities (e.g. natural and cultural resources, work
force, etc.)

« Stakeholder expectations, issue priorities, areas of commonality, potential
areas of conflict, and methods of reducing or resolving areas of conflict

« GIS data layers that identify transportation focus and potential areas of
conflict and provide useful analytic tools (e.g. red dot map of status and
trends). Will establish methods and processes for maintenance and conflation
of datasets to a common platform.

« Public engagement and communication best practices and lessons learned
from this effort




SCOPE OF WORK

« Number of Miles considered in risk register to identify potential
risks to transportation projects

~450 miles (initial geographic focus is international border crossing at
Nogales to Las Vegas (via Phoenix))

Proof of concept for broader Intermountain region. With improvements,
analyze whether or to what extend this will take pressure off I1-5 and other
key routes, thereby assisting with moving goods and people




1990 — Population
3.7 Million
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Provide a little arizona background, how fast we are growing, where people locate, terrain issues, border ports of entry
Freight flows.  Major transportation corridors, road, rail, air.  Major north south connections and east west.


2000 — Population
5.1 Million
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2020 — Population
7.5 Million
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ROADWAY FRAMEWORK

INTERSTATE 10-HASSAYAMPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION FRAMEWORK STUDY
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Why do we need Frameworks?

“Getting In front of Growth,” by understanding:

= Land use, socio-economic, and development
patterns

= Environmental Issues

= Cultural Resources

= Programmed improvements
= Connections - Continuity

o Corridor preservation




NEW INTERSTATE CONNECTION
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Missing link in the interstate system.  IN 1955 the growth along this corridor was 400,000, back in 2010 it was over 7 million.
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Potential
nterstate 11
Property
Ownership

More than half the of the
corridor is along State and
BLM lands.
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Interstate 11 related to Population Centers
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I-11 and Intermountain
West Corridor Study

Joint project by the
Arizona DOT and Nevada
DOT, in association with
the Federal Highway
Administration, Federal
Railroad Administration,
MAG, and Regional
Transportation
Commission of Southern
Nevada.
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= Interstate Highway Systern

1956 Federal-Aid Authorization
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Here you see the initial 1956 interstate system  

Slide one:  Here is the original 1956 interstate system



= Interstate Highway Systern

1957-1992 Additions
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I-70
I-82
And I-80 connector in northern Utah.

Only Intermountain west interstates built in 70 years


= Interstate Highway Systern

ISTEA and TEA21 High Priority Corridor Additions
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Slide three: High priority corridor additions that were included in ISTEA and TEA 12
(ISTEA-Intermodal Surface Transportation Act, TEA21-Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century, which continues the National Transportation Policy directions established by the ISTEA.)
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Slide four:  as you can see the west has not had any new additions since I-70 in Utah and Colorado and I-82 in Washington.  

I-11 with this route would act as a reliever to interstate 5 for freight and commuter traffic.


FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION FRAMEWORK STUDY
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2000 trucks over a 5 day sample
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Top 25 U.S.-International Trade Freight Gateways by Value of Shipments
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Major Truck Routes on the NHS: 2040
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Truck Volumes and Percentages
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Peak-Period Congestion on the NHS: 2040
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Summarize why a tool would benefit the region….

Phase II set up
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Federal Definition — The CANAMEX
Trade Corridor

The CANAMEX Trade Corridor, as defined by Congress in the 1995 National
Highway Systems Designation Act, is a High Priority Corridor.
(from Public Law 104-59, November 28, 1995)

The CANAMEX Corridor from Nogales, Arizona, through Las Vegas,
Nevada, to Salt Lake City, Utah, to Idaho Falls, Idaho, to Montana, to
the canadian Border as follows:

(A)In the State of Arizona, the CANAMEX Corridor shall generally
follow— (i) 1-19 from Nogales to Tucson; (ii) 1-10 from Tucson to
Phoenix; and (iii) United States Route 93 in the vicinity of Phoenix to
the Nevada Border.

(B) In the State of Nevada, the CANAMEX Corridor shall follow— (i)
United States Route 93 from the Arizona Border to Las Vegas; and (ii) I-
15 from Las Vegas to the Utah Border.

(C) From the Utah Border through Montana to the Canadian Border,
the CANAMEX Corridor shall follow 1-15.
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Make the transition from a regional perspective to an international opportutnity, intermountian west, canada, mexico.

Not only I-11 but canamex etc


Intensity of Truck Freight Congestion on Selected Interstate Highways: 2012
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Source: Maricopa Association of Governments,
Arizona State Land Department
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Tie to marks work the tool how do we plan for future corridors
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