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INTRODUCTION 

Federal transportation legislation emphasizes public involvement in the metropolitan transportation 
planning process. New transportation authorization was signed into law on December 4, 2015. The 
new enabling legislation, Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act, or "FAST Act" continues to 
emphasize public involvement in transportation planning. Current legislation requires that the 
metropolitan planning organization work cooperatively with the state department of transportation 
and the regional transit operator to provide citizens, affected public agencies, representatives of 
transportation agency employees, freight shippers, private providers of transportation, representatives 
of users of public transit, and other interested parties a reasonable opportunity to comment on 
proposed transportation plans and programs. The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) will 
continue to adhere to the federal requirements for public involvement, in addition to finding new ways 
of engaging Valley residents in the transportation planning and programming process. 

MAG has a four-phase public involvement process as outlined in the MAG Public Participation Plan. 
The Final Phase input opportunity provides for input on the draft listing of projects that make up the 
FY 2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program (listing of projects) and input on projects 
included in the Draft FY 2016 Transit Program of Projects, amendment to the 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan and DRAFT April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis. This input report will be 
presented to MAG policy committees for review and consideration prior to action.  

All public events were scheduled in venues that are transit accessible and comply with the provisions 
of the Americans with Disabilities Act. In addition, Spanish language materials, sign language 
interpretation and alternative materials, such as large print and Braille and FM/Infrared Listening 
Devices, were available upon request.  

INPUT OPPORTUNITIES 

During the Final Phase Input Opportunity, MAG obtains input in a variety of ways including, but not 
limited to: public hearings, small and large group presentations, committee meetings, telephone, 
website and e-mail correspondence. A summary of the input received during the FY 2016 Final Phase 
Input Opportunity to date is included in this report.  

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
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SUMMARY OF INPUT 

A summary of input gathered during the Final Phase Input Opportunity is included below: 

 We encourage communication and coordination regarding natural resources early and 
throughout the process (outside of the public process) as often planning occurs many years prior 
to implementation and landscapes potential change within that long time frame, requiring 
changes, new information considerations, etc. In addition, the (Arizona Game and Fish) 
Department should be consulted during any planning processes involving wildlife connectivity 
and linkages. 

 The (Arizona Game and Fish) Department requests when referring to “wildlife,” to be clear it 
should read fish and wildlife resources as it includes fish, habitat, etc.  

 The maps do not recognize the projects and/or studies for the North/South Freeway, SR-24 
extension, Phoenix to Tucson Rail, I-11 or the Pinal County transportation plans. 

 The National Transportation Act says when you go through a park, there are additional 
clearances that must be met. 

 There are a lot of people making transit policy who do not use the system. 
 Ordinances to control dust are in place for the protection of children and the elderly. 
 I looked at the TIP and it is huge. 
 My concern is that the (MAG Transit) committee almost voted for a plan that had no ADA 

improvement money.  
 I want to keep the disability community engaged so that we continue to be a “squeaky” wheel to 

make sure we don’t get put on the back burner. 
 I am in full support of Scenario 1 (as presented to the MAG Transit Committee), as it permitted 

$11.5 million to be allocated to ADA improvements over a five-year period. 
 As a frequent public transit user, Scenarios 2 and 3 simply did not provide enough funding for the 

needed transit improvements to inaccessible bus stops. 
 I understand the operational issues facing Valley Metro when it comes to bus replacements, and 

that buses break down, specifically with older vehicles. 
 While a brand new bus could be put into service, the bus would not be a useful vehicle if some of 

its bus stops were inaccessible to passengers. 
 I support Scenario 1 because it allocated more funding to improving bus stops and permitted 

bringing bus stops up to ADA standards.  
 While some bus stops were considered fully ADA compliant, some of them, such as the 44th 

Street/Washington Light Rail Transit Station bus stop, featured impediments to mobility devices 
such as steeper inclines, gravel on driveways, and utility poles on the sidewalk. 

 I ask that the agencies take this observation under consideration in order to repair bus stops that 
are considered ADA compliant, but not necessarily user friendly. 
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 I want to address the need for prioritizing ADA improvements in your final proposed scenario 
because these kinds of improvements allow Maricopa residents with disabilities and their families 
to use our transit system. 

 ADA improvements are action items to 1) help our cities comply with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act civil rights law, and even more importantly, 2) make improvements that facilitate 
our transit system to be accessible and workable for our Maricopa County residents that have 
disabilities that likely represent 15 percent to 20 percent of our residents. 

 Scenario 1 is the best option for ADA Improvements because there is funding in each year 2017 
through 2021, totally $11 million. 

 ADA improvements will be needed each of the next five years. 
 Some bus stops need to have a wide enough sidewalk so that wheelchair users can off board 

without landing in gravel or tipping off the side of the sidewalk.   
 Some bus stops, like at the northeast corner of Priest and Washington, have to accommodate 

more than one bus at a time.  In these cases, the sidewalk needs to be wide enough so that riders 
using mobility devices like scooters or power wheelchairs from both buses can load and unload 
safely without the danger of tipping over because the sidewalk drops to gravel below. 

 Sidewalks leading up to bus and light rail stops need to be wide enough to access the bus stop 
without worry of tipping off the edge or into tree planter areas or gravel drop offs, and to be able 
to go safely around graded driveways and barriers like garbage cans and light poles. 

 Some sidewalks are just simply too narrow for a big power, chair even without obstructions. An 
example is the narrow sidewalk on the north side of Washington between 40th and 44th street. 

 We need to explore how we can prevent power chair users from getting their wheels stuck 
between the sidewalk and the light rail care as they enter or exit.  This happens now. 

 Service in Surprise and the Northwest Valley is very bad.   
 The city has express bus service for people who work, but it is an inadequate situation for older 

adults who end up feeling confined. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Federal transportation legislation emphasizes public involvement in the metropolitan transportation 
planning process. New transportation authorization was signed into law on December 4, 2015. The new 
enabling legislation, Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act, or "FAST Act," continues to emphasize 
public involvement in transportation planning. Current legislation requires that the metropolitan planning 
organization work cooperatively with the state department of transportation and the regional transit 
operator to provide citizens, affected public agencies, representatives of transportation agency employees, 
freight shippers, private providers of transportation, representatives of users of public transit, and other 
interested parties a reasonable opportunity to comment on proposed transportation plans and programs. 
The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) will continue to adhere to the federal requirements for 
public involvement, in addition to finding new ways of engaging Valley residents in the transportation 
planning and programming process. 

In response to previous federal guidelines 
known as Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 
for Users (SAFETEA-LU), in December 
2006, the MAG Regional Council approved a 
Public Participation Plan to guide the MAG 
public input process. This enhanced plan incorporated many of the previously-adopted public involvement 
guidelines set forth by the Regional Council in 1994 and enhanced in 1998 (see History of MAG Public 
Involvement Process, page 6). The MAG Public Participation Plan, which was updated in April 2014, sets forth 
guidelines for receiving public opinion, comment and suggestions on transportation planning and 
programming in the MAG region. This process provides complete information on transportation plans, 
timely public notice, full public access to key decisions, and opportunities for early and continuing 
involvement in the planning process.  

The public involvement process is divided into four phases: Early Phase, Mid-Phase, Final Phase and 
Continuous Involvement.  The FY 2016 Mid-Phase Input Opportunity was conducted from March-May 
2016. Input collected during that phase is included in the FY 2016 Mid-Phase Input Opportunity Report. 
The FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity was conducted in May 2016. The Final Phase process 
provides for final input on plan analysis for the Draft TIP, Plan and Air Quality Conformity Analysis, 
which generally occurs upon the completion of the air quality conformity analysis, and includes a public 
hearing on the documents and regional transportation issues.  The purpose of this document, the FY 2016 
Final Phase Input Opportunity Report, is to provide information about the outreach conducted during this 
phase to date and to summarize the results of the input received.  

In addition, continuous outreach is conducted throughout the annual update process and includes 
activities such as small and large group presentations to community and civic groups, the distribution of 
press releases, informational materials, newsletters, and coordination with the Citizens Transportation 

I. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS 

The MAG process for public involvement receives public 
opinion in accordance with federal requirements and 
provides opportunities for early and continuing 
involvement in the transportation planning and 
programming process. 
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Oversight Committee (CTOC). During this phase, all comments/suggestions/questions received are 
responded to during the presentation/event/consultation or within 48 hours.  

HISTORY OF MAG PUBLIC OUTREACH PROCESS 

Since its inception in 1967, the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) has encouraged public 
comment in the planning and programming process. In July 1998, the MAG Regional Council 
recommended that the process for programming federal transportation funds be enhanced. These 
enhancements include a more proactive community outreach process and the development of early 
guidelines to help select transportation projects within resource limits. The proactive community 
outreach process led to an enhanced public involvement process beginning with the FY 1999 Public 
Involvement Program. The enhanced public involvement process involves transportation 
stakeholders as outlined in TEA-21 and includes input from Title VI stakeholders (minority and low 
income populations). The input received during the enhanced input opportunity has been 
incorporated in the development of early guidelines to guide project selection for the TIP and Plan.  

Additional changes in planning and programming responsibilities were prompted by the passage of 
TEA-21. As a result, ADOT hosted a meeting of regional planning organizations to suggest changes 
that would benefit the planning and programming process throughout Arizona. The meeting was held 
in Casa Grande in April, 1999 and was attended by representatives of Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations, Councils of Governments, ADOT and Valley Metro. All participants agreed to several 
guiding principles to help develop and integrate state and regional transportation plans and programs. 
In the past, development of the MAG TIP, MAG Long Range Plan, Surface Transportation Program 
(STP) and State Transportation Improvement Program (SHIP) were on different schedulesBwhich 
was confusing to members of the public. With changes included in the guiding principles adopted at 
the April meeting, the state and regional planning and programming processes have been combined. 
(See page 6.) 

In December 2006, the MAG Regional Council approved a Public Participation Plan to guide the 
MAG public input process in accordance with SAFETEA-LU guidelines for metropolitan 
transportation planning. The Regional Council approved an update to the plan in April 2014. This plan 
also conforms to guidelines delineated in the FAST Act. 
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Multimodal Regional 
Planning Process

Long Range Transportation
Plans and Policies

Joint Public Hearing
ADOT, MAG and RPTA

Early Input
Citizens, Stakeholders,

ADOT District Engineers

Project Identification
Citizens and Stakeholders,

ADOT, MAG and RPTA

Project Review and Approval
Cooperatively Developed TIP 

for Public Input
MAG Transportation Committees

Management Committee
Regional Council

Policy Discussion
ADOT, MAG and RPTA

Funding Needs, Emphasis Areas

Cooperatively Developed
Funding Estimate

ADOT, TMAs, MPOs, 
COG’s and Transit

Cooperatively Developed
ADOT Program

Five Year Construction Program
Federal STIP

ADOT Project Identification

TMA TIP
Projects

Non-TIP
Projects

Conformity Analysis, Hearings
Final Approvals

FHWA - conformity
Regional Council - TIP

Governor or Designee - TIP

Final Approval
ADOT Five Year Program

State
Transportation

Board

Table 1: Development Process for ADOT Five-Year Program, MAG TIP, MAG RTP, and 
ADOT Life Cycle Program (Joint Planning Process) 
* TMA: Transportation Management Area
* FHWA: Federal Highway Administration
* RPTA: Regional Public Transportation Authority
* COG: Council of Governments
* MPO: Metropolitan Planning Organization



Table 2: Casa Grande Resolves 

PUBLICITY 

The public was informed of Final Phase public involvement events through a variety of methods. The 
public meeting was announced with a targeted mailing to the MAG public involvement mail list of 
more than 3,000 individuals, as well as noticed with display advertisements in The Arizona Republic and 
La Voz publications. A postcard notice was also sent to approximately 20 regional libraries throughout 
the Valley. Each library was sent 20 postcards.  

Guiding Principles 

New Arizona Transportation Planning and Programming Process 
Casa Grande Resolves 

 One multimodal transportation planning process for each region that is seamless to
the public; includes early and regular dialogue and interaction at the state and regional
level; and recognizes the needs of state, local and tribal governments, and regional
organizations.

 Process that encourages early and frequent public participation and stakeholder
involvement and that meets the requirements of TEA-21 and other state and federal
planning requirements.

 The policy and transportation objectives of the state, regional and local plans will form
the foundation of the Statewide Long Range Transportation Plan.

 The Statewide Transportation Plan and Programs will be based on clearly defined and
agreed to information and assumptions including the resources available, performance
measures, and other technical information.

 Each project programmed shall be linked to the Statewide Long Range Transportation
Plan with each project selected to achieve one or more of the Plan objectives, and the
program represents an equitable allocation of resources.

 Implementation of the Plan and Program shall be monitored using a common
database of regularly updated program information and allocations.

 There is a shared responsibility by state, local and tribal governments, and regional
organizations to ensure that Plan and Program implementation meet the
transportation needs of the people of Arizona.
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CONTINUOUS INVOLVEMENT 

As part of the continuous outreach process, MAG staff has participated in a number of 
meetings/presentations/events.  Activities included: 

 Small group presentations, participation in special events and providing information to
residents via e-mail, telephone and one-on-one consultations. During these
interactions, all comments/suggestions/questions are responded to at the time of the
interaction or within 48 hours.

 Continued consideration of input received by the MAG Human Services Planning
Program in its public outreach process.

 Continued community outreach to Title VI/Environmental Justice populations,
utilizing the MAG Community Outreach Specialist and MAG Disability Outreach
Associate.

 Continued involvement with the Citizens Transportation Oversight Committee
(CTOC).

 Partnership in special events including MAG, ADOT, Valley Metro, and METRO,
whenever possible. All comments/suggestions/questions received during these
special events are responded to at the time of the event or within 48 hours.

 Monthly e-mail updates summarizing the activities and actions of the Transportation
Policy Committee. Monthly summaries of the Regional Council through the Regional
Council Activity Report.

 Use of GovDelivery to allow automated notifications of updates to all major MAG 
project pages. 

Additional outreach activities included updating the MAG Web site at www.azmag.gov. The site 
provides information on MAG committees and issues of regional importance, as well as access to 
electronic documents and links to member agencies. The site also provides a Spanish language link. 
Visitors to the site may provide feedback through various project pages. Staff contact information is 
provided for specific projects. Users may also send comments or questions via e-mail to 
lgmaiz@azmag.gov. In addition, each quarter MAG distributes a newsletter, MAGAZine, which 
includes information about MAG activities and the issues and concerns of the cities, towns and tribal 
communities that make up its membership. 
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INTRODUCTION 

This section is organized by meeting/event location and includes written and oral comments received 
during the Final Phase input opportunity. In some cases, comments listed below are summarized and 
not taken verbatim.     

COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE MAG MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
MEETING ON WEDNESDAY, MAY 11, 2016. 

Comments by Dianne Barker, Valley resident 

Comment: Ms. Dianne Barker noted that a high pollution advisory for ozone had been issued for 
today. She stated that the advisory notice posted at the MAG office urges people to use alternatives to 
automobiles, such as riding bicycle or taking transit. 

Response: The MAG employees are notified when the Arizona Department of Environmental 
Quality has issued a High Pollution Advisory and are encouraged to take alternative transportation and 
reduce emissions. 

Comment: Ms. Barker stated that she attended the oral argument in federal court that morning 
regarding the South Mountain Freeway. She said that the plaintiffs allege that alternatives under 
NEPA were not met, and the defendants say they offered alternatives, which the plaintiffs say are 
insufficient.   

Response: The Draft EIS, the Final EIS, and Record of Decision have an entire chapter documenting 
the alternatives selection process, as well as all of the alternatives that were considered. The list of 
alternatives considered is extensive. 

Comment: Ms. Barker noted that the National Transportation Act says when you go through a park, 
there are additional clearances that must be met.   

Response: Ms. Barker is correct. Extensive additional work has been included in the EIS to document 
why the use of the South Mountain Park property was not avoidable. A mitigation plan was presented 
with extensive consultation required.  

Comment: Ms. Barker stated that South Mountain Park is the largest municipal park in the world. 

Response: At nearly 17,000 acres, South Mountain Park is the largest municipal park in the United 
States and one of the largest urban parks in North America and in the world.  

Comment: Ms. Barker stated that there are a lot of people making transit policy who do not use the 
system. She reported how she went to Los Angeles for less than $100 via air, six buses, and two trains. 

II. COMMITTEE/CORRESPONDENCE/PUBLIC
MEETING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
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Ms. Barker described the routes she took.  She said that she was able to go so inexpensively because 
she knows how to use the transportation system. 

Response: Development of a multimodal transportation network that allows our constituents 
transportation choices and forwards regional mobility continues to be a goal of our regional 
transportation planning efforts.   

Comment by John Rusinek, Valley Resident 

Comment: Mr. John Rusinek read from the Maricopa County ordinance regarding parking and 
driving surfaces. Mr. Rusinek noted that the ground to be driven on needs a stabilizer applied before 
gravel is laid.  He said this also appears in the state ordinance. Mr. Rusinek stated that nobody cares or 
will talk to him about his problem (with a neighbor’s gravel driveway). Mr. Rusinek stated that the 
Maricopa County representative had given him pictures to ask his approval, but he has not spoken to 
anyone at the Maricopa County Environmental Department since November. Mr. Rusinek stated that 
the ordinances to control dust are in place for the protection of children and the elderly. He stated that 
something needs to be done and the law needs to be followed. 

Response: These comments relating to the materials used for driveway improvements should be 
directed to the City of Phoenix. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE MAG TRANSIT COMMITTEE MEETING 
ON MAY 17, 2016. 

Comments by Ms. Jean Moriki, Disability Rights Advocate 

Comment: Ms. Moriki introduced herself and stated that she was pleased to be able to address the 
Committee. She noted that she had reviewed the agenda from the April and May Transit Committee 
meetings, specifically the scenarios that were presented for the Draft Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) and Program of Projects (POP). She said that she was fully in support of Scenario 1, as 
it permitted $11.5 million to be allocated to ADA improvements over a five-year period. As a frequent 
public transit user, she noted that Scenarios 2 and 3 simply did not provide enough funding for the 
needed transit improvements to inaccessible bus stops. She thanked the Chair and completed her 
comments. 

Response: Action taken at the May 17, 2016 Transit Committee recommended inclusion of ADA bus 
stop improvement funding in the amount of $1 million in 2016 and $1.5 million in 2017, with $6 
million unassigned and to be programed for future projects in fiscal years 2018 through 2021. 
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Comments by Ms. Donna Powers, Independent Living Specialist 

Comment: Ms. Powers introduced herself and stated that she was a frequent transit user of both light 
rail and bus services in the Valley. She said that she understands the operational issues facing Valley 
Metro when it comes to bus replacements, and that buses break down, specifically with older vehicles. 
However, she explained that while a brand new bus could be put into service, the bus would not be a 
useful vehicle if some of its bus stops were inaccessible to passengers. Ms. Powers supported Scenario 
1 because it allocated more funding to improving bus stops and permitted bringing bus stops up to 
ADA standards. She noted that while some bus stops were considered fully ADA compliant, some of 
them, such as the 44th Street/Washington Light Rail Transit Station bus stop featured impediments to 
mobility devices such as steeper inclines, gravel on driveways and utility poles on the sidewalk. She 
asked that the agencies take this observation under consideration in order to repair bus stops that are 
considered ADA compliant, but not necessarily user friendly.  She thanked the Chair and completed 
her comments. 

Response: With the support of MAG, Valley Metro/RPTA is facilitating a Regional ADA Bus Stop 
Accessibility Inventory to evaluate the region’s bus stop compliance with recently adopted standards. 
Results of this study effort are anticipated by fall 2018. Additionally, Valley Metro is in the process of 
establishing an Accessibility Advisory Group to provide ongoing feedback to address 
accessibility-related issues on all facilities and services provided by the agency. 

Prepared statement by Ms. Amina Donna Kruck, Vice President of Advocacy – Ability 360 

Statement: Prioritization of ADA Improvements 

Dear Committee Members: 

I want to address the decision you will be making today to recommend a Transit Plan scenario to the 
full MAG membership.  In particular, I want to address the need for prioritizing ADA Improvements 
in your final proposed scenario because these kinds of improvements allow Maricopa residents with 
disabilities and their families to use our transit system.  I represent Ability360, a program that offers 
advocacy and programs by and for individuals with disabilities. We also have a state of the art Ability 
Center where eleven other disability related organizations are located and a fully accessible sports and 
fitness center. We have offices in Glendale, Phoenix, and Mesa.  I invite you to come see our Center, 
if you haven’t already, which is a model of accessibility and where we will soon enjoy a new light rail 
stop near 50th and Washington Street. 

I want to remind you that ADA improvements are action items to 1) help our cities comply with the 
Americans with Disabilities Act civil rights law; and even more important 2) make improvements that 
facilitate our transit system to be accessible and workable for our Maricopa County residents that have 
disabilities that likely represent 15% to 20% of our residents.  These residents are of all ages, all kinds 
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of physical, behavioral and sensory functional loss. Today they may be or tomorrow they could be 
your parent, your child, your sibling or co-worker. They use wheelchairs, have hearing and vision loss. 
Many either are unable to drive or can’t afford the luxury of a $30,000 accessible vehicle for 
transportation and the automobile insurance that goes with it.   

Residents with disabilities use public transit to go to work, to volunteer in their community, to shop, to 
visit with family, to recreate and to get to medical appointments.  It is much cheaper for the county 
for them to use the bus and light rail than to rely on paratransit. We invite Valley Metro to our main 
location at 50th Street and Washington every month to orient residents how to use the transit system 
and offer them free bus and light rail rides.  The essential nature of an accessible transit system to our 
disability community members is the reason why we have been such strong advocates for every transit 
election that has taken place over the last 20 years. 

I have reviewed scenarios 1 through 3 which you will be discussing next and I want to address the 
proposals for ADA Improvements specifically. I will start with the bad news. I am extremely troubled 
that scenario 2 is even being proposed since it deletes all proposed funding towards ADA 
Improvements. This is falsely optimistic and totally unacceptable. Scenario 2 is unrealistic.  Although 
it starts with funding in 2016, the funding is woefully inadequate to meet the needs and only proposes 
funding for ADA improvements for two years out of five.  

Now for the good news: Scenario 1 is the best option for ADA Improvements because there is 
funding in each year 2017 through 2021, totaling $11 million. Even so, it has no funding for 2016 and 
it is listed within Priority 9, which I argue should be moved up to Priority 3 at minimum. ADA 
Improvements will be needed each of the next five years.  Allow me to give you some examples of 
improvements that are needed so that our residents and out of town visitors with disabilities can use 
our transit system safely and effectively to access our community.  These access issues are abundant 
throughout the county. 

• Some Bus Stops need to have a wide enough sidewalk so that wheelchair users can off board
without landing in gravel or tipping off the side of the sidewalk.  Some bus stops like at the
N.E. corner of Priest and Washington have to accommodate more than one bus at a time.  In
these cases, the sidewalk needs to be wide enough so that riders using mobility devices like
scooters or power wheelchairs from both buses can load and unload safely without the danger
of tipping over because the sidewalk drops to gravel below.

• Sidewalks leading up to bus and light rail stops need to be wide enough to access the bus stop
without worry of tipping off the edge or into tree planter areas or gravel drop offs, and to be
able to go safely around graded driveways and barriers like garbage cans and light poles.

• Some sidewalks are just simply too narrow for a big power, chair even without obstructions.
An example is the narrow sidewalk on the north side of Washington between 40th and 44th
street.
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• We need to explore how we can prevent power chair users from getting their wheels stuck
between the sidewalk and the light rail care as they enter or exit. This happens now. Imagine
how frightening that would be!

I appreciate the opportunity to speak to the scenarios you are considering today. As you prepare to 
make your important project and funding recommendations that will direct the next five years of 
County transit improvements, please keep in mind the essential nature of accessibility improvements 
for residents with disabilities who rely on transit as their main or only form of transportation.  Thank 
you! 

Response: Action taken at the May 17, 2016, Transit Committee recommended inclusion of ADA 
bus stop improvement funding in the amount of $1 million in 2016 and $1.5 million in 2017, with $6 
million unassigned and to be programed for future projects in fiscal years 2018 through 2021.   

Regarding existing transit access: with the support of MAG, Valley Metro/RPTA is facilitating a 
Regional ADA Bus Stop Accessibility Inventory to evaluate the region’s bus stop compliance with 
recently adopted standards. Results of this study effort are anticipated by fall 2018.  Additionally, 
Valley Metro is in the process of establishing an Accessibility Advisory Group to provide ongoing 
feedback to address accessibility-related issues on all facilities and services provided by the agency. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL MEETING ON 
MAY 25, 2016. 

Comments by John Rusinek, Valley Resident 

Comment: I want to speak about the dust, seems like somebody’s got a little wrong somewhere. 
And, Dianne was right in her speaking up. Here is the last alternative that the city of Phoenix gave the 
man next door to me on the driveway.  It says, “in order for this interlock to happen, the gravel 
should be at a depth of 1.0 to 1.5 inches. Any deeper, the surface is too uneven vertically for it to lock 
into place horizontally.” This is the paper that they sent the City. The City didn’t look at that because 
Theresa Hilner writes, “you will need to revise submittal to go back to original approval of size of 1.0 
inch gravel maintained at 2.0 inch depth. Please let me know if you need anything else. I cannot find 
any approval to alternative dust proofing to the two-inch depth.” So, this is about three inches in that 
driveway right now. This is all wrong in what the city was going.  It took them seven years to deem 
that driveway non-dust proof.  From ‘05-‘12.  In ’12 they started with the wrong alternatives. They 
gave three alternatives and they are all wrong. 

Response: The comments on the driveway improvements are under the jurisdiction of the City of 
Phoenix. 

Comment: I talked about the driveway, now let’s go to the yard. It’s for parking maneuvering ingress 
and egress 3,000 sq. ft. or more in size of the residential buildings with four or fewer units install and 
maintain a paving stabilization method authorized by the city or county code ordinance or permit 
(reads from document).  That’s on the county ordinance. And the county it says, Maricopa County 
Air Quality Department is the regulatory agency to ensure federal clean air standards to achieve  
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maintenance for residents and visitors of Maricopa County.  Now there’s one thing.  It says 3000 ft. 
here that lot is 6000 ft. It’s twice the amount it’s supposed to be. And nobody will do nothing, nobody 
will talk to me. And 9500.04, this is the ordinance, state ordinance on that driveway, on that lot. So 
with that, I want to say Dianne is right. We got to do something about the air and we need to do it   
right. And I’ve been working on this thing for 11 years. Seven years they deemed it non-dust proof, 
seven years. Then the last four, they won’t do nothing. They looked at it and now I see Joy (Rich) will 
be the manager. She made me a print of what I wanted next door, I haven’t heard from her since 
December! So evidently, God told her to take a hike, Thank you! 

Response: The comments on the driveway improvements are under the jurisdiction of the City of 
Phoenix. 
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COMMENTS RECEIVED VIA TELEPHONE DURING THE FINAL PHASE. 

Comments received on May 26, 2016m from Joe Urshan, Valley Resident 

Comment: Mr. Urshan called and stated that service in Surprise and the Northwest Valley is very bad. 
The city has express bus service for people who work, but it is an inadequate situation for older adults 
who end up feeling confined. 

Response: Valley Metro has been working with city of Surprise staff as part of the Short Range 
Transit Program in regards to route extensions to the city, including routes identified in the MAG 
Northwest Valley Local Transit System Study. Part of the work includes gaining a better understanding 
of the transit service gaps in the Northwest Valley and identifying funding opportunities to address 
those gaps. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED THROUGH CORRESPONDENCE DURING THE FINAL 
PHASE. 

Comments by Kelly Wolff-Krauter, Habitat, Evaluation and Lands Program Manager, 
Arizona Game and Fish Department 

Comment: Ms. Wolff-Krauter stated that the Department understands the need to continue to 
address the growing population demands within Maricopa County. The Department and the Arizona 
Department of Transportation work closely together on a local project scale. The Department also 
works closely with Maricopa County Department of Transportation on a more local project scale. We 
would like to extend our expertise to a more regional scale with MAG. In addition, we encourage 
communication and coordination regarding natural resources early and throughout the process 
(outside of the public process) as often planning occurs many years prior to implementation and 
landscapes potential change within that long time frame, requiring changes, new information 
considerations, etc. In addition, the Department should be consulted during any planning processes 
involving wildlife connectivity and linkages. 

The Department requests when referring to “wildlife,” to be clear it should read fish and wildlife 
resources as it included fish, habitat, etc. In addition, the maps throughout the document do not 
recognize the projects and/or studies for the North/South Freeway, SR24 extension, Phoenix to 
Tucson Rail, I-11 or the Pinal County transportation plans.  

Response: Thank you for your comments in connection with the MAG Mid‐phase Transportation 
Planning Public Hearing held on April 27, 2016. We appreciate the thoroughness of your input and it 
will be considered throughout the MAG transportation planning process. 

We agree that input regarding natural resources early and throughout the planning process is essential, 
as indicated in Chapter 6 of the MAG 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Regarding the 
North‐South Freeway, SR‐24 Extension, Phoenix to Tucson Passenger Rail, I‐11, and Pinal County 
transportation plans, these corridors were not mapped since they are not a part of the approved MAG 
2035 RTP. However, these projects are discussed in Chapter 16 of the Plan. The status of these 
corridors will be updated as part of future updating of the MAG 2035 RTP. In addition, Pinal County 
staff is consulted with to ensure that County plans are reflected in MAG roadway networks. 
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We greatly appreciate your comments and look forward to the continued involvement of the Game 
and Fish Department in the regional transportation planning process. 

Comments by Amina Donna Kruck, Vice President Advocacy, Ability360 

Comment: I am putting out an alert to the disability community about the next meeting. I looked at 
the TIP and it is huge. Is there a certain page that discusses the decision that was made in the meeting 
the other day for the Option 3? 

Do we know yet what item it will be on the agenda? 

Response: For the TIP, those projects that are known at this time (bus procurements, preventative 
maintenance, etc.), that have a lead agency identified, are included in the Draft TIP. For the ADA/Bus 
stop improvements, it is a set-aside for now due to the timing of the approval. 

MAG and RPTA will work on the detail of programming the specific known projects (those agencies 
that submitted for funding last fall under the Regional Transit Survey) for ADA/bus stop 
improvements (a locational list will be generated) and we will work together to formulate a plan to 
make the most efficient use of the funding. This will include identifying a lead agency to group similar 
projects together to have one contractor implement all in the group. Once RPTA completes the bus 
stop survey, we will likely see many stops that could use improvements. With the balance of the 6.0 
million “not yet programmed funding” coming in the future, we may issue a Call for Projects to 
address those stops that are identified in the bus stop survey. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE FINAL PHASE PUBLIC HEARING ON 
TUESDAY, JUNE 7, 2016. 

At the June 8, 2016, Management Committee meeting, staff will provide a presentation of comments 
received during the public hearing and responses to those comments. For committee reference, an 
addendum also will be provided. 
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III. PUBLIC HEARING AGENDA
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AGENDA 
FINAL PHASE PUBLIC HEARING 

Tuesday, June 7, 2016 
5:00 p.m. 

302 N. 1st Avenue, Second Floor 
Saguaro Room 

I.  INTRODUCTION 
   MAG Transportation Director Eric Anderson 

II. PRESENTATION OF PROGRAM
 MAG Transportation Improvement Program, Manager Teri Kennedy will 

present the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement 
Program and Draft FY 2016 Transit Program of Projects. 

 Valley Metro Manager of Capital Development Abhishek Dayal will 
present on the amendment to the MAG 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan. 

 Valley Metro Manager of Service Planning Jorge Luna will provide a 
general overview of the operational side of the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG 
Transportation Improvement Program and Draft FY 2016 Transit Program 
of Projects. 

 MAG Air Quality Planning Program Specialist Dean Giles will present the 
Draft FY 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis. 

III. PUBLIC COMMENT
 Public meeting attendees will be provided an opportunity to comment on

the Final Phase Transportation Planning that includes the Draft 
Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan, Draft FY 
2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program, Draft FY 2016 
Transit Program of Projects, and Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity 
Analysis. 

IV. ADJOURN





IV. APPENDIX A.
PUBLICITY MATERIAL 
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PUBLIC HEARING ON A DRAFT AMENDMENT
TO THE 2035 MAG REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN,

DRAFT FY 2017-2021 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, 
DRAFT FY 2016 AND 2015 TRANSIT PROGRAM OF PROJECTS, AND

DRAFT APRIL 2016 MAG CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Tuesday, June 7, 2016 at 5:00 p.m. 
MAG Offices, Saguaro Room

302 North 1st Avenue, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, Arizona

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) will conduct a public hearing on the 
Draft Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan, Draft FY 2017-2021 
MAG Transportation Improvement Program, Draft FY 2016 Transit Program of Projects, 
and Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis. The public involvement process for 
developing the transportation improvement program satisfies the public participation 
requirements for the Transit Program of Projects.  The purpose of the hearing is to 
receive public comments.

Four documents will be discussed, including the: (1) Draft Amendment to the 2035 MAG 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), which describes revisions to openind dates for 
Light Rail Transit and Tempe Streetcar projects and a new light rail station at 50th and 
Washington Streets, (2) Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program 
(TIP), which identifies programmed expenditures for transportation facilities and services 
in the region for the upcoming five year period, (3) Draft FY 2016 Transit Program of 
Projects, (4) Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis, which presents the 
documentation to support a finding that the new TIP and amended RTP meet 
transportation conformity requirements for carbon monoxide, eight-hour ozone, and 
particulate matter PM-10 in the Maricopa nonattainment and maintenance areas, and 
PM-10 and PM-2.5 in the Pinal County nonattainment areas.

The draft documents are available for review at the MAG Offices, 3rd floor, from 8:00 a.m. 
to 5:00 p.m, Monday through Friday and on the MAG web site at www.azmag.gov.  

Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be submitted in writing by 5:00 
p.m. June 7, 2016 to the address below.  In addition, after considering comments, the 
MAG Regional Council may take action on the TIP, RTP, and Conformity Analysis on 
June 22, 2016.

Contact Person: Dean Giles, MAG, (602) 254-6300
dgiles@azmag.gov
302 N. 1st Ave., Ste. 300, Phoenix, AZ 85003

Public Notice





Please Join Us!
The Maricopa Association of Governments 
(MAG) will conduct a public hearing on 
the Draft 2035 MAG Regional Transporta-
tion Plan, Draft FY 2014-2018 MAG Trans-
portation Improvement Program, Draft FY 
2014 and 2015 Transit Program of Projects, 
and Draft 2014 MAG Conformity Analysis.  
The public hearing will also include the 
Draft 2013 MAG Annual Report on the Status 
of the Implementation of Proposition 400.  
The purpose of the hearing is to receive 
public comments.

Public Hearing on the MAG 
Transportation Plan and 
Programs, Conformity Analysis  
and Prop. 400 Annual Report 

Tuesday, June 7, 2016, 5:00 p.m. 

302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix
Saguaro Room - second floor

Your participation is encouraged and appreciated.

For more information, or to arrange special disability 
accommodations, please contact Leila Gamiz, MAG 
community outreach specialist at 602-254-6300. Parking in 
the garage below the MAG building will be validated, and 
transit tickets will be provided to those who purchased a 
transit ticket to attend the meeting.  To provide input via 
e-mail, send your comments to lgamiz@azmag.gov.
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Please Join Us!

Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be
submitted in writing via e-mail or direct mail by 5:00 p.m.,
June 7, 2016. Comments received will be submitted to MAG
policy committees for review and consideration. For disability
or special accommodations, or to submit comments, contact
Leila Gamiz, (602) 254-6300, lgamiz@azmag.gov. Your participation is encouraged and appreciated.

AR-0008551962-01

The Maricopa Association of Governments
(MAG) will conduct a public hearing on the
Draft Fiscal Year 2017-2021 Transportation
Improvement Program, Draft FY 2016 Transit
Program of Projects, an amendment to the
2035 Regional Transportation Plan, and the
Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis.
The purpose of the hearing is to receive
public comments. Draft documents are
available on the MAG website at
http://azmag.gov/

Public Hearing on the
MAGTransportation
Plan Amendment and 
Programs, and the 
Conformity Analysis
Tuesday, June 7, 2016, 5 p.m.
302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix
Saguaro Room—second J oor
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come troubled and many
troubled small water com-
panies to fail,” said a pol-
icy statement that Arizo-
na Corporation Commis-
sioner Andy Tobin sub-
mitted on behalf of a
consortium of state agen-
cies and private organiza-
tions.

The Arizona Corpora-
tion Commission, which
regulates 256 water com-
panies, is poised to ap-
prove a host of new poli-
cies to allow rate hikes to
pass faster and for emer-
gency managers to take
over in emergencies. 

The proposals are
prompted, in part, by the
recent troubles of the Cit-
rus Park Water Co., a
small company serving 28
residents in Yuma County,
which ran into trouble
when a pump burned out
and left the community
without water for nearly a
week in April.

Dealing with water
emergencies

Officials want to be
better prepared as
drought and environmen-
tal concerns threaten oth-
er companies.

“We don’t have a proc-
ess for these situations,”
Tobin said Wednesday.
“I’m trying to formalize
that process.”

Corporation Commis-
sion Chairman Doug Lit-
tle requested May 11that a
new proceeding open, and
Tobin and water-utility
representatives have pro-
posed new rules.

“In addition to drought,
water quality also poses a
tremendous financial bur-
den to Arizona water pro-
viders,” said the policy
statement Tobin submit-
ted.

The policy statement
suggests that drought will
force water companies to
dig deeper wells and buy
more-expensive pumps,
while environmental con-
cerns can trigger similar

investments, for which
many small water compa-
nies are unprepared. 

On April 25, a group of
representatives from
state government and the
water industry met to
form a group called the
Water Emergency Team,
or WET. It includes the
Department of Environ-
mental Quality, the De-
partment of Water Re-
sources, the Water Utili-
ties Association of Arizo-
na and other state and
private groups. 

“Citrus Park revealed
serious gaps in what
should be a coordinated
approach to an emergent
water crisis,” the policy
statement said.

Tobin said other small,
rural water companies
are struggling to maintain
service. Those companies
include Yuma County’s
Tacna Water Manage-
ment Co., which has had
issues with arsenic levels
in its water and a storage
tank in need of repair.

Similarly, the Corpora-
tion Commission this
month approved a mea-
sure allowing the Truxton
Canyon Water Co., serv-
ing 950 customers near
Kingman, to incur debt to
build an arsenic-treat-
ment facility. 

Also this year, the Ari-
zona Windsong Water Co.
in Sanders was trans-
ferred to the Navajo Trib-
al Utilities Authority so
uranium contamination
could be addressed. 

And finally, the Green
Acres Water Co., serving

about 200 customers out-
side Yuma, has applied
this year with the Corpo-
ration Commission to
make an emergency rate
hike passed in 2014 per-
manent. 

“Every time I go on the
road, I run into a water
company in crisis,” Tobin
said.

‘The future is looking
more difficult’

The proposed policies
Tobin submitted cover de-
tails from ensuring the

commission participates
in WET, emergency
grants to water compa-
nies, emergency rate in-
creases and other mea-
sures.

The Water Utilities As-
sociation, representing
about 50 water compa-
nies, also filed policy sug-
gestions for the commis-
sioners to consider. 

None of the associa-
tion’s member companies
has run into emergencies
this year, but the policy
changes would protect
solvent companies from
getting into trouble, said
Paul Walker, president of
Insight Consulting, which
works for the industry
group. 

“Whether you believe
in it or not, change is hap-
pening, and the water re-
sources in Arizona are
constrained already and
the future is looking more
difficult,” Walker said.
“(These changes) make
sure small companies do-
ing a good job have
enough money to keep
running, and those that
are struggling or are too
small need to consolidate
into larger groups.” 

Current rules for wa-
ter companies don’t han-
dle emergencies quickly
enough, officials said. 

Between 2006 and
2016, the state saw 18
emergency rate-hike re-
quests, and those that
were finished took an av-
erage of 133 days.

“Either the emergency
designation is a misno-
mer, or the process is seri-
ously in need of reform,”
said the statement Tobin
submitted. 

An agenda for Thurs-
day’s meeting suggested
the commissioners would
vote on the rules, but a no-
tice sent Wednesday said
commissioners want to
gather feedback by June
17 and will vote on the is-
sue June 24. 

Tobin said he hopes the
commission votes
promptly.

“When you have people
who don’t have water, you
can’t move too quickly,”
he said.

Water
Continued from Page 1A

THANIA BETANCOURT

Construction workers renovate deteriorated water pipes in
Youngtown, a Phoenix suburb west of Sun City, in 2012. 









V. APPENDIX B. 
CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED DURING THE 

FINAL PHASE INPUT OPPORTUNITY  
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From: Teri Kennedy
To: Leila Gamiz; Audra Koester Thomas
Subject: FW: Question on June 7 meeting
Date: Tuesday, May 24, 2016 2:19:42 PM

 
 

From: Amina Donna Kruck [mailto:Aminak@ability360.org] 
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 4:19 PM
To: Marc Pearsall; Teri Kennedy
Cc: Alice Chen; DeDe Gaisthea
Subject: RE: Question on June 7 meeting
 
Thank you everyone, My concern is that the committee almost voted for a plan that had
 no ADA improvement money. I am writing an alert to encourage people to attend the
 meeting on the 7th and it sounds like there will be no discussion or “voting” for a plan
 for anyone to advocate for or against. I want to keep the disability community engaged
 so that we continue to be a “squeaky” wheel to make sure we don’t get put on the back
 burner. I need to let them know how to take an action besides just attending.
 
 
AMINA DONNA KRUCK, M.C.,L.P.C
Vice President Advocacy
AminaK@ability360.org

5025 E. Washington St.
Suite 200
Phoenix, AZ  85034
 
ABILITY360.ORG

602.443.0722 Direct
602.980.1155 Cell
602.256.2245 Office
602.443.0721 Fax
Arizona Relay 7-1-1

Ability360 is the proud operator of Ability360 Center 
and Ability360 Sports & Fitness Center (formerly 
called the Disability Empowerment Center/DEC 
and SpoFit).

This is a fragrance-free facility. Thank you for not 
wearing any of the following during your visit to 
any of our Ability360 locations: cologne; perfume; 
body spray; aftershave; scented deodorant, hand 
lotion or hair products; and/or similar products.

 
 
From: Marc Pearsall [mailto:MPearsall@azmag.gov] 
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 3:34 PM
To: Teri Kennedy; Amina Donna Kruck
Cc: Alice Chen; DeDe Gaisthea
Subject: RE: Question on June 7 meeting
 
Thanks Teri for explained a very complicated program!
 
 
From: Teri Kennedy 

mailto:/O=MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=TERI KENNEDY38F
mailto:LGamiz@azmag.gov
mailto:akthomas@azmag.gov
mailto:AminaK@ability360.org
http://www.ability360.org/
mailto:MPearsall@azmag.gov


Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 1:22 PM
To: Marc Pearsall; Amina Donna Kruck
Cc: Alice Chen; DeDe Gaisthea
Subject: RE: Question on June 7 meeting
 
Hi Marc and Amina,
For the TIP, those projects that are known at this time (bus procurements, preventative maintenance,
 etc.) that have a lead agency identified,  are included in the Draft TIP. For the ADA/Bus stop
 improvements; it is a set-a-side for now due to the timing of the approval.
MAG and RPTA will work on the detail of programming the specific known projects (those agencies that
 submitted for funding last fall under the Regional Transit Survey) for ADA/Bus stop improvements (a
 locational list will be generated) and we will work together to formulate a plan to make the most
 efficient use of the funding. This will include identifying a lead agency to group like projects together
 to have one contractor implement all in the group. I believe once RPTA completes the bus stop survey,
 we will see many stops that could use improvements. With the balance of the 6.0 million “not yet
 programmed funding” coming in the future, we may issue a Call For Projects to address those stops
 that are identified in the bus stop survey.
 
 
Teri Kennedy
 
Transportation Improvement Program Manager
Maricopa Association of Governments

302 N. 1st Ave., Suite 300
Phoenix, AZ 85003
 
Phone: 602-759-1752
FAX: 602-254-6490
 
 
 

From: Marc Pearsall 
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 11:38 AM
To: Amina Donna Kruck
Cc: Teri Kennedy
Subject: RE: Question on June 7 meeting
 
Thanks Amina,
I’m cc:ing Teri Kennedy on this so that she could answer the TIP question for both of
 us.
Thx
<Marc
 
 
From: Amina Donna Kruck [mailto:Aminak@ability360.org] 
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 11:38 AM
To: Marc Pearsall
Subject: Question on June 7 meeting
 
Marc, I am putting out an alert to the disability community about the next meeting. I

mailto:Aminak@ability360.org


 looked at the TIP and it is huge. Is there a certain page that discusses the decision that
 was made in the meeting the other day for the option 3?
 
Do we know yet what item it will be on the agenda?
 
 
AMINA DONNA KRUCK, M.C.,L.P.C
Vice President Advocacy
AminaK@ability360.org

5025 E. Washington St.
Suite 200
Phoenix, AZ  85034
 
ABILITY360.ORG

602.443.0722 Direct
602.980.1155 Cell
602.256.2245 Office
602.443.0721 Fax
Arizona Relay 7-1-1

Ability360 is the proud operator of Ability360 Center 
and Ability360 Sports & Fitness Center (formerly 
called the Disability Empowerment Center/DEC 
and SpoFit).

This is a fragrance-free facility. Thank you for not 
wearing any of the following during your visit to 
any of our Ability360 locations: cologne; perfume; 
body spray; aftershave; scented deodorant, hand 
lotion or hair products; and/or similar products.
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http://www.ability360.org/
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Leila Gamiz

From: Leila Gamiz
Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2016 8:47 AM
To: 'Kelly Wolff-Krauter'
Cc: Jay Cook; Laura Canaca; Barbara Cook; Cheri Boucher
Subject: RE: Mid Phase Public Hearing/2035 RTP

Kelly, 
 
Thank you for your comments in connection with the MAG Mid‐phase Transportation Planning Public Hearing held on 
April 27, 2016.  We appreciate the thoroughness of your input and it will be considered throughout the MAG 
transportation planning process. 
We agree that input regarding natural resources early and throughout the planning process is essential, as indicated in 
Chapter Six of the MAG 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).   
 
Regarding the North‐South Freeway, SR‐24 Extension, Phoenix to Tucson Passenger Rail, I‐11, and Pinal County 
transportation plans, these corridors were not mapped since they are not a part of the approved MAG 2035 
RTP.  However, these projects are discussed in Chapter Sixteen of the Plan.  The status of the these corridors will be 
updated as part of future updating of the MAG 2035 RTP.  In addition, Pinal County staff is consulted with to ensure that 
County plans are reflected in MAG roadway networks. 
 
We greatly appreciate your comments and look forward to the continued involvement of the Game and Fish 
Department in the regional transportation planning process. 
 
Kindly, 
 
Leila C. Gamiz 
Community Outreach Specialist II 
Maricopa Association of Governments 
Website: www.azmag.gov 
Office: 602.452.5076 (Direct) 
       602.254.6300 (Main Line) 
       602.452.5090 (FAX) 
Email: lgamiz@azmag.gov 
 

From: Kelly Wolff‐Krauter [mailto:KWolff‐Krauter@azgfd.gov]  
Sent: Friday, May 06, 2016 1:31 PM 
To: Leila Gamiz <LGamiz@azmag.gov> 
Cc: Jay Cook <JCook@azgfd.gov>; Laura Canaca <LCanaca@azgfd.gov>; Barbara Cook <BCook@azgfd.gov>; Cheri 
Boucher <CBoucher@azgfd.gov> 
Subject: Mid Phase Public Hearing/2035 RTP 
 
Good Afternoon Leila, 
 
Attached are the Department’s comments relating to the public hearing and the RTP. Please let me 
know if you have any questions. Thanks so much and have a wonderful weekend. 
 
Kelly Wolff-Krauter 
Habitat, Evaluation and Lands Program Manager| Region VI, Mesa| 7200 E. University Dr. Mesa Arizona 85207 



 

 

 
May 5, 2016 
 
Maricopa Association of Governments 
302 North 1st Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 
 
RE: Mid-Phase Transportation Planning Public Hearing 
 
To Whom It May Concern,  
 
The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) recently attended the Mid Phase 
Transportation Planning Public Hearing, held at the Maricopa Association of Governments 
Office in central Phoenix. We understand the purpose of the meeting was to allow for the public 
to comment on draft 2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program, amendment to the 2014-
2018 Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Transportation Improvement Program and 
the amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan. While the Department does not have 
specific comments on any of the specific Programs and amendments presented, we have general 
comments for consideration and offer comments on the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan 
below. 
 
The Department understands the need to continue to address the growing population demands 
within Maricopa County. The Department and the Arizona Department of Transportation work 
closely together on a local project scale. The Department also works closely with Maricopa 
County Department of Transportation on a more local project scale. We would like to extend our 
expertise to a more regional scale with MAG. In addition, we encourage communication and 
coordination regarding natural resources early and throughout the process (outside of the public 
process) as often planning occurs many years prior to implementation and landscapes potential 
change within that long time frame, requiring changes, new information considerations, etc. In 
addition, the Department should be consulted during any planning processes involving wildlife 
connectivity and linkages.  
 
The Department requests when referring to “wildlife”, to be clear it should read fish and wildlife 
resources as it included fish, habitat, etc. In addition, the maps throughout the document do not 
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recognize the projects and/or studies for the North/South Freeway, SR24 extension, Phoenix to 
Tucson Rail, I-11 or the Pinal County transportation plans. 
 
Chapter Four - Public Input Process 

• It is not clear where the state agencies fit within the framework or outside the framework 
of the described public input process. This would ensure the ability to share information 
and data early in the process to assist in informing the projects and/or studies, as well as 
define any roles that need to be discussed such as participating agency, cooperating 
agency, etc.  

• The Department appreciates the opportunity to be invited to the various workshops 
 
Chapter Six - Consultation on Environmental Mitigation and Resource Conservation  

• Recognize both fish and wildlife 
• The last workshop was in 2013, when the 2035 plan was still being developed 
• Recognizing consistency in addressing fish and wildlife resources, recreation, open 

spaces, fragmentation, linkages and connectivity for species should be included as the 
local scale projects have worked with the Department for inclusion and should also be 
expressed at a regional scale as having value 

• The Department often becomes a cooperating agency on the local scale planning  
 
In closing, the Department appreciates the opportunity to provide input on all transportation 
planning throughout the state of Arizona and would like to continue to increase the 
communication and coordination on these efforts. If you have questions regarding this letter, 
please feel free to contact me directly at 480-324-3550 or kwolff-krauter@azgfd.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
    
 
 
Kelly Wolff-Krauter 
Habitat, Evaluation and Lands Program Manager 
Region VI, Mesa 
 
M16-04193554 
 
Cc:  Laura Canaca, Project Evaluation Program Supervisor 
       Jay Cook, Regional Supervisor, Region VI, Mesa 

mailto:kwolff-krauter@azgfd.gov
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