
June 14, 2016

TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council

FROM: Mayor W.J. “Jim” Lane, Scottsdale, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Meeting - 5:00 p.m.
Wednesday, June 22, 2016
Phoenix Airport Marriott Hotel, Ponderosa Room
1101 North 44th Street, Phoenix (see enclosed maps)

Reception - 5:30 p.m.
Desert Peaks Awards - 6:00 p.m.
Arizona Ballroom (consisting of the Maricopa, Yuma, and Pima Rooms)

THE NEXT REGIONAL COUNCIL MEETING WILL BE HELD AT THE PHOENIX AIRPORT MARRIOTT
HOTEL AT THE TIME AND PLACE NOTED ABOVE. 

Due to the meeting being held offsite, arrangements are not being made for teleconferencing . 

The MAG Regional Council meeting will be held in conjunction with the 2016 Desert Peaks Awards
ceremony and a reception.  MAG will host the Desert Peaks Awards reception at 5:30 p.m.  The Desert
Peaks Awards presentation is scheduled to begin at 6:00 p.m.  There is no cost to attend this event.
Parking is available at no cost throughout the facility.  Hotel staff recommends parking lot east of the hotel. 
Transit tickets will be provided for those who purchased a transit ticket to attend the meeting.

Members who wish to remove any items from the Consent Agenda are requested to contact the MAG
office. Supporting information is enclosed for your review.

Pursuant to Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), MAG does not discriminate on the basis
of disability in admissions to or participation in its public meetings. Persons with a disability may request
a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Valerie Day at the MAG
office. Requests should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.
Assisted listening devices are available from MAG staff at the meeting. If you have any questions, please
call the MAG Office.

c: MAG Management Committee
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MAG Regional Council -- Tentative Agenda June 22, 2016

MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL
TENTATIVE AGENDA

June 22, 2016

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

1. Call to Order

2. Pledge of Allegiance

3. Call to the Audience

An opportunity will be provided to members of
the public to address the Regional Council ON
ITEMS THAT ARE NOT ON THE AGENDA
THAT ARE WITHIN THE JURISDICTION OF
MAG, or on items on the agenda for discussion
but not for action. Citizens will be requested not
to exceed a three minute time period for their
comments. A total of 15 minutes will be provided
for the Call to the Audience agenda item, unless
the Regional Council 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.

3. Information.

4. Executive Director’s Report

The MAG Executive Director will provide a
report to the Regional Council on activities of
general interest.

4. Information.

5. Approval of Consent Agenda

Council members may request that an item be
removed from the consent agenda. Prior to
action on the consent agenda, members of the
audience will be provided an opportunity to
comment on consent items. Consent items are
marked with an asterisk (*).

5. Approval of the Consent Agenda.

ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONSENT*

MINUTES

*5A. Approval of the May 25, 2016, Meeting Minutes 5A. Review and approval of the May 25, 2016,
meeting minutes.
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TRANSPORTATION ITEMS

*5B. Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report:
December 2015 - April 2016

The Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report
provides detail about the status of projects,
revenues, and other relevant program
information for the period between December
2015 and April 2016. This is the program’s
twenty-third status report and the second
published in Fiscal Year 2016. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

5B. Information and discussion.

*5C. FY 2016 MAG Final Phase Public Input
Opportunity

To ensure public participation in the development
of transportation plans and programs, MAG
conducts a public input process that includes
four-phases: Early Phase, Mid-Phase, Final Phase
and Continuous Involvement. MAG has
completed the public involvement process for the
FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity, including
comments received 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 Final Phase concluded
with a public hearing on June 7, 2016. Also
included in this process were small group
presentations, technical and policy committee
meetings, and correspondence received in writing
or by e-mail, telephone or online through the
MAG website.  The Final Phase allows for input
on draft programs and plans prior to action. A
compilation of input received during the phase is
included in the Draft FY 2016 Final Phase Input
Opportunity Report. On June 8, 2016, the MAG
Management Committee recommended
acceptance of the MAG FY 2016 Final Phase
Input Opportunity Report.  Please refer to the
enclosed material.

5C. Acceptance of the MAG FY 2016 Final Phase
Input Opportunity Report.
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*5D. Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program Transit Listings and FY
2016 Program of Projects

The Program of Projects (POP) is required by
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to provide
an annual listing of transit projects funded by the
Section 5307 program. By federal legislation, it is
required to be developed in consultation with
interested parties, in coordination with public
transportation services providers and is subject to
public participation requirements. As stated in the
MAG Public Participation Plan, MAG’s
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
process is used to satisfy the public participation
process of the POP that is required in U.S.C.
Section 5307. The FY 2016 Draft POP was
recommended for approval by the MAG Transit
Committee on May 17, 2016, the MAG
Transportation Review Committee on May 26,
2016, and the MAG Management Committee on
June 8, 2016.  This item is on the June 15, 2016,
Transportation Policy Committee agenda.  An
update will be provided on action taken by the
Committee. Please refer to the enclosed material.

5D. Approval of the Fiscal Year (FY) 2016 Draft
Program of Projects and amendment and
administrative modification to the FY 2014-2018
MAG Transportation Improvement Program,
Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program, and, as appropriate, to
the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.

*5E. Draft MAG Title VI and Environmental Justice
Program

Title VI and Environmental Justice activities are
mandated by the federal government to ensure
that all people have an equal voice in the planning
process and receive equal benefit from the results
of such planning. MAG is actively engaged in Title
VI and Environmental Justice activities as a
subrecipient of federal funding. On May 28, 2014,
the MAG Regional Council approved MAG’s Title
VI and Environmental Program. On April 26,
2016, the Arizona Department of Transportation
requested changes to MAG’s program to remain
in compliance with federal legislation. The new
program reflects activities that fulfill the
responsibilities set forth by the Federal Transit
Administration, the Federal Highway
Administration, and the U.S. Department of
Justice.  The Draft MAG Title VI and
Environmental Justice Program MAG was
recommended for approval by the MAG Transit

5E. Approval of the Draft MAG Title VI and
Environmental Justice Program. 
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Committee on May 17, 2016, the MAG Human
Services Community Initiatives Committee on
May 19, 2016, the MAG Transportation Review
Committee on May 26, 2016, and the MAG
Management Committee on June 8, 2016. Please
refer to the enclosed material.

*5F. FY 2016 Section 5310, Enhanced Mobility of
Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Transportation Program Recommendation for the
Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
provides Section 5310, Enhanced Mobility of
Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Transportation Program funding, to support public
transportation capital projects planned, designed,
and carried out to meet the special needs of
seniors and individuals with disabilities when
public transportation is insufficient, unavailable, or
inappropriate (Traditional Section 5310 capital
procurement). Additionally, funding is provided
for capital and operating expenses that support
new public transportation services that go beyond
those required by the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) of 1990 (New Freedom eligible
activities). This award program is available to
private, non-profit agencies, public transit
providers, and public bodies that provide
transportation services for older adults and
individuals with disabilities. MAG prepares the
Section 5310 priority listing of projects through an
open application process for the Phoenix-Mesa
Urbanized Area (UZA), which is approved
through the MAG committees and Regional
Council. At Regional Council approval, the
priority listing of projects is forwarded to the City
of Phoenix Public Transit Department to include
in its grant submission to the FTA. Approximately
$3.1 million is estimated to be available for this
year’s Section 5310 Phoenix-Mesa Urban UZA
projects. The priority listing takes into
consideration the federal requirement of 55
percent of the FTA apportionment for the
Phoenix-Mesa UZA, to be awarded to traditional
capital and mobility management eligible projects,
with 35 percent for New Freedom eligible
projects, and ten percent administration fee. On

5F. Approval of the priority listing of projects for the
Fiscal Year (FY) 2016 Federal Transit
Administration Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of
Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Transportation Program for the Phoenix-Mesa
Urbanized Area to be forwarded to the City of
Phoenix Public Transit Department with projects
to be funded based on rank order, and of the
associated amendments and administrative
modifications to the FY 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, and as
appropriate, to the 2035 Regional Transportation
Plan and Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program.
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May 4, 2016, the MAG Elderly and Persons with
Disabilities Transportation Ad Hoc Committee
developed a priority listing of projects for the FY
2016 FTA Section 5310 Phoenix-Mesa UZA. The
priority list was recommended for approval on
June 8, 2016, by the MAG Management
Committee.  Please refer to the enclosed
material.

*5G. Programming of Road Safety Projects in FY
2017-2018

The state of Arizona receives nearly $42 million
in federal Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP) funds each fiscal year for road safety
improvements. The Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) has been sub-allocating
$1.9 million in HSIP funds to the MAG planning
area for qualifying projects. ADOT has announced
a new process for programming HSIP funds
beginning in FY 2019.  Through prior action MAG
had programmed all sub-allocated HSIP funds
through FY 2018 for safety projects. However,
due to project eligibility issues and schedule
changes, a total of $508,000 in HSIP funds has
become available to be reprogrammed in FY
2017 and 2018.  In response to a MAG call for
projects to program these funds, a total of three
(3) project applications were received from three
(3) member agencies.  Two of the proposed
projects will implement systemic improvements
and one project will implement a spot
improvement. The list of safety projects was
recommended for approval by the MAG
Transportation Safety Committee on April 27,
2016, by the MAG Transportation Review
Committee on May 26, 2016, and the MAG
Management Committee on June 8, 2016. Please
refer to the enclosed material.

5G. Approval of a list of three (3) safety projects; two
(2) to be funded with the available Highway
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) funds sub-
allocated to MAG in FY 2017-2018, and one (1)
to be considered for the state’s FY 2019 HSIP
funding.

*5H. Project Changes - Amendment and Administrative
Modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, FY 2016
Arterial Life Cycle Program, the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan, and as Necessary, to the
Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program and FY 2017 Arterial Life
Cycle Program

5H. Approval of amendments and administrative
modifications to the Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2018
MAG Transportation Improvement Program, FY
2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program, 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan, and as necessary, to the
Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program and FY 2017 Arterial Life
Cycle Program.
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The Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and
2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) were
approved by the MAG Regional Council on
January 29, 2014, with the last modification
approved on May 25, 2016. Additional project
changes and additions to the TIP have been
requested by member agencies. Project changes
also include the priority listing of projects for the
Fiscal Year (FY) 2016 Federal Transit
Administration Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of
Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Transportation Program for the Phoenix-Mesa
Urbanized Area.  Several changes in order to
make the current year obligation have been
requested to FY 2016 projects that affect the FY
2014-2018 TIP and FY 2016 Arterial Life Cycle
Program. Additionally, an errata sheet for the
Draft FY 2017-2021 TIP has been generated to
incorporate requested changes since it was
published for comment and review on May 6,
2016.  The requested project changes were
recommended for approval by the MAG
Transportation Review Committee on May 26,
2016, and on June 8, 2016, by the MAG
Management Committee.  This item is on the
June 15, 2016, Transportation Policy Committee
agenda.  An update will be provided on action
taken by the Committee. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

*5I. Update to Regional Programming Guidelines for
Federal Transit Formula Funds

The MAG Regional Programming Guidelines for
Federal Transit Formula Funds (Guidelines) was
approved on March 27, 2013. It has been
modified twice with the latest modification
approved on May 27, 2015. The programming
guidelines were developed under the Moving
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act
(MAP-21) federal surface transportation funding
bill and as the region was recovering from an
economic recession. Updated federal legislation
and shifting transit needs under the current
economic conditions have created the need to
update the Guidelines to better utilize federal
funds for the MAG region. On March 15, 2016,

5I. Approval of the updates to the Regional
Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit
Formula Funds.
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the MAG Transit Committee reviewed the
Guidelines as part of the process for the Draft FY
2016 Program of Projects and Draft FY 2017
MAG Transportation Improvement Program and
proposed funding scenarios that trigger
modifications to the Guidelines. The update to
the Regional Programming Guidelines was
recommended for approval by the MAG Transit
Committee on May 17, 2016, the MAG
Transportation Review Committee on May 26,
2016, and the MAG Management Committee on
June 8, 2016.  Please refer to the enclosed
material.

*5J. Draft Fiscal Year 2017 Arterial Life Cycle Program

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) identified
94 arterial street projects to receive funding from
the regional sales tax extension and MAG federal
funds. The Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP)
serves as the financial management tool to
implement these projects. Information contained
in the ALCP includes project location, regional
funding, fiscal year for work, type of work, status
of project, and identification of the Lead Agency.
As part of the ALCP process, Lead Agencies
update project information annually. MAG staff
has programmed the Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2017
ALCP based on updated revenue streams,
information provided by Lead Agencies, and the
principles defined in the ALCP Policies and
Procedures. The FY 2017 ALCP was
recommended for approval on May 26, 2016, by
the MAG Transportation Review Committee, and
on June 8, 2016, by the MAG Management
Committee. This item is on the June 15, 2016,
Transportation Policy Committee agenda.  An
update will be provided on action taken by the
Committee.  Please refer to the enclosed
material.

5J. Approval of the Draft FY 2017 Arterial Life Cycle
Program, amendments and modifications to the
2035 Regional Transportation Plan, and inclusion
into the Draft FY 2017-2021 Transportation
Improvement Program. 

ENVIRONMENTAL ITEMS

*5K. Conformity Consultation

The Maricopa Association of Governments is
conducting consultation on a conformity
assessment for an amendment and administrative

5K. Consultation.
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modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program and 2035
Regional Transportation Plan.  The amendment
and administrative modification involve several
projects, including changes to transit projects. 
The amendment includes projects that may be
categorized as exempt from conformity
determinations.  The administrative modification
includes minor project revisions that do not
require a conformity determination.  Please refer
to the enclosed material.

*5L. Finding of Conformity for the Draft FY
2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program and Draft Amendment to the MAG
2035 Regional Transportation Plan

The Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis
concludes that the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and
the Draft Amendment to the MAG 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan meet all applicable federal
conformity requirements and are in conformance
with applicable air quality plans.  On May 26,
2016, the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory
Committee recommended approval of the Draft
April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis for the
Draft TIP and Draft Amendment to the 2035
Regional Transportation Plan.  On June 7, 2016,
a public hearing will be conducted on the Draft
TIP, Draft Amendment to the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan, and Draft April 2016 MAG
Conformity Analysis.  Approval of the conformity
finding by the Regional Council is required for
MAG adoption of the TIP and Amendment to the
Regional Transportation Plan.  The conformity
finding was recommended for approval on June
8, 2016, by the MAG Management Committee.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

5L. Approval of the Finding of Conformity for the
Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program and Draft Amendment to
the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan.

GENERAL ITEMS

*5M. Approval of 2016 MAG Socioeconomic
Projections for Resident Population and
Employment by Municipal Planning Area and
Regional Analysis Zone for July 1, 2020, 2030,
2040, and 2050 and MAG Annual Municipality

5M. Approval of the 2016 MAG resident population
and employment projections by Municipal
Planning Area (MPA) and Regional Analysis Zone
(RAZ) for July 1, 2020, 2030, 2040, and 2050,
the resolution, and the MAG Annual Population
Projections by Municipality for July 1, 2016,
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Population Projections for July 1, 2016 through
July 1, 2050

In accordance with Executive Order 2011-04,
MAG prepares sub-regional socioeconomic
projections, as well as annual population
projections by jurisdiction.  These projections are
used as input to the transportation and air quality
models. County projections prepared by the
Arizona Department of Administration were
approved by the Regional Council in December
2015.  In collaboration with member agency staff
and Central Arizona Governments, MAG has
prepared draft socioeconomic projections for
population and employment for July 1, 2020,
2030, 2040, and 2050 by Municipal Planning Area
(MPA) and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), as well
as population by jurisdiction for MAG member
agencies annually for July 1, 2016 to July 1, 2050. 
All input data, methods and assumptions used to
prepare the draft projections have been reviewed
by members of MAG Population Technical
Advisory Committee (POPTAC) and other
member agencies and revised based on input
received.  Two draft sets of projections were also
prepared for review by member agencies and
revised based on input and updated data
received. The resulting projections of population
and employment by MPA and RAZ for July 1,
2020, 2030, 2040, and 2050, associated
resolution, and annual projections of population
by jurisdiction were recommended for approval
by the MAG POPTAC on May 31, 2016, and the
MAG Management Committee on June 8, 2016.
Note: Because of new data based on an
annexation, the projection figures have been
updated since Management Committee. The
correction affects a total of 26 jobs. Please refer
to the enclosed material. 

through July 1, 2050, for use in all regional
planning activities. 

ITEMS PROPOSED TO BE HEARD

6. Approval of the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program

The Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2017-2021 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) has
been under development since August 2015. All

6. Approval of the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and
amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP), contingent on a finding of conformity.
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federally funded projects and regionally significant
transportation projects (including local and
privately funded projects) are required by federal
law to be included in the interim listing of projects
under development for the purpose of meeting
the air quality conformity analysis requirements. 
The Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program - Interim Listing of
Projects was approved by the MAG Regional
Council on April 27, 2016, to undergo this
analysis, which is now complete. A mid-phase
public hearing on the Draft TIP interim listings was
conducted on April 27, 2016, and the Final Phase
public hearing is scheduled for June 7, 2016, on
the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP. Additional
chapters have been incorporated incrementally.
The Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP may be
viewed on the MAG webs i te at:
www.azmag.gov/TIP. The Draft FY 2017-2021
MAG TIP was recommended for approval on
May 26, 2016, by the MAG Transportation
Review Committee and on June 8, 2016, by the
MAG Management Committee. This item is on
the June 15, 2016, Transportation Policy
Committee agenda.  An update will be provided
on action taken by the Committee. Please refer
to the enclosed material. 

7. Appointment of Members and Officers for the
Transportation Policy Committee

On March 31, 2016, the Chair of the MAG
Regional Council sent a memorandum to
Regional Council members requesting letters of
interest for the appointment of member agency
representatives and officers on the Transportation
Policy Committee (TPC). The Regional Council
is requested to appoint the member agency
representatives of the TPC and the officer
positions.  Please refer to the enclosed material.

7. Appointment of the members and officers of the
Transportation Policy Committee.

8. Election of Regional Council Officers and
Executive Committee Members

On May 25, 2016, the MAG Nominating
Committee met and made recommendations for
the positions of Chair, Vice Chair, Treasurer, and
three At-Large Members for the coming year

8. Election of the Regional Council officers: Chair,
Vice Chair and Treasurer, three At-Large
Members as members of the Executive
Committee. The Past Chair also serves on the
Executive Committee. 
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(2016-2017). The Past Chair also serves on the
Executive Committee. The officers serve
one-year terms with succession of positions
occurring through the ascending order of officers.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

9. Request for Future Agenda Items

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

9. Information.

10. Comments from the Council

An opportunity will be provided for Regional
Council members to present a brief summary of
current events. The Regional Council is not
allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or take
action at the meeting on any matter in the
summary, unless the specific matter is properly
noticed for legal action.

10. Information.

Adjournment
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MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

REGIONAL COUNCIL MEETING

May 25, 2016
MAG Office

Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING

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

* Vice Mayor Robin Barker, Apache Junction
Mayor Kenneth Weise, Avondale

* Mayor Jackie Meck, Buckeye
* Councilmember Mike Farrar, Carefree

Councilmember Dick Esser, Cave Creek
Mayor Jay Tibshraeny, Chandler

# Mayor Lana Mook, El Mirage
Mayor Tom Rankin, Florence

* President Bernadine Burnette, Fort
  McDowell Yavapai Nation
Mayor Linda Kavanagh, Fountain Hills

* Mayor Chuck Turner, Gila Bend
* Governor Stephen Roe Lewis, Gila River

   Indian Community
Mayor John Lewis, Gilbert
Mayor Jerry Weiers, Glendale
Mayor Georgia Lord, Goodyear
Mayor Angie Perez, Guadalupe 

Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park
*Mayor Christian Price, City of Maricopa
*Supervisor Denny Barney, Maricopa County 

Mayor John Giles, Mesa
*Mayor Michael Collins, Paradise Valley

Mayor Cathy Carlat, Peoria 
*Supervisor Todd House, Pinal County

Mayor Gail Barney, Queen Creek 
*President Delbert Ray, Salt River 

   Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
Mayor Sharon Wolcott, Surprise
Mayor Mark Mitchell, Tempe

*Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson
*Mayor John Cook, Wickenburg 

Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown
Mr. Roc Arnett, Citizens Transportation
   Oversight Committee

*Mr. Joseph La Rue, State Transportation Board
Vice Mayor Jack Sellers, State
  Transportation Board

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

1. Call to Order

The meeting of the MAG Regional Council was called to order by Chair W.J. “Jim” Lane, Scottsdale,
at 11:34 a.m.

2. Pledge of Allegiance

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.
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Mayor Lana Mook joined the meeting by teleconference.

3. Call to the Audience

Chair Lane recognized public comment from Mr. John Rusinek, who spoke of problems with a gravel
driveway.   He said that three different alternatives to dustproof the driveway were used and all were
done wrong.   Mr. Rusinek stated that three inches of gravel have been installed on the driveway, but
the company said it cannot be laid more than 1.5 inches thick.  Mr. Rusinek stated that it took seven
years for the driveway to be deemed non-dustproofed, but all of the dustproofing alternatives have been
done wrong.  Chair Lane thanked Mr. Rusinek.

Chair Lane recognized public comment from Ms. Dianne Barker, who said that she was happy to be at
the meeting.  Ms. Barker recounted her visit to her mother, who lives in California.  She said that she
traveled via airplane, trains, and buses to Simi Valley, and she added that she wished she had her bicycle
to ride. Ms. Barker said that she walked around Beverly Hills looking for a bus stop and finally went into
a hotel to ask and the staff looked up the information for her.  Ms. Barker stated that the rapid bus was
the best. She was able to ride at no charge using her Amtrak ticket.  Ms. Barker remarked that by doing
things like this, she traveled for only $100.  She reported the good customer service she received and
added that more customer service is needed.  Chair Lane thanked Ms. Barker.

4. Executive Director’s Report

Mr. Dennis Smith, MAG Executive Director, reported on items of interest to the MAG region.  Mr.
Smith stated that oral arguments on the South Mountain Freeway were heard May 11, 2016. Parties to
the lawsuit may hear the disposition of the case by the end of June 2016.  Mr. Smith stated that this is
one of the largest construction projects in the history of Arizona.

Mr. Smith reported that Arizona State University has been awarded a grant totaling $18.5 million over
five years from the National Science Foundation for an engineering research center.  He stated that two
years ago, Arizona State University was unsuccessful in applying for a grant of more than $100 million
because it was noted that it was the only project with no local support. As a result, MAG developed a
University Research Memorandum of Understanding, which was approved by the MAG Regional
Council in September 2013.  Mr. Smith stated that in making the award, the National Science
Foundation noted that the site visit by Mayor John Lewis and Mayor Michael LeVault was critical in
making their decision because it showed local support.  

Mr. Smith stated that the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) as the Lead Agency and the Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT) issued a formal announcement to advise the public of that a Tier
One Environmental Impact Statement will be conducted on the corridor for Interstate 11. Mr. Smith
noted that the corridor is between Wickenburg and Nogales, and he added that the study is anticipated
to take approximately three years.

Mr. Smith announced that RSVPs to the June 22, 2016, Desert Peaks Awards are requested by June 9,
2016.  He stated that the Regional Council meeting will begin at 5:00 p.m. and networking begins at
5:30 p.m., with the Desert Peaks Awards program at 6:00 p.m.  Mr. Smith noted that the event will be
held at the Phoenix Airport Marriott.  Chair Lane thanked Mr. Smith for his report. 
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5. Approval of Consent Agenda

Chair Lane noted that agenda items #5A, #5B, #5C, #5D, #5E, #5F, and #5G were on the Consent
Agenda.  He noted that for agenda item 5B, an updated project changes sheet for Table B was at each
place. The request to defer project PVY16-401 was withdrawn and the project will proceed as scheduled.

Chair Lane asked if members had questions or requests for a presentation on any of the Consent Agenda
items. 

None were noted.

Chair Lane recognized public comment from Ms. Dianne Barker, who said that people ask her why she
is so involved in the community.  She indicated that she would rather be dancing than doing this.  Ms.
Barker stated that her mother and sister have asthma.  Ms. Barker stated that she used to work in the
Real Estate field in Florida.  She noted that when she moved here, she choked on the pollution at Priest
and Broadway.  Ms. Barker commented that this region has high ozone, but people hire attorneys and
lobbyists to go to Washington, D.C.  Ms. Barker stated that we need to do voluntary compliance to clean
up our air.  She noted that Phoenix Councilmember Kate Gallegos has remarked that mothers in her
district complain that their children have asthma.  Ms. Barker stated that transportation plans need to
address cleaning up the air.  She commented on the letter MAG sent to the Governor regarding economic
development and transportation goals.  Ms. Barker stated that people are backing the T250. She said that
T250 plans need to fit in the region.  She said that there should not be at-grade light rail if it impedes
traffic.  Ms. Barker’s time expired.  Chair Lane thanked Ms. Barker.

Chair Lane recognized public comment from Mr. John Rusinek, who read ordinances that say dust
stabilizing methods need to be used on ground over which there are ingress and egress.  Mr. Rusinek
remarked that the ordinances are in place to ensure clean air standards are achieved.  He noted the
ordinance applies to areas of 3,000 feet and this lot is more than that – it is 6,000 feet.  Mr. Rusinek
stated that nobody cares or will talk to him about his problem. He stated that Ms. Barker is right – we
need to do something about cleaning up the air. Mr. Rusinek stated that he has been working on this
problem for seven years, and he added that he has not heard from the County since December.   Chair
Lane thanked Mr. Rusinek.

Vice Chair Greg Stanton moved to approve the Consent Agenda items #5A, #5B, #5C, #5D, #5E, #5F,
and #5G.  Mayor Michael LeVault seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

5A. Approval of the April 27, 2016, Meeting Minutes

The MAG Regional Council, by consent, approved the April 27, 2016, meeting minutes.

5B. Project Changes - Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, and as Appropriate, to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan

The MAG Regional Council, by consent, approved amendments and administrative modifications to the
FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and as appropriate, to the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan. The Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and
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2035 Regional Transportation Plan were approved by the MAG Regional Council on January 29, 2014,
with the last modification approved on April 27, 2016. Since then, additional project changes and
additions to the TIP have been requested by member agencies. The requested project changes were
recommended for approval on April 28, 2016, by the MAG Transportation Review Committee and on
May 11, 2016, by the MAG Management Committee.  Since these actions were taken, Table B was
revised to reflect that the request to defer project PVY16-401 was withdrawn. The project will proceed
as scheduled.

5C. Arterial Life Cycle Program Fiscal Year 2016 Closeout Process

The MAG Regional Council, by consent, approved the proposed Fiscal Year 2016 closeout list and
necessary amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program, the FY 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program, and as appropriate, to the 2035
Regional Transportation Plan. The Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) Policies and Procedures
establish an annual closeout process to advance reimbursements programmed with federal funds and the
half-cent sales tax allocated to arterial roads, known as the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF). MAG
staff has performed an analysis on the ALCP revenues and expenditures and determined that closeout
funds are available in Fiscal Year (FY) 2016. A call-for-applications was issued to the ALCP Working
Group in mid-March and five applications were received: two for RARF closeout and three for federal
fund closeout. The proposed closeout list was recommended for approval on April 28, 2016, by the
MAG Transportation Review Committee and on May 11, 2016, by the MAG Management Committee.

5D. FTA Transit-Oriented Development Planning Pilot Program Grant Submission

The MAG Regional Council, by consent, approved supporting the City of Phoenix application for a
Transit-Oriented Development Planning Pilot Program Grant.  On April 14, 2016, a Notice of Funding
Opportunity was released by the Federal Transit Administration announcing the availability of $20.49
million to fund local communities to integrate land use and transportation planning with a transit capital
investment that is seeking or has recently received funding through the Capital Investment Grants
Program.  Applicants can seek awards between $250,000 and $2 million with a minimum 20 percent
local match. The City of Phoenix, in partnership with Valley Metro, proposes seeking $2 million in grant
funding for the South Central Light Rail Transit Extension. On May 17, 2016, the MAG Transit
Committee recommended approval of supporting the City of Phoenix’s Transit-Oriented Development
Planning Pilot Program grant application. 

5E. Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration Funding Projections for the MAG
Region

On December 4, 2015, President Obama signed the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST
Act) reauthorizing surface transportation programs through Fiscal Year (FY) 2020.  Based on the FAST
Act, regional projections of federal funds have been updated for use in preparing the Draft Fiscal Year
(FY) 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program. MAG, in coordination with the Arizona
Department of Transportation's Financial Management Services, updated Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) projections. MAG, in coordination with Valley Metro/Regional Public
Transportation Authority and the City of Phoenix as Designated Recipient/Direct Recipient of Federal
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Transit Administration (FTA) programs, updated the FTA projections. This agenda item is to provide
information on the development of the projections based on the FAST Act, federal and state guidance
information, and historical projections.  This item was on the agenda for information and discussion.

5F. FY 2016 MAG Mid-Phase Public Input Opportunity

MAG has conducted a public involvement process on transportation plans and programs for the
Mid-Phase public input opportunity. Included in this process were small group presentations, a public
hearing, e-mail, telephone and website correspondence.  As part of MAG's adopted four phase public
involvement process, the Mid-Phase allows for input on draft programs and plans prior to action. A
compilation of this input is distributed in the form of a Mid-Phase Input Opportunity Report.  This item
was on the May 11, 2016, MAG Management Committee agenda. Comments received after the phase
ended are additionally included as an addendum to the report.  This item was on the agenda for
information and discussion.

5G. Conformity Consultation

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for
an amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.  The amendment and administrative modification
involve several projects, including Arterial Life Cycle Program projects.  The amendment includes
projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations.  The administrative
modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity determination.  This item
was on the agenda for consultation.

6. Approval of the Draft FY 2017 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget and the
Member Dues and Assessments

Ms. Becky Kimbrough, MAG staff, reported on the Draft FY 2017 MAG Unified Planning Work
Program and Annual Budget and the member dues and assessments, which was on the agenda for action. 
She noted that approval of the final draft and was being requested.

Ms. Kimbrough stated that the draft work program was presented incrementally from January through
April. In January, the draft dues and assessments were presented. In February, the draft projects were
presented.  In March, the first draft of the work program was presented using funding estimates based
on MAG’s indirect rate.

Ms. Kimbrough stated that from February through April, MAG produces the line item budget.  In April
they present detailed information on recommended performance increases, any request for a position and
any other changes.  Ms. Kimbrough reported that in response to a question regarding new positions at
the April Regional Council meeting, additional information on these positions was included in the
agenda packet.

Ms. Kimbrough displayed a slide of the overall proposed budget with a comparison to the current year’s
budget for both revenues and expenditures.  She noted that this information was included in the
summary budget document, “MAG Programs in Brief.”  Ms. Kimbrough noted that on the revenue side,
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the largest decrease is in federal funding and this is mainly due to Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement Program funding received through the Transportation Improvement Program for street
sweepers.  Ms. Kimbrough stated that the largest increase of revenue is from the Regional Area Road
Fund that is budgeted for regional transportation-related project work for FY 2017.  

Ms. Kimbrough pointed out budgeted expenditures shown by division in the lower half of the chart.  The
Transportation division shows the largest dollar decrease in the comparison budget, due to projects that
were budgeted for FY 2016 that have ended or are almost ended in the new draft budget. Ms. Kimbrough
gave as an example, the I-10/I-17 Corridor Master Plan project, referred to as the “Spine,” which has
a small amount of carryforward for FY 2017 compared to the large amount of work that was completed
in FY 2016. Ms. Kimbrough reported that the largest dollar increase is in the Information Services
division and this is due to the addition of a new project, Economic and Geospatial Data and Services
Consultant Support On-Call, for FY 2017.  Overall, the proposed budget for FY 2017 shows a decrease
of 8.1 percent, or $2.7 million.

Ms. Kimbrough displayed a comparison of personnel and overhead items.  As MAG reports on a
governmental basis, the emphasis in the budget is on the expenditure side as it is with member agencies. 
She stated that the largest dollar increase is for salaries and the net increase for the salary budget.  Ms.
Kimbrough stated that the budgeted salary increase includes a proposed three percent salary increase
based on an annual performance evaluation, with a total amount not to exceed $250,000, and three new
positions. She said that the three full time staff are requested in order to ensure the continuity of the
work in the affected divisions.   Ms. Kimbrough explained that as part of the request for new positions,
a process is being conducted to determine if interns are still required.  She noted that three full time
intern positions have been removed from the proposed budget.  Ms. Kimbrough reported that the
proposed salary budget is much lower than the total of the increases proposed; after relinquishing three
interns and due to staff turnover, the net budgeted increase is $57,266.

Ms. Kimbrough presented the largest budgeted decrease, which is in the personnel benefits line, and
explained the main reason is due to budgeted health care expenses.  She remarked that at the time the
FY 2017 budget was being prepared, it was anticipated that health care costs would increase, however,
MAG was able to negotiate substantially the same rates as FY 2016.  Ms. Kimbrough stated that the
benefits line item has been reduced for FY 2017 and there is a net dollar decrease in personnel benefits
of $162,486.  For FY 2017, these changes decrease the net budgeted personnel costs by $105,220.  Ms.
Kimbrough noted that other than these two items, there are small differences in the comparison of the
line item budget with an overall increase of less than one percent. She said that overall, there is a
decrease in the proposed FY 2017 budget from the current year budget of 8.1 percent,  including
carryforward project estimates. 

Ms. Kimbrough stated that MAG submits its work program each year to the Government Finance
Officer’s Association for the Distinguished Budget Presentation Award.  She noted that MAG received
this award for the 17th consecutive year for the FY 2016 work program; the approved FY 2017 work
program will be submitted for the 18th consecutive year.

Chair Lane thanked Ms. Kimbrough for her report.  No questions from the Regional Council were noted.
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Mayor Cathy Carlat moved to approve the resolution adopting the Draft FY 2017 MAG Unified
Planning Work Program and Annual Budget and the member dues and assessments.  Mayor Georgia
Lord seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

7. MAG Continuum of Care Letter of Support to U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Ms. Brande Mead, MAG staff, expressed appreciation to the MAG Regional Council for their support
of the MAG Continuum of Care. She noted that since 1999, the homeless funding assistance award to
the region has grown from $7 million to more than $26 million – a total of more than $300 million
homeless assistance funding over that time period.

Ms. Mead reported that on May 2, 2016, the Tier Two homeless assistance funding announcements were
made by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). The HUD announcement
was to discontinue funding many of the region’s transitional housing projects.  She noted that there are
eight transitional housing programs in the MAG region for families, youth and veterans that lost funding. 
Ms. Mead stated that HUD may have cut up to 50 percent of transitional housing projects across the U.S.

Ms. Mead noted that although there was an overall funding increase by HUD to the region, the decision
to cut transitional housing program results in unintended consequences, especially since the point-in-
time count indicated an increase of 28 percent of homeless people.  Ms. Mead introduced
Councilmember Kevin Hartke, City of Chandler, Co-Chair of the MAG Continuum of Care Board.

Councilmember Hartke noted that many of these funding cuts were retroactive and many providers had
no opportunity to respond to the funding cuts.  He noted that many of the eight organizations will be
releasing families and youth in particular, onto the streets across the Valley.  

Councilmember Hartke requested that the MAG Regional Council join the MAG Continuum of Care
Board in forwarding a letter to HUD to request funding for a transition period and retroactive costs for
programs impacted by the funding decision.  He noted that several cities have already responded to the
HUD funding cuts.  Councilmember Hartke thanked the Regional Council for considering the
Continuum’s request to support forwarding a letter to HUD and to continue to pay attention to those on
the streets.  He noted that data show that the cost to leave people homeless on the streets is far greater
than taking care of them.

Chair Lane thanked Councilmember Hartke and Ms. Mead for their reports.  He asked if members had
questions. 

Mayor Linda Kavanagh asked if the eight programs were lost due to a reduction in funding or a
discontinuation of programs. 

Councilmember Hartke replied that the funding announcements were to Tier Two funding.  HUD was
particularly interested in changing their funding priorities related to transitional housing.  He said that
most of the people affected were families, youth, and veterans.  Councilmember Hartke stated that the
most egregious element was that retroactivity of the funding reductions was not addressed.
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Vice Chair Greg Stanton stated that the world of homeless advocacy has gone to a permanent housing
model.  He explained that they wanted to reduce funding for the old model that included a three tier
process:  emergency housing first, then transitional housing, and then permanent housing. Vice Chair
Stanton remarked that HUD feels that by eliminating the transitional housing step, the sooner homeless
people are in permanent housing and the more likely the cycle of homelessness will be broken.  He
indicated that the problem was the blunt cut to transitional housing across the board, without
understanding that in some populations, such as youth and families with children, transitional housing
is still needed.  Vice Chair Stanton noted worthy organizations, such as Tumbleweeds and UMOM, that
provide transitional housing.  He indicated that finding permanent housing for families is more difficult. 
Vice Chair Stanton expressed that such a blunt cut was likely a wrong policy approach.  He indicated
that sending a letter is appropriate to express that transitional housing is still needed for some
populations to make that transition to permanent housing as smooth as possible.  Vice Chair Stanton
stated that the City of Phoenix will be looking at its budget and programs.

Mayor Jay Tibshraeny expressed his appreciation to Councilmember Hartke for his efforts on the many
causes he supports.  Mayor Tibshraeny moved approval to forward a letter to HUD requesting funding
for a transition period and retroactive costs for the programs impacted by the funding decision.  Mayor
Linda Kavanagh seconded.

Chair Lane asked if there were any comments.

Mayor John Giles stated that the HUD funding decision impacts all communities. He noted that one of
the eight organizations is on the property of the former Williams Air Force Base in Mesa. Mayor Giles
stated that it is a regional facility for all homeless families, not just those from the Southeast Valley. 
He said that we can debate the premise of transitional housing, but cannot debate the way the decision
was implemented. Mayor Giles stated that HUD’s decision will put 95 families on the street.  He
remarked that the only option is housing vouchers.  Mayor Giles stated that he has spoken to his
Congressional Delegation and they are working diligently on this.  He added that this is a real issue and
needs to be a top priority.  Mayor Giles expressed his support for the motion and indicated that housing
vouchers are needed.

Mayor Kavanagh expressed her appreciation for the clarifying statements.

With no further discussion, the vote on the motion passed unanimously.

8. Regional Freeway and Highway Program Update – 2016 Rebalancing

Mr. Bob Hazlett, MAG staff, provided an update on the Regional Freeway and Highway Program and
a report on rebalancing efforts.  Mr. Hazlett began the presentation by stating that a worldwide poll was
conducted by Waze, the world’s largest community-based traffic and navigation app, which helps people
navigate through congested traffic conditions.  He noted that the Waze poll found that Phoenix was
ranked the Best Driving Experience in the World.  Mr. Hazlett noted that thanks to the planning efforts,
this favorable voting is not by chance, it is well planned.

Mr. Hazlett displayed a map of freeway and highway projects completed since 2006.  He noted that the
projects on the map represent $4.1 billion in transportation investments.  Mr. Hazlett stated that
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completed projects include 660 total lane-miles -- 420 of the planned 720 general purpose lane-miles
and 240 of the 360 planned HOV lane-miles.  Mr. Hazlett stated that 66 lane-miles per year on average
were delivered by the Regional Freeway and Highway Program during one of the worst economic
situations this region has ever seen, and is more than most states can deliver.  Mr. Hazlett stated that the
average cost per lane-mile is about $6.3 million, or, a little more than $50 million per mile for an
eight-lane facility. He remarked that the Loop 202/South Mountain Freeway will add approximately 180
lane-miles to the system and bring the program to about 80 percent complete when it opens to traffic in
December 2019.

Mr. Hazlett stated that remaining major projects presently funded in the program include Loop
202/South Mountain, Bell/Grand, Thunderbird-Thompson Ranch/Grand, Loop 303, Loop 101/Price and
Loop 101/Pima, and recommendations from the I-10/I-17 Corridor Master Plan.

Mr. Hazlett stated that the cash flow balance for the Regional Freeway and Highway Program was first
presented in April 2012. It showed that in 2014, the program would be in trouble.  Mr. Hazlett stated
that the program was rebalanced to account for what was projected to be a $390 million shortfall at the
end of the program in 2026.

Mr. Hazlett stated that after the rebalancing, MAG, the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) took an aggressive approach toward maximizing
construction at the lowest cost.  He noted that they closed out projects that had been completed,
implemented design innovations such as design-build, and conducted value engineering sessions and
approximately 30 cost risk analysis workshops.  Mr. Hazlett noted that in addition, the South Mountain
Freeway is being built as a public-private-partnership (P3), which is providing a construction bid lower
than anticipated, delivery of the corridor almost four years ahead of schedule, and maintenance for the
next 30 years.  He stated that revenues have improved and funding certainty realized through the federal
Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act).

Mr. Hazlett stated that the new projected year-end cash flow balance for the end of the program to 2026
is approximately $640 million, and could go higher.  He stated that the cash flow improved by about $1
billion and the MAG Regional and Highway Program has never been in better health.  Mr. Hazlett
acknowledged the efforts on the cost risk analysis to the following: From ADOT, Mr. Floyd Roehrich
and his team, Mr. Rob Samour, Mr. Steve Boschen, Mr. Trent Kelso, and Mr. Kwi Sung Kang; from
Federal Highway Administration, Ms. Karla Petty, Mr. Tom Dietering, Mr. Aryan Lirange, Mr. Ed
Stillings, Ms. Rebecca Yedlin; MAG staff, Ms. Chaun Hill, Ms. Quinn Castro, Mr. Roger Herzog, Ms.
Teri Kennedy, Ms. Audra Koester-Thomas, Mr. Sarath Joshua, Mr. Nathan Pryor, Ms. Kelly Taft, Mr.
Eric Anderson, and Mr. Dennis Smith; the HDR cost risk analysis team; and the ADOT on-call
consultants.  The Regional Council applauded.

Mr. Hazlett then reviewed the four rebalancing criteria for the $640 million surplus of project priorities,
project readiness, travel demand, and funding realities are similar to the walls of a corral to contain the
program.  He noted that the TPC discussed the criteria.

Mr. Hazlett stated that the first wall of the corral is project priorities.  He displayed a map of the projects
identified in Proposition 400, but deferred during the 2009 and 2012 rebalancing efforts.  At the time,
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the cost opinions were about $7 billion; today, staff believe these deferrals are around $2.8 billion.  Mr.
Hazlett noted that there are probably new interchanges not included in Proposition 400 that might need
consideration today, for example, I-17/Happy Valley Road, I-17/Pinnacle Peak Road, I-10/Miller Road,
I-10/Watson Road, and Loop 202/Lindsay Road.  Mr. Hazlett also noted that there are emerging
technologies, such as managed lanes, and operational enhancements.  He noted that providing more
information to drivers on the freeway corridors increases efficiency of the roadways.

Mr. Hazlett stated that the second wall of the corral is travel demand.  He said that travel patterns change
over time.  Mr. Hazlett stated that one example is freight traffic growing faster than anticipated due to
increased California port activities, which could necessitate the widening of I-10 from SR-85 to Verrado
Way.  He noted a need for new traffic interchanges along I-17 at Happy Valley Road and Pinnacle Peak
Road.   Mr. Hazlett noted that the Pinnacle Peak Road interchange in particular is a concern as traffic
is now backing out onto the I-17 mainline during peak times causing safety issues.  He added that they
want to make sure that what made sense in 2003 still makes sense today.

Mr. Hazlett stated that the third corral wall is project readiness.  He said that it still takes time to get new
projects off the ground and other projects can influence new project timing.  Mr. Hazlett stated that for
a period of time, it was anticipated that Loop 202/South Mountain would command the greater part of
the cash flow over the seven to eight years it was under construction, resulting in other large projects
occurring after 2021. Mr. Hazlett explained that as a result of the ADOT/Connect 202 Partners P3
project, the Loop 202/South Mountain is anticipated to be done in 2019, instead of 2023, allowing other
projects to advance.  Mr. Hazlett stated that any new projects need to undergo environmental clearances,
design concept reports, procurement, cost risk analysis, and right-of-way acquisition.  He added that
staffing capabilities at ADOT and FHWA is a consideration for bringing back projects to the program. 
Mr. Hazlett stated that one question is whether projects would be rated higher depending on project
readiness. 

Mr. Hazlett stated that the fourth corral wall is funding realities.  He stated that revenue streams -- the
Regional Area Road Fund (RARF, half-cent sales tax) and Highway Users Revenue Fund (HURF gas
tax) -- are tied to the economy.  Also, FAST Act legislation is through 2020 and is subject to
congressional approval of the federal funding stream.  Given these potential uncertainties, Mr. Hazlett
stated that MAG staff recommended to the Transportation Policy Committee a phased approach at this
time and programming $500 million of the surplus until future economic conditions are known.  Mr.
Hazlett added that there might be savings on right-of-way for the South Mountain Freeway, which have
not come in yet.

Mr. Hazlett noted that next steps include identifying potential scenario(s) for June 15, 2016, TPC
meeting; revising the scenario as needed and providing scenario recommendation in August; presenting
the recommended scenario for approval by the MAG Regional Council in either September or October;
and amending the Regional Transportation Plan and conducting an Air Quality Conformity Analyses
following Regional Council action. 

Chair Lane thanked Mr. Hazlett for his report.  He remarked that there was an approximate $7 billion
shortfall. Chair Lane stated that there have been challenges in the economy, but adjustments and

-10-



efficiencies under adverse conditions have resulted in a more efficient system.  He asked if the same
efficiency seeking methods would be applied going forward to reallocate the funds.

Mr. Hazlett replied that this reflects how business has changed.  He stated that the cost risk analysis is
ingrained in how business is conducted between MAG and ADOT.   Mr. Hazlett stated that ADOT
initiated the process with the South Mountain Freeway, which did so well, they are going to implement
it for the rest of the program.  He stated that this process has been used for SR-347 crossing the railroad
tracks in the City of Maricopa, a project outside of the Regional Freeway and Highway Program.  Mr.
Hazlett stated that ADOT and FHWA have embraced technology and implement it in making designs
be more efficient.  He indicated that staff are hopeful that another rebalancing might be possible in a
couple of years to bring back more deferred projects.

Chair Lane commented that perhaps with the added efficiencies and new approach, the $640 million may
potentially represent $1 billion.  Although there is no commitment of this, he liked the idea of carrying
forward the efficiencies.

Mayor John Lewis expressed his appreciation to everyone who worked on the cost analysis.  He added
that this is a nice situation to find yourself.  Mayor Lewis stated that the priorities will be kept and there
will be conversations on project readiness, economic development, safety, etc.

Mayor Sharon Wolcott stated that we need to respond to changes in travel demand.  She said that modes
of travel demand also change.  Mayor Wolcott stated that she wanted to ensure that the plans coordinate
and integrate with efficiencies and mass transit.

Chair Lane thanked everyone who worked on the cost analysis. He stated that we now have the benefit
of a renewed approach and efficiencies.

9. Ozone Boundary Designations

Ms. Lindy Bauer, MAG staff, stated that due to toughened air quality standards, the Arizona Department
of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) has been working to evaluate the current ozone boundary designation
for the Maricopa ozone nonattainment area. She displayed a map of the current Maricopa eight-hour
ozone nonattainment area.  Ms. Bauer stated that noted that data from 2013 to 2015 show 13 of the 20
monitors in the Maricopa eight-hour ozone nonattainment area do not meet the standard.  She added that
so far in the 2016 ozone season, only seven of the 20 monitors do not meet the standard.

Ms. Bauer stated that at issue is whether to include in the Maricopa ozone nonattainment area two
monitors located just outside the Maricopa eight-hour ozone nonattainment area: the Tonto National
Monument monitor in the Tonto National Forest and the Queen Valley monitor in Pinal County.  Ms.
Bauer stated that these monitors only slightly exceed the new ozone standard of 0.070 parts per million
(ppm) at 0.071 ppm.  Ms. Bauer noted the downward trend in the concentrations at the two monitors and
that the monitors are only slightly over the standard. 

Ms. Bauer stated that on April 14, 2016, ADEQ proposed an expansion of the Maricopa eight-hour
ozone nonattainment area to include the Tonto National Monument monitor in the Tonto National Forest
and the Queen Valley monitor in Pinal County. 
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Ms. Bauer stated that on April 27, 2016, the MAG Regional Council discussed the ozone nonattainment
area boundary designation and took action to send a letter to ADEQ requesting that the current Maricopa
ozone boundary not be expanded at this time, and that monitor data from the 2016 ozone season should
be evaluated first to determine if the monitors have met the standard or if it is necessary to revise the
boundary recommendation.  Ms. Bauer added that the State needs to make a recommendation to the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) by October 1, 2016.

Ms. Bauer stated that on May 5, 2016, a meeting took place with ADEQ, the Maricopa County Air
Quality Department, the Pinal County Air Quality Department and MAG to review the data.  She noted
that at the meeting, ADEQ staff indicated ADEQ would put forth not expanding the boundary as the
preferred option.  Ms. Bauer stated that ADEQ indicated that a couple of other options may be
developed in case the others do not come into compliance.

Ms. Bauer stated that on May 23, 2016, ADEQ conducted another stakeholder meeting.  She noted that
ADEQ indicated it would be putting forth four options.  This would allow the consideration of newer,
more recent data.  Ms. Bauer said that EPA recommended that states should look at 2016 data in making
their recommendations.

Ms. Bauer stated that EPA is going to be evaluating data from 2014-2016, and maybe 2017 data.  She
noted that ozone concentrations continue to decline.  She said that if the downward trend continues and
the monitors meet the standard, the boundary will not need to be expanded. Ms. Bauer stated that ADEQ
indicated that putting forth four options is a more streamlined approach than going back and revising
a recommendation.  She said that ADEQ still needs to go through a public review process of the four
options and then the four options would be presented to EPA.  

Ms. Bauer reviewed the four options.  Option One: Keep the boundary the same. It assumes both
monitors meet the standard.  She noted that the Tonto monitor is currently under the new standard.  The
Queen Valley monitor is a little higher, but could have a couple more exceedances this summer and still
be alright.  Option Two: Add an area to the nonattainment area if the Tonto monitor violates the
standard. Option Three: If the Queen Valley monitor does not meet the standard, but the Tonto monitor
does, the boundary would be expanded into Pinal County. Option Four: The boundary would be
expanded to include both monitors.  ADEQ has also included a small piece of property owned by Salt
River Project in Pinal County in Options Three and Four.

Ms. Bauer stated that next steps include putting the options in a document and submitting it for public
review in late May or early June.  This would be followed by a public hearing.  The document would
be submitted to the Governor between August and September.  The Governor would submit it to the
EPA by October 1, 2016.

Ms. Bauer expressed appreciation to the Regional Council for their action taken on April 27.  She said
that the action was very valuable and resulted in ADEQ looking again at the trend data and the monitors. 

Chair Lane thanked Ms. Bauer.  No questions from the Regional Council were noted.
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10. Legislative Update

Mr. Nathan Pryor, MAG staff, provided an update on legislative issues of interest.  He noted that the
Legislature sine die on May 11, 2016.  He reported that the state budget includes transferring $107
million from the Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) to the Department of Public Safety (DPS). Mr.
Pryor added that there was a backfill of $86.5 million with a General Fund transfer, decreasing the
amount transferred from HURF that is close to the statutory limit. 

Mr. Pryor offered a breakdown of the $86.5 million.  He indicated that $30 million was allocated to local
governments and $30 million for I-10 widening and the traffic interchange at Eloy/Casa Grande.  Mr.
Pryor noted that an application for a federal FASTLANE grant was submitted for the I-10 project, and
if successful, the $30 million would then be spent on state highway construction.  He noted that
similarly, $25 million was allocated for SR-189 and I-19 in Nogales.  An application for a federal
TIGER grant has been submitted.  If approved, the $25 million would then be spent on state highway
construction.  Mr. Pryor stated that the budget includes $1.5 million for Route H60 in the Navajo Nation.

Mr. Pryor then spoke of the annual fee for operating expenses at the Arizona Department of Revenue.
He said that last year, HB 2617 passed.  MAG pays approximately $2.5 million and PAG pays
approximately $500,000.  Mr. Pryor stated that a group of stakeholders, including Mayor Lane, Mayor
LeVault, Supervisor Barney, Mayor Mitchell, Tucson Mayor Rothschild, and the Governor’s office have
met since last fall.  Mr. Pryor noted that last year, Mr. Rene Guillen presented the Regional Council with
a concept how to address the ADOR operating expense issue.  Mr. Pryor noted that after these
discussions, the fee remains unchanged and they anticipate receiving an invoice in the neighborhood of
$2.58 million.

Chair Lane thanked Mr. Pryor for his report and asked members if they had questions.

Mayor LeVault asked when the new computer system would be online at ADOR.  Mr. Pryor responded
that he did not know.

11. Request for Future Agenda Items

Topics or issues of interest that the Regional Council would like to have considered for discussion at
a future meeting were requested.

No requests were noted.

12. Comments from the Council

An opportunity was provided for Regional Council members to present a brief summary of current
events. The Regional Council is not allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or take action at the meeting
on any matter in the summary, unless the specific matter is properly noticed for legal action.

Chair Lane invited Mayor LeVault, Chair of the 2016 MAG Nominating Committee, to report on the
recommendation of the Nominating Committee.  
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Mayor LeVault noted that a copy of the Nominating Committee report was at each place.  He stated that
the Nominating Committee met just prior to the Regional Council meeting and recommended a slate of
seven candidates for the 2016-2017 Executive Committee: For Chair, Mayor Greg Stanton, City of
Phoenix; for Vice Chair, Mayor Jackie Meck, City of Buckeye; for Treasurer, Mayor Gail Barney, Town
of Queen Creek; for At-Large Members, Mayor Mark Mitchell, City of Tempe; Mayor Lana Mook, City
of El Mirage; and Mayor Jerry Weiers, City of Glendale.  Mayor W. J. “Jim” Lane, City of Scottsdale,
would serve as Past Chair.  Mayor LeVault stated that the MAG Regional Council would be electing
the Executive Committee members at the June 22, 2016, MAG Regional Council meeting.

Mayor John Lewis stated that a very serious fire erupted in the Town of Gilbert last month.  At each
place was a letter he wrote thanking everyone for their assistance during this very dangerous situation. 
Mayor Lewis remarked that this fire was possibly the largest fire to ever occur in Gilbert.  He expressed
his gratitude to all of the public safety partners who assisted the Town with personnel and equipment:
Chandler, Mesa, Phoenix, Queen Creek, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, Scottsdale, Sun
Lakes Fire, Superstition Fire, Tempe, and American Medical Response. Mayor Lewis stated that even
though the fire was huge and conditions were windy, there were no casualties.  He expressed that there
was no way he could adequately express the appreciation of the Town.  Mayor Lewis stated that MAG
is a great regional partner and this is a good setting to extend his appreciation.  He added that the Town
looks forward to assisting others when needed.

Mr. Dennis Smith noted that his daughter and her husband were residing in the apartment complex
adjacent to the fire and evacuated the area safely.  He expressed his gratitude for the efforts of the public
safety personnel.  Mr. Smith expressed appreciation to the Regional Council for approving the Work
Program, and also for the support of the Regional Council for the MAG organization.  He remarked that
MAG performs unique functions.  Mr. Smith stated that other organizations, such as SANDAG or the
Dallas MPO, have more than 300 staff members each.  He noted that MAG has a small, well-trained
staff to address complex issues in the MAG region, such as air quality.  Mr. Smith stated that the MAG
Continuum of Care is a best practice in the U.S.  He stated that MAG staff do not take the support of
the Regional Council for granted.

Chair Lane replied that everyone knows that Gilbert would respond to their requests for aid. He noted
that the next Regional Council meeting is 5:00 p.m., June 22, 2016, to be held in conjunction with the
Desert Peaks Awards.

Adjournment

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 12:55 p.m.

______________________________________
Chair

____________________________________
Secretary   
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Agenda Item #5B

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT:
Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report: December 2015 - April 2016

SUMMARY:
The Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) is the financial management tool for the arterial street
component of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Management of the program is guided by the 
ALCP Policies and Procedures, which were approved by the MAG Regional Council on June 24,
2015. The ALCP Policies and Procedures require that a status report is provided to MAG committee
members to give an update on all project requirements and financial information. The ALCP Status
Report traditionally has been published on a semiannual basis.  

The December 2015 through April 2016 Status Report is the second for FY 2016. The report provides
information on the 45 projects scheduled for work and/or reimbursement this fiscal year. Of these 45
projects, 16 are in the design phase, nine are in the right-of-way-acquisition phase, 17 are in the
construction phase, and three are scheduled for reimbursement only.  It is anticipated that 13 of
these projects are or will be completed and open to traffic by July 1, 2016. 

Scheduled ALCP project reimbursements in FY 2016 total $71.7 million. Federal funds comprise
$23.3 million of the total programmed reimbursements while the remaining balance of $48.4 million
is programmed with a portion of the half-cent sales tax, known as the Regional Area Road Fund
(RARF), allocated to arterial roads. Through April 2016, actual RARF revenue collections in FY 2016
have totaled $34.3 million, which is two percent lower than what had been projected in the November
2015 Arizona Department of Transportation revenue forecast.

A list of ALCP Project Requirements received to date can be found on pages four and five of the
attached ALCP Status Report.  The report also provides additional detail on the status of projects,
revenues, and other relevant program information.
 

PUBLIC INPUT:  
None has been received.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The ALCP Status Report represents a valuable tool to monitor the ALCP and the arterial
component of the MAG Regional Transportation Plan.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The information in the ALCP Status Report provides an update on all project
requirements and financial information.
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POLICY: The ALCP Status Report is required by the ALCP Policies and Procedures, which were
approved by the MAG Regional Council on June 24, 2015.

ACTION NEEDED:
Information and discussion.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
The Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report: December 2015 - April 2016 was on the June 15,
2016, Transportation Policy Committee agenda for information and discussion.

The Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report: December 2015 - April 2016 was on the June 8, 2016,
MAG Management Committee agenda for information and discussion.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

The Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report: December 2015 - April 2016 was on the May 26,
2016, MAG Transportation Review Committee agenda for information and discussion.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: David Janover
ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Mike Kies
Apache Junction: Shane Kiesow for Giao 
Pham
Buckeye: Jose Heredia for Scott Lowe

* Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
Chandler: R.J. Zeder for Dan Cook

El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum
* Florence: Jess Knudson
* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
Glendale: Debbie Albert, Vice Chair
Goodyear: Rebecca Zook

2



* Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
Maricopa County: Jennifer Toth
Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler

* Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
Peoria: Andrew Granger
Phoenix: Ray Dovalina

# Pinal County: Louis Andersen

Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef
# Scottsdale: Todd Taylor for Paul Basha

Surprise: Mike Gent
Tempe: Robert Yabes for Shelly Seyler
Valley Metro: John Farry

* Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Chris Hauser, El Mirage
* ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, Phoenix
# FHWA: Ed Stillings 

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Jim Hash,
Mesa

* Transportation Safety Committee: Dana
Alvidrez, Chandler

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

On May 10, 2016, the Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report: December 2015 - April 2016 was
presented to the MAG Street Committee for information and discussion.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Chris Hauser,  El Mirage,, Chair
Susan Anderson for Eric Boyles, ADOT
Emile Schmid, Apache Junction
David Janover, Avondale

* Jose Heredia, Buckeye
Kevin Lair, Chandler
Aryan Lirange, FHWA
Jess Knudson for Wayne Costa, Florence
Tim Oliver, Gila River Indian Community
Ken Morgan, Gilbert

# Patrick Sage, Glendale
* Hugh Bigalk, Goodyear
* Bill Fay, City of Maricopa
# Maria Angelica Deeb, Mesa

Robert Woodring, Maricopa  County
Mike Gillespie, Litchfield Park

* James Shano, Paradise Valley
Kini Knudson, Vice Chair, Phoenix
Angeline To for Scott Bender, Pinal County
Ben Wilson, Peoria

* Janet Martin, Queen Creek
# Jennifer Jack, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
      Indian Community

Andrew Merkley for Phil Kercher, Scottsdale
Dana Owsiany, Surprise
German Piedrahita, Tempe
Jamie McCracken, Tolleson

# Grant Anderson, Youngtown

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy
# Members attending by phone @Ex-officio member, non voting member
+ Members attending by teleconference

CONTACT PERSON:
John Bullen, Transportation Planner III, (602) 254-6300.
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ALCP REVENUE AND FINANCE 

In November 2004, the voters of Maricopa County approved Proposition 400, which 
extended the ½-cent sales tax for transportation through 2025.  The tax extension was 
divided among freeways (56.2%), transit (33.3%) and arterial streets (10.5%).  The portion 
of the tax extension allocated to arterial streets is managed through the Arterial Life Cycle 
Program (ALCP). Table 1 provides a breakdown of Proposition 400 revenues collected in 
fiscal year (FY) 2016 by mode. 
 

Freeways Arterial Streets Transit TOTAL

July $17,850,999 $3,335,151 $10,577,193 $31,763,343

August $17,877,560 $3,340,114 $10,592,932 $31,810,605

September $17,670,151 $3,301,363 $10,470,036 $31,441,550

October $16,598,611 $3,101,164 $9,835,120 $29,534,895

November $18,045,128 $3,371,421 $10,692,220 $32,108,769

December $18,068,513 $3,375,790 $10,706,076 $32,150,380

January $21,009,351 $3,925,235 $12,448,601 $37,383,187

February $17,705,289 $3,307,928 $10,490,856 $31,504,073

March $18,652,434 $3,484,885 $11,052,065 $33,189,384

April $20,239,409 $3,781,384 $11,992,390 $36,013,183

TOTAL $183,717,446 $34,324,434 $108,857,490 $326,899,370

*Amount excludes debt service from Prop 300

TABLE 1.  FY 2016 PROPOSITION 400 COLLECTIONS
(July 2015 - April 2016)

 
 

In addition to the half-cent sales tax, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) allocates 
federal Surface Transportation Program – MAG Funds (STP-MAG) and federal Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program Funds (CMAQ) to fund projects in the 
ALCP.   
 

Revenues from the ½-cent sales tax allocated to arterials are deposited into the Regional 
Area Road Fund (RARF) arterial account on a monthly basis.  As of April 2016, actual RARF 
revenue collections were 2.0% lower than the September 2015 Arizona Department of 
Transportation (ADOT) RARF revenue forecast. Table 2 provides a summary of estimated 
versus actual arterial RARF revenue collections over that period. 
 

Fiscal Year 2016 started on July 1, 2015.  Through April, $33.1 million of additional RARF 
revenues have been deposited into the arterial account.  To date, approximately $361.1 
million Regional Area Road Funds have been collected for arterial improvements in the 
region, $5.7 million has been earned through income from investments, and more than 
$338.3 million of project expenses have been reimbursed. As of the end of April 2016, the 
RARF project account balance was $32.1 million.   
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The RTP dedicates approximately 
3.65% percent of the ALCP RARF 
funds for planning and 
implementation studies in the 
region.  The funding allocated for 
implementation studies is 
contingent on RARF revenue 
collections.  As a result, the 
amounts programmed in the ALCP 
are estimates derived the ADOT 
RARF revenue forecasts published 
annually.  The remaining regional 
budget for the implementation 
studies fluctuate concurrently with 
the forecasts.  Since 2006, $13.1 
million in RARF revenues have been 
deposited into the RARF Studies 
account.   

For more information about the 
MAG Implementation and Planning Studies, please see the appendices in the approved 
Arterial Life Cycle Program available for download at:  
http://www.azmag.gov/ALCP 
 

 ALCP PROJECT HIGHLIGHT:  

BLACK MOUNTAIN BOULEVARD 

The Black Mountain 
Boulevard ramps opened to 
traffic on March 20, 2016.  
The ramps are part of the 
larger Arterial Life Cycle 
Program Project, which 
provided access on Black 
Mountain Boulevard from 
State Route 51 to Pinnacle 
Peak Road. Not only does 
the Black Mountain 
Boulevard project improve 
access from the north, but 
also helps to alleviate 
congestion along Loop 101. 

For additional information about the Black Mountain Boulevard arterial capacity 
improvement, please contact the City of Phoenix Street Transportation Department at at 
(602) 262-6284.  

Estimated 
Total RARF

Actual 
Total RARF*

Percentage 
Difference

July $3,558,345 $3,335,151 -6.3%

August $3,341,310 $3,340,114 0.0%

September $3,422,160 $3,301,363 -3.5%

October $3,453,450 $3,101,164 -10.2%

November $3,387,090 $3,371,421 -0.5%

December $3,434,970 $3,375,790 -1.7%

January $4,117,365 $3,925,235 -4.7%

February $3,311,700 $3,307,928 -0.1%

March $3,403,470 $3,484,885 2.4%

April $3,775,590 $3,781,384 0.2%

TOTAL $41,966,190 $41,130,505 -2.0%

*Amount excludes debt service from Prop 300

TABLE 2. TOTAL ARTERIAL RARF COLLECTIONS
Estimate v. Actual FY 2016 (July 2015 - April 2016)

http://www.azmag.gov/ALCP
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FY 2016 ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM 

On March 23, 2016 the MAG Regional Council approved an update to the FY2016 Arterial 
Life Cycle Program, the MAG FY 2014-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), 
and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  An electronic copy of the updated FY 
2016 ALCP may be downloaded from the MAG website at:  
http://www.azmag.gov/ALCP  

ALCP PROJECT STATUS 

Detailed information about projects underway is provided in Tables 3 and 4.  Table 3 lists 
whether projects are programmed for work and/or reimbursement in FY 2016, the amount 
programmed for reimbursement in FY 2016, and ALCP project requirements submitted to-
date.  Table 4 details project reimbursements and expenditures for projects programmed 
for work and/or reimbursement in FY2016.  

This is the 23rd Status Report for the Arterial Life Cycle.  Semi-annually, MAG provides 
member agencies with an update on the projects in the ALCP.  This report and all other 
ALCP information are available online at:  
 http://www.azmag.gov/ALCP. 

 

 

http://www.azmag.gov/ALCP
http://www.azmag.gov/ALCP


Overview 

(PO)

Agreement 

(PA)
Needed in FY16

Chandler Blvd at Alma School Rd: Intersection 
Improvements

Work and 
Reimbursement

 $       545,676.28  $           1,282.95 Completed 
3/2008

Completed 
7/2008

PRR

Gilbert Rd: Chandler Heights Rd to Hunt Hwy
Work and 

Reimbursement
 Funds obligated 

in FFY2013 
          845,645.38 Completed 

5/2012
Completed

1/2014
PRR

Chandler Heights Rd: Arizona Ave to McQueen Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
       1,287,825.00                          -   Completed 

9/2014
Completed 

12/2014
PRR

McQueen Rd: Ocotillo Rd to Riggs Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
          493,306.91           112,858.83 Completed 

4/2013
Completed 

8/2013
PRR

Ocotillo Rd: Arizona Ave to McQueen Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
       4,126,379.14                          -   Completed 

4/2013
Completed

1/2014
PRR

Old Price Rd at Queen Creek Rd: Intersection 
Improvements

Work and 
Reimbursement

       2,855,227.29        2,855,227.29 Completed 
9/2014

Completed 
12/2014

None

McQueen Rd: Ocotillo Rd to Chandler Heights
Work and 

Reimbursement
 Funds obligated 

in FFY2013 
       3,895,652.00 Completed 

4/2013
Completed 

4/2014
None

McQueen Rd: Chandler Heights to Riggs Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
 Funds obligated 

in FFY2015 
                         -   Completed 

4/2013
Completed 

4/2014
PRR

Ray Rd at Dobson Rd: Intersection Improvements 
Phase I

Work and 
Reimbursement

          251,006.80             19,094.94 Completed 
9/2014

Completed 
12/2014

PRR

Cooper Rd: South of Queen Creek Rd to Chandler 
Heights

Work and 
Reimbursement

          588,401.00                          -   Completed 
2/2015

Completed 
3/2015

PRR

Cooper Rd: South of Queen Creek Rd to Riggs Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
 Funds obligated 

in FFY2015 
                         -   Completed 

2/2015
--- PA/PRR

Queen Creek Rd: McQueen Rd to Gilbert Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
 $    1,500,000.00  $  613,055.080 

Completed 
4/2014

Completed 
7/2014

PRR

El Mirage Rd: Cactus to Grand & Thunderbird Rd: 
127th Ave to Grand 

Work and 
Reimbursement

 $         64,821.66  $         64,821.66 Completed 
9/2013

Completed 
11/2013

None

Thunderbird Rd: 127th Ave to Grand Avenue 
Work and 

Reimbursement
       1,176,506.31        1,170,854.41 Completed 

9/2013
Completed 

11/2013
None

El Mirage Rd: Peoria Ave to Cactus Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
       6,110,892.62        1,383,131.50 Completed 

10/2013
Completed

1/2014
PRR

El Mirage Rd: Cactus to Grand Avenue
Work and 

Reimbursement
          625,000.00                          -   Completed 

9/2013
Completed 

11/2013
None

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to Cereus Wash
Work and 

Reimbursement
 $       450,239.00  $       277,567.77 Completed 

8/2008
Completed 

10/2008
PRR

Elliot Rd at Cooper Rd: Intersection Improvements
Work and 

Reimbursement
 $       802,258.84  $                     -    Completed 

8/2014
Completed 

5/2015
None

Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to Higley Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
       2,766,251.03        1,966,251.03 Completed 

4/2013
Completed 

5/2013
None

Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd: Intersection 
Improvements

Work and 
Reimbursement

       3,456,549.89                          -   Completed 
5/2012

Completed 
10/2010

None

Guadalupe Rd at Gilbert Rd: Intersection 
Improvements

Reimbursement 
Only

       2,736,823.23        2,736,823.23 Completed 
5/2012

Completed 
10/2010

None

El Mirage Rd: Northern Ave to Peoria Ave
Work and 

Reimbursement
 $    2,283,429.19  $       528,622.64 Completed 

11/2012
Completed 

1/2013
PRR

Gilbert Rd: Bridge over Salt River
Work and 

Reimbursement
 Funds obligated 

in FFY2015 
                         -   Completed 

3/2016
--- PA/PRR

McKellips Rd: Loop 101 to SRP-MIC/Alma School 
Rd

Work and 
Reimbursement

 Funds obligated 
in FFY2013 

          213,576.44 ---
Completed 

12/2013
PRR

MARICOPA COUNTY

CHANDLER

FOUNTAIN HILLS

RTP Project
Programmed in 

the FY16 ALCP

Programmed 

Reimb. 

in FY16

ALCP Project Requirements
Reimb. 

in FY 2016

GILBERT

EL MIRAGE

CHANDLER & GILBERT



 

Overview 

(PO)

Agreement 

(PA)
Needed in FY16

Northern Parkway (Phase I): Sarival to Dysart
Work and 

Reimbursement
 Funds Obligated 
in FFY10/11/12 

                         -   Completed
4/2010

Completed
3/2011

PRR

Northern Parkway (Phase II): Sarival to Dysart
Work and 

Reimbursement
 Funds Obligated 

in FFY 2011 
                         -   Completed 

11/2012
Completed 

1/2013
PRR

Northern Parkway: Dysart to 111th Ave
Work and 

Reimbursement
 $    4,500,000.00        2,196,247.81 Completed 

6/2012
Completed 

11/2012
PRR

Northern Parkway: Reems and Litchfield 
Overpasses

Work and 
Reimbursement

 Funds Obligated 
in FFY12/13 

                         -   Completed 
6/2012

Completed 
11/2012

PRR

Mesa Dr: US 60 to Southern Ave
Reimbursement 

Only
 $       900,000.00  $       792,417.73 Completed

3/2007
Completed

1/2008
PRR

Mesa Dr: 8th Avenue to Main Street
Work and 

Reimbursement
       2,376,097.48             55,546.64 Completed 

6/2014
Completed 

8/2014
PRR

Ray Road: Signal Butte to Meridian Work Only                          -                            -   Completed 
6/2015

Completed 
8/2015

None

Signal Butte Road:  Elliot Rd to Ray Rd Work Only                          -                            -   Completed 
8/2014

Completed 
11/2014

None

Southern Avenue Area DCR
Work and 

Reimbursement
          105,000.00           105,000.00 Completed 

10/2015
Completed

11/2015
None

Val Vista Dr: Baseline Rd to Southern Ave
Work and 

Reimbursement
          295,000.00                          -   --- --- None

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: West Wing Parkway to Loop 
303

Reimbursement 
Only

 $    2,250,000.00  $    2,250,000.00 Completed
5/2006

Completed 
10/2011

None

Avenida Rio Salado Phase I: 51st Ave to 43rd Ave 
and 35th Ave to 7th Street

Work and 
Reimbursement

 Funds Obligated 
in FFY12-15 

 $    6,593,445.72 Completed
1/2012

Completed 
5/2012

PRR

Black Mountain Blvd: SR-51 and Loop 101/Pima 
Fwy to Pinnacle Peak Rd

Work and 
Reimbursement

 Funds Obligated 
in FFY11-15 

     14,406,076.24 Completed
10/2007

Completed 
6/2012

PRR

Happy Valley Rd: Pima Rd to Alma School Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
 $       945,000.00  $                     -    --- --- PO/PA/PRR

Pima Rd: Pinnacle Peak to Happy Valley Rd 
Work and 

Reimbursement
 $    1,345,498.56  $                     -    Completed 

04/2016
--- PA/PRR

Miller Rd/SR-101L Underpass
Work and 

Reimbursement
 $       700,000.00  $                     -    --- --- PO/PA/PRR

Pima Rd: Via Linda to Via De Ventura
Work and 

Reimbursement
       1,330,066.08             56,204.16 Completed 

9/2014
Completed 

12/2014
PRR

Pima Rd: Krail St to Chaparral Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
          500,000.00                          -   Completed 

9/2014
--- PA/PRR

Redfield Rd: Raintree Dr to Hayden Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
          150,000.00                          -   Completed 

8/2014
Completed 

12/2014
PRR

Raintree Drive: Scottsdale Rd to Hayden Rd
Work and 

Reimbursement
       6,353,954.47           369,315.98 Completed 

8/2014
Completed 

12/2014
PRR

Southbound Loop 101 Frontage Road Connections
Work and 

Reimbursement
       1,543,952.18             48,465.28 Completed 

9/2014
Completed 

12/2014
PRR

ALCP Project Requirements

SCOTTSDALE

SCOTTSDALE/CAREFREE

PHOENIX

MARICOPA COUNTY (Cont.)

MESA

PEORIA

RTP Project
Programmed in 

the FY16 ALCP

Programmed 

Reimb. 

in FY16

Reimb. 

in FY 2016



F Y 2016

CHANDLER

Chandler Blvd at Alma School Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

W/R 0.708 0.546 2.094 3.347 0.942 1.011 0.780 9.020 2017 0.25

Chandler Heights Rd: Arizona Ave to 
McQueen Rd

W/R 1.037 0.251 6.037 7.325 0.000 1.482 9.774 11.256 2019 1.00

McQueen Rd: Ocotillo Rd to Riggs Rd W/R 1.503 0.493 0.000 1.996 0.000 2.147 0.705 2.852 2016 2.00 Design & ROW only

Ocotillo Rd: Arizona Ave to McQueen Rd W/R 1.168 4.126 0.000 5.294 1.408 1.669 8.787 10.455 2016 1.00

Old Price Rd at Queen Creek Rd: 
Intersection Improvements

W/R 0.167 2.855 1.219 4.241 0.000 0.239 4.185 4.424 2016 0.80

Ray Rd at Dobson Rd: Intersection 
Improvements Phase I

W/R 0.015 0.251 0.000 0.266 0.000 0.021 0.359 0.380 2016 0.30

Cooper Rd: South of Queen Creek Rd to 
Chandler Heights

W/R 0.000 0.588 4.202 4.790 0.000 0.000 5.656 5.656 2018 1.60 ROW & Const. only

EL MIRAGE

El Mirage Rd: Cactus to Grand & 
Thunderbird Rd: 127th Ave to Grand 

W/R 1.047 0.741 0.000 1.788 0.000 1.047 1.557 2.604 2016 2.00 Design only

Thunderbird Rd: 127th Ave to Grand 
Avenue 

W/R 1.528 0.500 1.965 3.993 0.000 2.183 9.556 11.739 2017 0.50 ROW & Const. only

El Mirage Rd: Peoria Ave to Cactus Rd W/R 0.325 6.111 0.000 6.436 0.000 0.464 5.809 6.274 2017 1.00 ROW & Const. only

El Mirage Rd: Cactus to Grand Avenue W/R 0.000 0.625 12.928 13.553 0.000 0.000 19.361 19.361 2017 1.50 ROW & Const. only

FOUNTAIN HILLS

Shea Blvd: Technology Dr to Cereus Wash W/R 2.675 0.450 0.000 3.125 0.000 3.821 0.595 4.417 2015 0.80

GILBERT

Elliot Rd at Cooper Rd: Intersection 
Improvements

W/R 0.000 1.052 3.088 4.140 0.000 0.000 7.615 7.615 2018 0.50

Reimb. Reimbursement(s) YOE Year of Expenditure $ Dollars *   Measured in centerline miles

FY Fiscal Year Expend Expended/Expenditures Est Estimated

Total Reimb
FY06-FY26 

(2015$, YOE$)

 Expend 
through 

FY15 
(YOE$)

Estimated 
Future Expend

FY16-FY26 
(2015$)

Total Expend
FY06-FY26 

(2015$,YOE$)

F A C ILIT Y/ LOC A T ION
OT H ER  P R OJEC T  

IN F OR M A T ION

LEN GT H * 

(M iles)       

SC HED U LE FOR  

W OR K ( W )  

A N D / OR  

R EIM B . ( R )  

Unfunded 
Due to  
Deficit 
(2015$)

R EGION A L F UN D IN G (M illio ns)

F IN A L 

F Y fo r 

C ON ST

T OT A L EXP EN D IT UR ES (M illio ns)

Reimb 
through 

FY15 (YOE$)

Est. Reimb
FY17-FY26 

(2015$)

FY 2016 Est. 
Reimb.
(2015$)



 
 

  

F Y 2016

GILBERT (Cont)

Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to Higley Rd W/R 2.651 5.253 9.911 17.815 0.000 3.787 8.180 11.967 2016 2.00

Guadalupe Rd at Cooper Rd: Intersection 
Improvements

W/R 1.731 3.457 0.000 5.188 0.000 2.473 8.971 11.444 2016 0.50

MARICOPA COUNTY

El Mirage Rd: Northern Ave to Peoria Ave W/R 0.255 2.283 7.789 10.327 0.000 0.364 12.099 12.463 2017 2.00

MESA

Mesa Dr: US 60 to Southern Ave R 15.126 0.900 0.000 16.026 0.000 23.635 0.000 23.635 2015 1.00

Mesa Dr: 8th Avenue to Main Street W/R 0.187 2.376 9.209 11.772 0.000 0.267 14.588 14.856 2017 1.00

Ray Road: Signal Butte to Meridian W 0.000 0.000 14.428 14.428 0.000 2.000 0.000 2.000 2015 1.00

Signal Butte Road:  Elliot Rd to Ray Rd W 0.000 0.000 9.436 9.436 0.000 13.480 0.000 13.480 2015 2.00

Southern Avenue Area DCR W/R 0.000 1.050 0.000 1.050 0.000 0.000 1.500 1.500 2016 0.00 Design only

Val Vista Dr: Baseline Rd to Southern Ave W/R 0.000 0.295 8.025 8.320 0.000 0.000 12.369 12.369 2018 1.00

PEORIA

Lake Pleasant Pkw y: West Wing Parkw ay 
to Loop 303

R 2.645 2.250 12.546 17.441 11.114 16.835 0.000 16.835 2015 2.50

SCOTTSDALE/CAREFREE

Happy Valley Rd: Pima Rd to Alma School 
Rd

W/R 0.000 0.945 6.002 6.947 0.000 0.000 11.350 11.350 2017 2.20

Pima Rd: Pinnacle Peak to Happy Valley Rd W/R 0.000 1.345 14.645 15.990 0.000 0.000 22.844 22.844 2018 2.50
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F Y 2016

SCOTTSDALE

Miller Rd/SR-101L Underpass W/R 0.000 0.700 13.305 14.005 0.000 0.000 21.006 21.006 2022 1.30

Pima Rd: Via Linda to Via De Ventura W/R 0.009 1.330 0.000 1.339 0.000 0.012 2.342 2.354 2016 1.30

Pima Rd: Krail St to Chaparral Rd W/R 0.000 0.500 8.963 9.463 0.000 0.000 20.313 20.313 2019 1.80

Redfield Rd: Raintree Dr to Hayden Rd W/R 0.000 0.150 1.350 1.500 0.000 0.000 2.215 2.215 2017 1.00

Raintree Drive: Scottsdale Rd to Hayden 
Rd

W/R 0.146 6.354 9.474 15.974 0.000 0.209 22.656 22.865 2017 1.00

Southbound Loop 101 Frontage Road 
Connections

W/R 0.012 1.544 1.496 3.052 0.000 0.018 6.940 6.957 2017 0.75
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F Y 2016

CHANDLER

Gilbert Rd: Chandler Heights Rd to Hunt 
Hw y

W/R 2.048 0.000 0.000 2.048 1.770 3.845 6.349 10.194 2016 1.00 Const. only

McQueen Rd: Ocotillo Rd to Chandler 
Heights

W/R 3.896 0.000 0.000 3.896 0.000 0.984 3.147 4.131 2016 1.00 Const. only

McQueen Rd: Chandler Heights to Riggs 
Rd

W/R 3.049 0.000 0.000 3.049 0.000 0.000 4.760 4.760 2017 1.00 Const. only

Cooper Rd: South of Queen Creek Rd to 
Chandler Heights

W/R 1.037 0.000 0.000 1.037 0.000 0.000 1.100 1.100 2019 2.60 Design only

CHANDLER & GILBERT

Queen Creek Rd: McQueen Rd to Gilbert 
Rd

W/R 1.515 1.500 4.433 7.448 5.112 0.299 17.625 17.925 2019 2.00

MARICOPA COUNTY

Gilbert Rd: Bridge over Salt River W/R 1.400 0.000 12.605 14.005 0.000 0.000 33.000 33.000 2021 1.60

McKellips Rd: Loop 101 to SRP-MIC/Alma 
School Rd

W/R 0.581 22.305 14.567 37.453 0.000 0.111 14.828 14.939 2023 2.00

Northern Parkw ay (Phase I): Sarival to 
Dysart

W/R 60.713 0.000 0.000 60.713 0.000 88.637 0.536 89.173 2014 4.10

Northern Parkw ay (Phase II): Sarival to 
Dysart

W/R 2.400 0.000 0.000 2.400 0.000 4.618 0.000 4.618 2014 4.10

Northern Parkw ay (Phase II): Dysart to 
111th

W/R 8.918 14.503 12.409 35.830 0.000 13.954 37.099 51.053 2016 2.50

Northern Parkw ay (Phase II): Reems and 
Litchfield Overpasses

W/R 7.214 0.000 0.000 7.214 0.000 12.961 0.000 12.961 2015 0.20

Northern Parkw ay (Phase II): Northern Ave 
at Loop 101

W/R 0.000 1.101 7.348 8.449 0.000 0.000 13.307 13.307 2018 0.50

Northern Parkw ay (Phase II): Dysart 
Overpass

W/R 0.000 0.200 23.157 23.357 0.000 0.000 33.872 33.872 2018 0.10
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F Y 2016

PHOENIX

Avenida Rio Salado Phase I: 51st Ave to 
43rd Ave and 35th Ave to 7th Street

W/R 44.693 0.000 0.000 44.693 0.000 25.820 56.899 82.720 2016 5.00

Black Mountain Blvd: SR-51 and Loop 
101/Pima Fw y to Pinnacle Peak Rd

W/R 22.530 0.000 0.000 22.530 0.000 9.234 23.271 32.505 2016 2.00
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Agenda Item #5C

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY...for your review

DATE: 
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT:
FY 2016 MAG Final Phase Input Opportunity Report

SUMMARY:
The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) conducts a four-phase public involvement process:
Early Phase, Mid-Phase, Final Phase and Continuous Involvement. The FY 2016 Final Phase Input
Opportunity was conducted from May 5,  2016, to June 7, 2016, to gather input on the Draft Fiscal
Year 2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), Draft FY 2016 Transit Program of
Projects (POP), amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (Plan), and the Draft April 2016
MAG Conformity Analysis. MAG received public comment at various MAG committee meetings during
the Final Phase. In addition, MAG also received comments via email, phone, and online
correspondence as a result of a direct mailing to the MAG public involvement mail list and regional
libraries. 

PUBLIC INPUT:
The FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity ran from May 5 to June 7, 2016. The Final Phase input
opportunity culminated with a public hearing held on June 7, 2016.  Input received is contained in the
attached FY 2016 MAG Final Phase Input Opportunity Report.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity provides the members of the public the opportunity
to comment on transportation plans and programs prior to their approval by MAG policy committees,
in accordance with federal law. The input process also provides information regarding the meeting
process, content, and results to participants, staff, decision makers, federal agencies and other
interested parties. 

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: This input is to be considered in the development of the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP); Draft FY 2016 Transit Program of Projects (POP);
amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (Plan) and the Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity
Analysis.

POLICY: The Final Phase process fulfills the federal requirements and follows the guidelines laid out
in the MAG Public Participation Plan, while the report conveys these results to policymakers. In
December 2006, the MAG Regional Council approved a Public Participation Plan to guide the MAG
public input process in accord with new federal guidelines. An update of the Plan was approved by the
Regional Council in April 2014.

ACTION NEEDED:
Acceptance of the FY 2016 MAG Final Phase Public Input Opportunity Report.
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PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item is on the June 15, 2016, Transportation Policy Committee agenda.  An update will be
provided on action taken by the Committee. 

On June 8, 2016, the Management Committee recommended acceptance of the Draft FY 2016 MAG
Final Phase Public Input Opportunity Report. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

CONTACT PERSON:
Leila Gamiz, MAG Community Outreach Specialist, (602) 254-6300.
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DRAFT FY 2016 FINAL PHASE  

INPUT OPPORTUNITY REPORT 
June 2016



Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) 
302 North First Avenue, Suite 200 
Phoenix, Arizona  85003 
Telephone:  (602) 254-6300 
Fax:  (602) 254-6490 
E-mail: lgamiz@azmag.gov 
Contact Person: Leila C. Gamiz 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Title VI Notice to the Public  
The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) hereby gives public notice that it is the policy of 
the agency to ensure full compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights 
Restoration Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and related authorities and 
regulations in all programs and activities. Title VI requires that no person in the United States of 
America shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from the participation in, 
be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity 
for which MAG receives federal financial assistance. Additional protections are provided in other 
federal and state authorities for discrimination based on income status, limited English proficiency, 
religion, sex, disability, age, gender identity (as defined in paragraph 249(c)(4) of title 18, United States 
Code) or sexual orientation. 
 
Any person who believes they have experienced discrimination under Title VI has a right to file a 
formal complaint with MAG. Any such complaint must be filed with MAG's Title VI Coordinator 
within 180 days following the date of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For more information, or 
to file a complaint, please contact Amy St. Peter, the Title VI Coordinator, at (602) 254-6300. 
 
Cover Page Photo: 
MAG participates in many events throughout the year designed to gather input on 
transportation plans and programs. Where and when possible, MAG partners with the 
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), Valley Metro (Regional Public 
Transportation Authority and METRO Rail) and the City of Phoenix Public Transit 
Department to ensure a cooperative public involvement process that provides Valley 
residents with a variety of opportunities for input prior to the approval of plans and programs.              
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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. 

FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity Report       Page 2  



 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. 
  

 
 

FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity Report  Page 3 



 
 

 
 

FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity Report  Page 4 



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 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 Donna Power, 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 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 
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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  
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. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED VIA TELEPHONE DURING THE FINAL PHASE. 

Comments received on May 26, 2016 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 DURING THE FINAL PHASE PUBLIC HEARING ON 
TUESDAY, JUNE 7, 2016. 

Comments from Sharon Hettick, Sun City West Resident 

Comment: Thank you for taking the time to listen to the public. I was here at a previous meeting and 
I do appreciate the fact that you have made some changes or recommendations in regard to the 
Northwest Valley. I'm still here because over 90,000 people who live in the Northwest Valley and Sun 
City West, Sun City, and Sun City Grand are still without any services, nor are we on your maps clear 
through 2035. The communities are completely left out of the process. We do have stakeholder 
meetings at all of them and we have talked with several members of the group that's over here in 
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regard to what we need to do. But we still need circulators to go through our communities. One of the 
biggest problems is when I listen to Mr. (Valley Metro Representative Jorge) Luna talk about the 
average age of the rider on the bus as 35, I'm thinking of the number of senior communities that you 
have in the Northwest Valley who are not even counted because we have no services there. And we 
now have over 200,000 people living in the Surprise, Sun City West, Sun City Grand and Sun Cities 
areas that have absolutely no services. So I would appreciate it going forward, looking at the monies–
we do pay our taxes, we do have Prop 400 monies that we were promised with services available that 
are not there yet. So I would ask that you look at that going forward for the future. 

Response: 
Valley Metro has been working with local partners to understand the extent of transit service gaps 
throughout the region, including in Sun City, Sun City West, Sun City Grand, and Surprise.  Recently, 
Valley Metro has been working with the City of Surprise to analyze and better understand the cost of 
extending routes further into the Northwest Valley;  data from MAG's Northwest Valley Local 
Transit System Study and feedback from city staff has helped to populate the Short Range Transit 
Program with a few local bus route extension options, routes 170 and 138. Additional efforts will need 
to be coordinated with Maricopa County regarding service extensions through unincorporated areas. 
While the Great Recession resulted in a deferral of many Prop 400 projects across the region, Valley 
Metro and MAG are committed to working collaboratively with local transit staff to enhance regional 
mobility, identifying improvements that could be recommended for funding in the future. 

Comments from Kathryn Chandler, Surprise Resident 

Comment: I want to thank you, for the consideration of letting us speak, but also for providing the 
transportation that we do have in this area. We do have a lot of good transportation.  I have two 
daughters that benefit from the transportation in Tempe and downtown Phoenix. But none of us can 
benefit from that same transportation if we're in Surprise. So the Northwest Valley has very little 
available, and you already know that the Dial-a-Ride is wonderful and we are glad to have that, but 
there is no fixed route in our area. So what I'd like to say is, I see in the Plan online that the 170 is going 
to come out to Surprise on Bell Rd., that the 138 is going to come out to Surprise from Thunderbird 
and Grand, and then Waddell, and so I'm thrilled to see that. The 83 is coming north on 83rd Avenue. 
And then I see a circulator going out in north Peoria. Those are wonderful, we are getting much closer. 
But none of those goes into Sun City West or around Surprise other than coming through to City Hall. 
But it's a really good first step and I wanted to tell you that we have some groups in Sun City and in Sun 
City West that are meeting that are actually talking about what the community might be able to do as 
far as putting together groups that have their own vehicles. Grandview Terrace has a nice bus. There 
are some other agencies that have nice vans that might start community circulators and work together 
as a group to start forming something. But we're really hoping that if this takes off, Valley Metro steps 
in or MAG steps in with a plan, or Valley Metro steps in picking up on those things in the years to 
come. So we are really moving to do our part as a community also. 
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Response: As you noted, the City of Surprise has provided additional dollars for Dial-a-Ride services.  
Valley Metro has been working with local partners to understand the extent of transit service gaps 
throughout the region, including in Sun City, Sun City West, and Surprise.  Recently, Valley Metro has 
been working with the City of Surprise to analyze and better understand the cost of extending routes 
further into the Northwest Valley;  as you already noted, data from MAG's Northwest Valley Local 
Transit System Study and feedback from city staff has helped to populate the Short Range Transit 
Program with a few local bus route extension options, routes 170 and 138.  Additional efforts will 
need to be coordinated with Maricopa County regarding service extensions through unincorporated 
areas.  

Comments from Amina Donna Kruck, Vice President of Advocacy – Ability 360 

Comment: We appreciated that there was a little adjustment at the last meeting of the transportation 
committee about the transportation improvement to decide to still include some ADA bus stop 
improvement funds. We think that's really important. We understand the concern about the amount of 
cost that it takes to do small projects. It let me know that we need to get with our cities to make sure 
they are spending their money, right? And we're very excited about the light rail stop that's included in 
this plan at 50th Street and Washington. So I want to thank you for your efforts and hope that this 
moves along quickly, we can't wait. 

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 programmed for future projects in fiscal years 2018 through 2021 with 
consideration for additional ADA funding.  MAG staff will work with the community and member 
agencies to ensure that funds are utilized efficiently. 

The light rail transit station at 50th and Washington is scheduled to open in 2019. 

Comments from Dianne Barker, Phoenix Resident 

Comment: I am a friend of transit. I believe in multimodal, many modes of getting around. I'm asking 
this body and all of the bodies I go in front of to be part of the voluntary effort. To be part of the 
multimodal, to cut down on congestion and pollution, not only in Maricopa County but in Pinal. In 
regard to the air quality presentation, I'm very aware of our longstanding carbon monoxide 
maintenance program. I read that Bolin, the Governor, back in 1976, found out that Tucson and 
Phoenix, the greater Phoenix area, was having a carbon monoxide problem. The cars, through 
technology, have helped that effort. But now what we have is increasing particulates, it's been going on 
since the 90's. And we have the ozone in the last couple of days. I will tell you I was over at Burton Barr 
(library) the other day and we had to leave the library some of us because we were coughing. They are 
building so many things it could be somebody caught the gas but it was not that much better outside. 
It was around rush hour around Deck Park.  
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Response: Over time, there have been significant improvements in air quality in the MAG region. On 
April 4, 2016, the Environmental Protection Agency approved the MAG 2013 Carbon Monoxide 
Maintenance Plan.  There have been no violations of the 1-hour carbon monoxide standard since 
1984 and no violations of the 8-hour carbon monoxide standard since 1996.  Effective July 10, 2014, 
EPA determined that the region has attained the PM-10 standard based upon 2010-2012 monitor data. 
In 2015, there were no exceedances of the PM-10 standard and no PM-10 exceptional events.  For 
ozone, the region has met the 1-hour ozone standard and  there were no violations at any monitor 
after 1996.  The region has also met the 1997 8-hour ozone standard and there have been no 
violations of that standard since 2004.  The region currently does not meet the new 2015 ozone 
standard.  In addition, the new federal Tier 3 tailpipe standards and cleaner fuels will be implemented 
in 2017, which will also reduce ozone based upon EPA data. 

Comment: We need to see where we have bottlenecks. We're running not only light rail, but we've got 
new buses. They're very nice and air conditioned. I suggest that you try them. It's good for getting us 
quicker around the Valley if we would put in bus rapid transit. So I'm for some innovative ways to 
move we people in a quicker and more efficient manner. 

Response: Bus rapid transit is a service that operates at higher speeds by taking advantage of limited 
stops and other time-saving enhancements, including signal priority systems, queue jumpers, and/or 
exclusive or semi-exclusive travel lanes.  Implementation of bus rapid transit has been proposed 
under the City of Phoenix's Transportation 2050, a voter-approved 0.4 cent sales tax to fund 
transportation projects across the city.  While the City of Phoenix begins implementation of 
improved transit service, Valley Metro and MAG will continue evaluating opportunities to enhance 
regional service and connectivity. 

Comment:   I think on your chart you have all the different light rail you're going for, but I went to 
Valley Metro and I understand Leslie Rogers from the ninth region, I believe I have this right, says only 
the Tempe streetcar is in the chute for that. So what we need to do here at MAG is see if we are 
properly aligned or are we going to have to go with decreasing Prop 400 regional monies for this. 

Response: Tempe Street Car is currently in the Federal Transit Administration project development 
phase and has been included President Obama's budget for Fiscal Year 2017 for $75 million. The 
Tempe Streetcar project capital costs are estimated at $177 million and will be funded using regional 
Proposition 400 funds, local funds, and federal grant dollars.  

Comment: And then the City of Phoenix, the Phoenix commission, they were surprised they only had 
two bidders on the project management. Well the project management for light rail, they bring in all of 
these engineers directly that don't have to bid. The one that won had a subcontractor that ended up 
with $35 million of no-compete over light rail.  And they go for environmental and alternative 
analysis and the state said in 2012 Deb Davenport that the alternatives analysis wasn't going for 
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enough alternatives. We've always got the same thing. At-grade rail. So if we don't watch out where 
we're going we might end up there. 

Response: Solicitations for professional consulting services are facilitated according to the 
procurement processes established by each soliciting agency and contracting is subsequently approved 
by the agency's governing body.   

Comments from Ruth Morgan, Phoenix Resident 

Comment: Rapid transit is needed in South Phoenix. 

Response: With the passage of Proposition 104 (Transportation 2050), Phoenix voters approved a .4 
cent sales tax to fund a 35-year citywide transportation plan to expand transit service and address street 
improvements. As part of this initiative, improved frequency and service operation for local bus 
service was a key goal. While the City of Phoenix begins implementation of improved transit service, 
the city will continue to explore opportunities to enhance regional service and connectivity. 

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.  
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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. 

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. 
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Comments from Timothy Franquist, Director, Air Quality Division, Arizona Department of 
Environmental Quality  

Comment: The Arizona Department of Environmental Quality understands that MAG has been 
working diligently to implement all planning assumptions, transportation control measures, and 
conformity budgets. 

Response: Thank you for acknowledging the work that MAG has completed for the conformity 
analysis covering the Maricopa Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas and the Pinal County PM-10 
and PM-2.5 Nonattainment Areas. 

Comment: ADEQ acknowledges the discrepancy between the PM-10 interim analysis and the West 
Pinal County PM-10 nonattainment area motor vehicle emissions budget (submitted December 22, 
2015) is due to the inclusion of all unpaved roads within the region and not simply those categories 
included within the West Pinal PM-10 motor vehicle emissions budget. ADEQ concurs with this 
finding of conformity after verifying MAG's methods. 

Response: Thank you for agreeing with the regional emissions analysis that supports a new finding of 
conformity. 

Comment: For the Pinal County interim budget analyses, MAG appears to be using different 
methods for calculating interim PM-2.5 emissions than those used for interim PM-10 emissions. The 
Pinal PM-10 and Pinal PM-2.5 nonattainment areas are experiencing similar rates of VMT growth 
along unpaved roads, which impacts re-entrained road dust emissions greatly but is only reflected in 
the PM-10 interim budget tests.  40 CFR Section 93.102(b)(3) states: "The provisions of this subpart 
apply to PM-2.5 nonattainment and maintenance areas with respect to PM-2.5 from re-entrained road 
dust if the EPA Regional Administrator or the director of the State air agency has made a finding that 
re-entrained road dust emissions within the area are a significant contributor to the PM-2.5 
nonattainment problem and has so notified the MPO and DOT, or if the applicable implementation 
plan (or implementation plan submission) includes re-entrained road dust in the approved (or 
adequate) budget as part of the reasonable further progress, attainment or maintenance strategy. 
Re-entrained road dust emissions are produced by travel on paved and unpaved roads (including 
emissions from anti-skid and deicing materials)."  Draft emission inventory and motor vehicle 
emission budget (MVEB) development by ADEQ for the Pinal County PM-2.5 nonattainment area 
indicates re-entrained road dust is a significant contributor to the MVEB at 29.7% of the primary 
PM-2.5 inventory (table below).  Any future budget tests must use re-entrained road dust emissions. 
ADEQ will consult with SCMPO, MAG, and other appropriate entities as this MVEB continues 
development in order to discuss the methodology utilized and the implications to the budget test. 
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Draft 2008 West Pinal Primary PM-2.5 Emissions Inventory 
Source Category PM-2.5 (tons) Percentage 

Point Sources 47.0 1.0% 
Area Sources 1,063.2 21.8% 

Mobile Sources 70.8 1.5% 
Windblown 2,246.9 46.1% 

Re-entrained Road Dust 1,448.1 29.7% 
Total 4,876.1 

Response: The transportation conformity provisions for including re-entrained road dust in 
conformity analyses apply if the EPA Regional Administrator or the director of the State air agency has 
made a finding that re-entrained road dust emissions within the PM-2.5 nonattainment area are a 
significant contributor or if the applicable air quality plan or plan submission includes re-entrained 
road dust in the approved or adequate budget.  To date, these actions have not occurred.  Please 
keep us advised if EPA takes this action. Also, in your comments you indicated that you would be 
consulting with the Sun Corridor MPO, MAG, and other appropriate entities.  We will look forward 
to those discussions.  It will be very important to review your methodologies used to develop the 
emissions budget for transportation conformity. 

E-Mail from Carolynn Jeter, Chief Operating Officer, A-Making Changes, LLC - 

Comment: I am seeking assistance for someone to help me to obtain (2) 2016 15 passenger vans so 
that I can transport Seniors to get there daily basic needs meet, attend doctor appointments, etc. I 
currently have a program called Seniors Matters Program. 

Response: Ms. Jeter was contacted by MAG Human Services Transportation Planner DeDe Gaisthea 
and was provided application information for Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and 
Individuals with Disabilities Program.  Additionally, Ms. Jeter was given information about the 
Human Services Provider inventory where she could review available resources. 

E-Mail from Michele Stokes, ADA Compliance Specialist, City of Tempe/Office of Strategic 
Management and Diversity  

Comment: I was looking at the awesome map (on MAG's interactive map viewer on demographics) 
with all the layers, but could not find anything related to disability. Is that available? 

Response: (Note: MAG also responded via telephone to clarify the information sought and provided 
information via email - See Correspondence Section of this Report):  

There are several resources available regarding disability populations in Tempe. On the MAG website, 
this information is available by census tract at: 
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https://azmag.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=a88cb923d5c6400f8450817e8333eb51

If the user types "Tempe" in the search box, it should zoom in to the Tempe section of the map.  The 
user can hover over each tract to see the disability information pop up. In addition, the MAG 
Information Services staff sent a PDF report via email to Ms. Stokes containing disability data for the 
City of Tempe from the American Community Survey (census) website.  The data contained in the 
report can be found in the table on the Census website: 
http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/S1810/1600000US0473000. 

E-Mail from Walt Gray, Coordinator, West Side Town Hall Program 

Comment: I am out of state. Want to urge MAG & ADOT to be ready to move if the court rules 
against the South Mountain Freeway.  The West Side Town Hall Program opposes the South 
Mountain Freeway because it would provide the Chandler area with access to West Phoenix jobs at a 
time when insufficient attention is being paid to workforce development programs and funding for 
West Phoenix.  We also support PARC because the South Mountain Freeway will adversely affect the 
Gila River Nation through traffic, noise and pollution for the indefinite future.  We think MAG and 
ADOT should not appeal an adverse court decision because this issue has been widely explored and 
debated for years.  A 30-year plan is out of date by definition.  We think MAG and ADOT should 
move quickly on a parkway from I-10 to the Gila River Nation border.  This will provide access to 
Laveen and the Gila River Nation and keep the economic development opportunities in the 
Warehouse district and along the parkway.  We also think MAG and ADOT should move quickly on 
SR 30 from the Laveen parkway to the Buckeye-Gila Bend highway and that the Buckeye-Gila Bend 
highway should be upgraded to freeway standards.  This will improve the flow of goods and services 
to and from the Laveen parkway economic development area.  Additionally, we believe 
underdeveloped sections of Baseline Road should be upgraded from 91st Ave. east to I-10 and that 
Pecos Road should be made a parkway from I-10 west to the Laveen-Gila River parkway.   We also 
believe MAG and ADOT should accelerate construction of the West Valley bypass for I-11.  This 
would be a better bypass around the Phoenix area than the South Mountain Freeway because it will 
have more capacity and tie in with I-10 south of the Gila River Nation.  We also support accelerated 
development of high speed rail from Tucson to Phoenix east of I-10. 

Response: The Loop 202 (South Mountain Freeway) has been included in the region's adopted 
transportation planning documents since 1985 and remains in the current Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP) as it is a vital component in providing regional mobility. Maricopa County voters twice 
approved building the South Mountain Freeway, most recently in 2004 through Proposition 400, 
which authorized the comprehensive, multimodal Regional Transportation Plan.  

ADOT and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) completed a rigorous 13-year analysis to 
ensure the freeway complies with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). This 
analysis included developing a comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that complies 
with federal law and follows best practices for transportation projects. In March 2015, FHWA issued 
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a Record of Decision, providing ADOT with formal federal approval to proceed with design, land 
acquisition, and construction of the South Mountain Freeway. 

MAG projections show population, housing, and employment will increase by approximately 50 
percent between 2010 and 2035, increasing travel demand. Almost 50 percent of projected increases in 
the entire MAG region are expected to occur in the area that the South Mountain Freeway will serve. 

Traffic volumes for the freeway are expected to be in the range of 147,000 to 161,000 vehicles per day 
by 2035, which is comparable to current use on the Loop 101 and Loop 202. The freeway will also 
result in 15-million hours of travel time savings annually when compared to the "no-build" alternative. 

Congestion relief resulting from the new freeway will lead to localized air quality emissions reductions 
on area freeways, arterial streets and at interchanges, benefitting users of area highways and those 
living near congested roads. Without the freeway, the Maricopa County Region would suffer even 
greater congestion and travel delays, which would increase the emission of air pollutants. 

The 22-mile freeway, expected to open in late 2019, will provide a long-planned direct link between the 
East Valley and West Valley, and will complete the Loop 202 and Loop 101 systems. The current and 
anticipated congestion on freeways and roads, especially Interstate 10 through downtown Phoenix, 
will significantly improve the way in which people and goods get around the Phoenix-Metro area. 
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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 



FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity Report Page 30 



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





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.

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.

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.

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.



302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

You’re invited! You’re invited!

You’re invited! You’re invited!



WWW.AZCENTRAL.COM | | THURSDAY, MAY 19 , 2016 || 5A

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

From the Front Page

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. 
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CORRESPONDENCE AND TRANSCRIPT 

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.
 
 
 
 

mailto:AminaK@ability360.org
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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Leila Gamiz

From: Dean Giles
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 9:16 AM
To: DeDe Gaisthea
Cc: Lindy Bauer; Leila Gamiz
Subject: FW: Seeking Assistance to obtain Van for Senior Program

 
 

From: Carolynn Jeter [mailto:carolynnjeter@a-makingchanges.org]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 12:15 PM 
To: Dean Giles 
Cc: Dr. Allen Jeter 
Subject: Seeking Assistance to obtain Van for Senior Program 
 

Greetings Mrs. Giles, 

My Name is Carolynn Jeter, I am seeking assistance for someone to help me to obtain (2) 2016 15 
passenger vans so that I can  transport Seniors to get there daily basic needs meet, attend doctor 
appointments, etc. I currently have a program called Seniors Matters Program. And I humbly do apologize 
if you are not the person who I need to contact. But, your name was sticking out to me with such 
illumination. So, in my heart I said she can help me. Please if you could contact me at 480-524-2823 so, I 
can discuss further in detail my passion and desire to help the seniors of our South Mountain community. 

May God Bless You 
MRS. CAROLYNN W. JETER 
A-Making Changes, LLC 
Chief Operation Officer 
Email: carolynnjeter@a-makingchanges.org 
Office Phone: 480-521-4815 
Direct Phone: 480-524-2823  
 
Psalm 37:25 I was young and now I am old, yet I have never seen the righteous forsaken 
or their children begging bread. 

This e-mail message, including any and all attachments, is for the sole use of the 
intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any 
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the 
intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of 
the original message. This document contains confidential information that is governed by 
A.R.S. §§36-2401-2404 and §36-2917. Thank you. 
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Leila Gamiz

From: Dean Giles
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 8:47 AM
To: Leila Gamiz
Cc: Lindy Bauer; Kelly Taft; Eric Anderson
Subject: FW: Transportation Plan

 
 
From: Walt Gray [mailto:walt1gray.1914@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2016 7:17 PM 
To: Dean Giles 
Cc: AndreaandKenMcCoy; Dan Carroll; ihdockmaster@yahoo.com; s.chapman88@hotmail.com; Tiffani Getz; Basilio 
Arriola; Kamal Shiha; Petra Ortega; Sam Sada; Simon Isaac; Tom Tavison; Evelyn Shapiro; 
hgarewal@trinandassociates.com; Rosa Pastrana; Sylvia Whitman; Pat Lawlis; Tim Lank; Rudy Pena; engage@az.gov 
Subject: Transportation Plan 
 
I am out of state 
Want to urge MAG & ADOT to be ready to move if the court rules against the South Mountain Freeway.  The 
West Side Town Hall Program opposes the South Mountain Freeway because it would provide the Chandler 
area with access to West Phoenix jobs at a time when insufficient attention is being paid to workforce 
development programs and funding for West Phoenix.  We also support PARC because the South Mountain 
Freeway will adversely affect the Gila River Nation through traffic, noise and pollution for the indefinite 
future.  We think MAG and ADOT should not appeal an adverse court decision because this issue has been 
widely explored and debated for years.  A 30-year plan is out of date by definition.  We think MAG and ADOT 
should move quickly on a parkway from I-10 to the Gila River Nation border.  This will provide access to 
Laveen and the Gila River Nation and keep the economic development opportunities in the Warehouse district 
and along the parkway.  We also think MAG and ADOT should move quickly on SR 30 from the Laveen 
parkway to the Buckeye-Gila Bend highway and that the Buckeye-Gila Bend highway should be upgraded to 
freeway standards.  This will improve the flow of goods and services to and from the Laveen parkway 
economic development area.  Additionally, we believe underdeveloped sections of Baseline Road should be 
upgraded from 91st Ave. east to I-10 and that Pecos Road should be made a parkway from I-10 west to the 
Laveen-Gila River parkway.   We also believe MAG and ADOT should accelerate construction of the West 
Valley bypass for I-11.  This would be a better bypass around the Phoenix area than the South Mountain 
Freeway because it will have more capacity and tie in with I-10 south of the Gila River Nation.  We also 
support accelerated development of high speed rail from Tucson to Phoenix east of I-10. 
 
Thanks & Best Wishes 
Walt Gray 
Coordinator, West Side Town Hall Program 
cc: Gov. Doug Ducey, West Side Town Hall Advisory Committee, Merchants for a Better Maryvale, West Side 
Town Hall Steering Committee and PARC 
 
 



From: Kelly Taft
To: Michele_Stokes@tempe.gov
Cc: Leila Gamiz; Jami Dennis
Subject: FW: Public hearing info request
Date: Friday, June 03, 2016 3:27:49 PM
Attachments: ACS_14_5YR_S1810-Tempe.pdf

Dear Ms. Stokes:
Thank you for your interest in the public comment process for the MAG FY 2016 Final Phase Input
 Opportunity. Please feel free to respond to this email with any formal input you would like to have
 us include in the report. More information about the upcoming public hearing June 7, 2016, is
 available on the MAG website at http://www.azmag.gov/Events/Event.asp?CMSID=10521. The

 hearing is scheduled to begin at 5:00 p.m.  at the MAG Offices, 302 N. 1st Avenue, Second Floor,
 Saguaro Room, Phoenix. The building is easily accessible by public transit. The hearing represents
 the final opportunity for comment, so please note that we are more than happy to take written or
 telephone comments any time prior to the hearing so that we have additional time to respond.
 
Per our telephone conversation earlier today, I was able to locate several resources for you
 regarding disability populations in Tempe. On the MAG website, this information is available by
 census tract at:
https://azmag.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?
id=a88cb923d5c6400f8450817e8333eb51 
 
If you type “Tempe” in the search box, it should zoom in to the Tempe section of the map and if you
 hover over each tract you will see the disability information pop up. In addition, our information
 services staff pulled a report on disability data for the City of Tempe from the American Community
 Survey (census) website that is attached as a PDF.  This link should also take you to the table on the
 Census website:
http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/S1810/1600000US0473000
 
We hope you find this information helpful. If you have additional questions or comments, please
 don’t hesitate to contact me.
 
Kelly Taft, APR
Communications Manager
Maricopa Association of Governments
(602) 452-5020
Don’t Trash Arizona!
 
 
 
 
From: Stokes, Michele [mailto:Michele_Stokes@tempe.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 10:20 AM
To: Dean Giles
Subject: Map - is there any disability information available?
 

mailto:/O=MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=KTAFT
mailto:Michele_Stokes@tempe.gov
mailto:LGamiz@azmag.gov
mailto:JDennis@azmag.gov
http://www.azmag.gov/Events/Event.asp?CMSID=10521
https://azmag.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=a88cb923d5c6400f8450817e8333eb51
https://azmag.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=a88cb923d5c6400f8450817e8333eb51
http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/S1810/1600000US0473000
mailto:Michele_Stokes@tempe.gov



S1810 DISABILITY CHARACTERISTICS


2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population Estimates Program that produces and
disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Subject Tempe city, Arizona


Total With a disability Percent with a disability


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population 166,620 +/-139 13,598 +/-862 8.2% +/-0.5


Population under 5 years 8,481 +/-794 0 +/-30 0.0% +/-0.4
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-30 0.0% +/-0.4
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-30 0.0% +/-0.4


Population 5 to 17 years 19,722 +/-1,095 659 +/-179 3.3% +/-0.9
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 147 +/-92 0.7% +/-0.5
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 98 +/-69 0.5% +/-0.3
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 552 +/-166 2.8% +/-0.8
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 101 +/-69 0.5% +/-0.3
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 121 +/-66 0.6% +/-0.3


Population 18 to 64 years 124,079 +/-1,349 7,924 +/-723 6.4% +/-0.6
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 1,343 +/-281 1.1% +/-0.2
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 1,411 +/-308 1.1% +/-0.2
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 3,584 +/-490 2.9% +/-0.4
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 3,438 +/-505 2.8% +/-0.4
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 1,284 +/-249 1.0% +/-0.2
  With an independent living difficulty (X) (X) 2,788 +/-322 2.2% +/-0.3
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Subject Tempe city, Arizona


Total With a disability Percent with a disability


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Population 65 years and over 14,338 +/-561 5,015 +/-352 35.0% +/-2.0
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 2,263 +/-275 15.8% +/-1.9
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 941 +/-234 6.6% +/-1.6
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 1,213 +/-201 8.5% +/-1.4
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 3,354 +/-319 23.4% +/-2.1
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 1,092 +/-189 7.6% +/-1.3
  With an independent living difficulty (X) (X) 2,352 +/-285 16.4% +/-1.8


SEX


  Male 87,186 +/-1,437 6,563 +/-605 7.5% +/-0.7
  Female 79,434 +/-1,450 7,035 +/-535 8.9% +/-0.6


RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN


  One Race 160,228 +/-774 13,125 +/-807 8.2% +/-0.5
    White alone 123,433 +/-2,285 10,488 +/-728 8.5% +/-0.6
    Black or African American alone 8,592 +/-1,177 1,062 +/-290 12.4% +/-2.7
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone 4,506 +/-730 379 +/-190 8.4% +/-4.1
    Asian alone 11,087 +/-1,032 526 +/-171 4.7% +/-1.6
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone 988 +/-390 66 +/-64 6.7% +/-6.6
    Some other race alone 11,622 +/-1,491 604 +/-232 5.2% +/-1.9
  Two or more races 6,392 +/-766 473 +/-190 7.4% +/-2.7


White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 99,972 +/-1,972 8,787 +/-620 8.8% +/-0.6
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 37,097 +/-1,984 2,548 +/-504 6.9% +/-1.3


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Disability status 7.9% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty 6.7% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty 6.9% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty 7.2% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty 7.3% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty 7.3% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty 7.1% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)


Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is represented through the use of a margin of error. The
value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error
and the estimate plus the margin of error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to nonsampling error (for a
discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these tables.


The Census Bureau introduced a new set of disability questions in the 2008 ACS questionnaire. Accordingly, comparisons of disability data from 2008 or later with data from prior years are not
recommended. For more information on these questions and their evaluation in the 2006 ACS Content Test, see the Evaluation Report Covering Disability.
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While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB) definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas;
in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.


Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As a result, data for urban and rural areas from the
ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.


Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Explanation of Symbols:


    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated
because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.







I was looking at the awesome map with all the layers, but could not find anything related to
 disability.
Is that available?
 
Looking forward!
 
Michele Stokes,
ADA Compliance Specialist
City of Tempe/Office of Strategic Management and Diversity
31 East Fifth Street, 2nd Floor,Tempe, AZ 85281
Tempe City Hall Map
480-350-2704 Direct Line
480-350-2907 FAX
Relay Service Users: 711
Comment on TEMPE’S ADA TRANSITION PLAN Throught May 25th!
 http://www.tempe.gov/city-hall/diversity/ada-accessibility/ada-transition-
plan
 
 
 
 

https://www.google.com/maps/place/51+E+5th+St,+Tempe,+AZ+85281/@33.425503,-111.9409692,605m/data=!3m2!1e3!4b1!4m2!3m1!1s0x872b08d86c2ca5e7:0xe7dcc28f42df12ca
http://www.tempe.gov/city-hall/diversity/ada-accessibility/ada-transition-plan
http://www.tempe.gov/city-hall/diversity/ada-accessibility/ada-transition-plan
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MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

AGENDA  

FINAL PHASE PUBLIC HEARING 

Tuesday, June 7, 2016 

5:00 p.m. 

302 N. 1st Avenue, Second Floor 

Saguaro Room 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: I'd like to call 

this meeting to order.  I'm Eric Anderson, 

Transportation Director for Maricopa Association 

of Governments.  I'll be chairing the public 

hearing today.   

 Those driving to the meeting and 

parked in the garage can have their tickets 

validated for parking in the garage downstairs. 

And those who came to the meeting using transit 

can get a transit ticket, so just contact one of 

the MAG staff and they’ll accommodate you. 

 So I want to start by introducing the 

people down here in the front around the table 

MR. HERZOG:  I'm Roger Herzog 

with the Maricopa Association of Governments. 

MR. KIES:  Mike Kies with the 

Arizona Department of Transportation. 
 
  MS. KETCHERSIDE: Carol 

Ketcherside with Valley Metro. 
 
  MS. ST. PETER: Amy St. Peter with 

MAG. 

MR. SPEAKER:  Dennis Smith with 

MAG. 

MR. SPEAKER: Ken Kessler with 
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City of Phoenix Public Transit. 
 
  MS.LINDY BAUER: Lindy Bauer with 

MAG. 

 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  And we have the 

four presenters who will be introduced as they 

come up to make their presentations today. This 

public hearing is just one of many opportunities 

throughout the planning and programming cycle to 

provide comments on MAG transportation plans and 

programs.  This is our opportunity to listen. 

 We are interested in hearing what you 

have to say regarding the Valley's transportation 

system.  Those who wish to comment will have three 

minutes to express their concerns on any issues 

related to transportation in the Valley. 

 Any comments received here today will be 

take down verbatim by the court reporter, and 

staff will provide written responses to comments. 

The comments and responses will be included in the 

Fiscal Year 2016 MAG Final Phase Input Opportunity 

Report.  And this report is important because it 

will be distributed to all MAG policy committees 

for review prior to taking action, so if you want 
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to speak today make sure you fill out a blue card 

and hand it to one of the MAG staff. We’d 

appreciate it, thank you.   

 So, I would like to quickly go over the 

agenda for today.  First, we'll have some brief 

presentations given by MAG staff and Valley Metro 

staff.  Following these presentations, we'll take 

public comment on the information presented here 

today, after which we will adjourn.   

 Those of you wanting to make comments on 

the material presented here, once again fill out a 

speaker's request form and provide it to a MAG 

staff person.  As you come up to the podium, 

please state some information for the formal 

record including your name and the city in which 

you live.   

 And we're going move on to the 

presentations.  The first one is Teri Kennedy. 

Teri is the Transportation Improvement Program 

Manager here at MAG, and she's going to do a 

presentation on the Draft Fiscal Year 2017 through 

2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program,  

Teri. 
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MS. KENNEDY:  Thank you very 

much. Good evening, little bit about the MAG 

region.  We are a Council of Governments and we 

are a metropolitan planning organization.  MAG was 

formed in 1967.  And we are made up of member 

agencies, who work together on transportation and 

air quality projects as it relates to the TIP.  

Our planning boundaries include all of Maricopa 

County and the portions of Pinal County shaded in 

blue that you see on the screen.   

 A few things that aren't included in the 

TIP or you won’t find in the TIP are local street 

projects, subdivision projects, emergency relief 

projects, national planning projects, things like 

that. What is included in the TIP, it does cover 5 

years and it conforms to all applicable federal 

and state air quality plans and standards and 

reports on projects programmed with federal funds 

identified in the US Code Title 23, which is the 

highways section or Title 49, Chapter 53, which is 

the transit section.  It also includes all the 

regionally significant transportation projects.   

 So think of arterials, colletors, 
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freeways, things like that that. It’s developed in 

coordination with the Federal Highway 

Administration, the Federal Transit 

Administration, Arizona Department of 

Transportation, and all of our MAG members 

agencies. 

 The data that's included in the TIP is 

input by members of the public, MAG technical 

advisory committees, MAG agencies and staff.  It 

integrates all competitive application processes 

that we hold.  And it also includes performance 

measures as they are rolled out by the Department 

of Transportation andy by the State.  It also 

includes a financial plan that demonstrates how we 

can be integrated the projects.   

 It does build from the information 

contained in the 2035 Regional Transportation 

Plan, the current FY2014-18 TIP, and other 

regional plans, programs and policies.  We take 

into consideration public comments and input, 

state and federal guidance, and also the, most 

importantly, member agencies updates through data 

collection.   
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 Also included in the TIP, you will see 

the life cycle programs.  And the life cycle 

programs are made up of three general funding 

sources.  The first is federal funding, which is 

Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit 

Administration funding and sometimes competitive 

Department of Transportation funding.  It also is 

composed of the half - cent Maricopa County 

regional sales tax and local funds for each one of 

the life cycle programs and local participation is 

also included in all these three programs.   

 And included in the TIP listing you'll 

also see things like congressionally designated 

roadways, freeways, arterials.  And those projects 

also may use highway or revenue funds and other 

state, county, or local and even privately 

developed funding.  Also included in the TIP, is 

the 2016 Transit Program of Projects for section 

5307, which is general public transit capacity and 

rolling stock acquisitions, so think of buses and 

light rail vehicles, things like that. 

 The apportionment is identified, and then 

we allocate 25 percent right off the top to 
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preventative maintenance to help keep capital 

costs low. Then we work with Valley Metro on the 

transit life cycle projects and their needs for 

buses and rolling stock.   

 And then if there's funding left over 

there's a competitive regional process for other 

transit needs.  

 And the 2016 program of projects is also 

available for review at this time.  Another 

element of the Transportation Improvement Program 

draft is the Federal Highway Administration funded 

projects and these are our competitive projects 

for the region.  We actually have five general 

program areas and I've got three up here as an 

example: bike ped program, intelligent 

transportation system, air quality, paved and 

unpaved dirt roads.  There’s also safety programs 

and the service transportation program for Pinal 

County.   

 A little bit about the TIP listing data, 

as you're looking through the TIP it's generally 

categorized in two areas: the highway category and 

the transit category, so in the listing you'll see 
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things like the design and environmental work 

phase, right-of-way acquisition work phase, 

construction and sometimes maintenance and 

operations if it’s applicable to the type of 

project.  There are also other things in the TIP 

like technical information so we can perform 

modeling and it also lets you know when we expect 

the project to be open for service.   

 In our current TIP, this is a summary of 

projects that we have by mode.  We have over 600 

projects currently programmed and there is some 

ongoing programming that will happen in the 

future.   

 Generally, the fifth year of the TIP 

competitive application process is left open and 

it helps us demonstrates financial constraints 

because again we are working on projected 

revenues.   

 So a little bit about who's paying for 

the projects and how does it break up.  For the 

highway side, federal funding is about 41 percent, 

local funding makes up about 23 percent and 36 

percent is our regional half - cent sales tax.  
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For transit it's a little heavier on the federal 

side.  Regional funding is 20 percent and local 

about 9 percent at this time.   

 A little bit about the revenues that we 

expect for the TIP program. Based on our estimates 

for Regional Area Road Funds, Public Transit 

Funds, federal funds coming in.  We're estimating 

about 5.4 billion over the life of the TIP.   

 And this is how it breaks down for each 

one of the modal areas based on the Regional 

Transportation Plan.  So a bit of a summary about 

the revenues and cost we had in the proposed TIP. 

We’ve got 5.4 billion of estimated revenues from 

the all sources coming in.  4.7 billion in costs 

for the projects listed in the program.  And then 

based on our operation and maintenance funding 

survey, the outlay is 3.2 billion with local 

agencies funding 3.2 billion leaving 638 million 

left unprogrammed at this time, based on our 

projections. So some of the next steps for the 

TIP, we'll conclude for the public meeting today.  

And we will provide a final phase input report to 

be generated or included in the agenda items for 
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the MAG approval committees, the Federal Highway 

Administration, Federal Transit Administration, 

Environmental Protection Agency and Arizona 

Department of Transportation will review and 

approve the various areas of the draft 

Transportation Improvement Program, the Program of 

Projects, the spring air quality conformity 

analysis and the amendment to the 2035 Regional 

Transportation Plan. And once all those reviews 

and approvals are completed, projects may proceed.   

 Thank you all for joining us, and if you 

would some more information, here's some websites 

links for you to follow.   

   MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you Teri.  

Thank you very much. The next presentation we're 

going to have is from Abhi Dayal from Valley 

Metro, he’s the manager of the capital development 

program. 

   MR. ABHI:  As mentioned I will be 

talking a little bit about the rail and hike mass 

transit component that will go into the draft 2035 

Regional Transportation Plan.  A lot of the 

changes in the rail program on high capacity 
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transit program were driven by the recent passage 

of Phoenix’s Proposition 104 sales tax.   

 So just real quickly starting with south 

central it's a five-mile light rail extension 

project in coordination with the City of Phoenix 

since 2014.  The project was originally scheduled 

to open by 2034.  With the passage of Proposition 

104, this is being recommend to open by 2023.  And 

we are currently seeking Federal Transit 

Administration assist to construct this project.  

 As a result of that we've been approved 

entry into the project development phase of the 

FTA process.  We are continuing to work on the 

draft environmental assessment document, which is 

a requirement for all federally funded projects. 

And we are actually in the seeking public 

review/public comments on this document. As I 

mentioned, as a result of the passage of Phoenix's 

Proposition 104, Phoenix City Council back in 

January voted to advance this project from 2034 

opening to 2023.  And Valley Metro Rail Board will 

take action next week to advance the project to 

2023 as well.   
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 Going a little bit forward to northwest 

light rail extension, this essentially extends our 

recently completed and opened three miles light 

rail extension that currently stops at 19th and 

Dunlap to further extend it to the Metrocenter 

Mall.  It's about 1.7 miles light rail project.  

And it was scheduled to open by 2026.  And again 

as a result of the passage of the Phoenix sales 

tax, Phoenix City Council in January voted to 

advance this project from 2026 opening to 2023 and 

Valley Metro Rail Board will follow suit again 

next week.   

 We are currently working on developing 

some conceptual engineering designs and we are 

planning to initiate the environmental assessment 

for this project in the summer of this year.   

 Moving a little bit west, we have the 

capital I - 10 west light rail extension project.  

The whole project is about 11 miles downtown 

Phoenix to the State Capitol and largely is 

staying along the interstate 10 to around 79th 

Avenue park - and - ride.   

 As a result of the Phoenix program, in 
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January the City Council voted to implement this 

project in two phases.  The first phase which is 

about one and a half miles from downtown Phoenix 

to the State Capitol and will open by 2023.  And 

the second phase from the State Capitol to 79th 

Avenue will open in 2030.  Valley Metro Rail Board 

will also take action on this change next week 

following Phoenix City Council’s action back in 

January.  We are working on doing an environmental  

assessment for this project.  We anticipate having 

public comments in late summer of this year.  

Moving east, Tempe streetcar 

project, the region's first street car project is 

a 3 - mile extension serving downtown Tempe and 

the Arizona State University campus, starting in 

Marina Heights on Rio Salado and through downtown 

Tempe and moves around the ASU campus in Tempe.   

 This project is actually being differed 

by a year from it’s original opening date of 2018 

to 2019. Recently in February of this year this 

project was identified in the President’s budget, 

we are seeking 75 million dollars from the FTA and 

the President’s budget recognized this project as 
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part of that program. We are currently finishing 

up the preliminary engineering and advancing this 

project through the procurement of street car 

vehicles a few weeks ago and we will start the 

procurement for design and construction manager at 

risk this summer.  

 Finally, we also have a light rail 

station project that will be added, again, as a 

result of the passage of Phoenix’s Proposition 104 

program.  Back in 2013, Valley Metro in 

coordination with the city of Phoenix completed a 

station feasibility study to understand the 

feasibility of adding a station around 48th Street 

to Avenue is a lot of land uses in this area, and 

particularly Ability360.  And the recommendation 

was to advance this project when funding is 

available.  With the passage of Proposition 104 

funding is available and we are working with 

Phoenix to advance this project.  We've already 

initiated the procurement for design artist and 

construction manager contract and the final design 

is expected to start next month actually and the 

construction following that in the Spring of next 
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year. This project is scheduled to open by 2019. 

And with that, this concludes my presentation, 

thank you. 

 MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you for the 

presentation.  Thank you, we appreciate that.  For 

this presentation Jorge Luna also from Valley 

Metro.  Jorge is manager of service planning and 

will talk more on the bus side. 

MR. LUNA:  Thank you, Eric.  Good 

evening everyone, again, my name is Jorge Luna and  

I will be presenting the bus and alternative 

transportation modes overview.  It's just a basic 

overview of some of the items we’ve been working 

on that eventually help feed the TIP and the 

Program of Projects.  So this is just an overview 

of the efforts where we work collectively with our 

members in putting together and in rolling out 

service for the future.  Some of the items that 

will be discussed in the presentation are the 

partnerships, which are very important, our short 

range transit program that was recently completed, 

upcoming service changes, the recently completed 

origin and destination survey, highlight our 
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travel demand management efforts, and at the end, 

the ADA Dial-A-Ride service that blankets the 

region. 

So to start off with partnerships, we 

work, as MAG does, we work with all of our member 

agencies to provide service in the Metropolitan 

region.  We cover the area from the Northeast to 

the Southwest of the region and from the Southeast 

to the Northwest. That area is blanketed with 

fixed route service, with express routes, 

neighborhood circulators, with light rail. Of 

course at the same time, that’s supported with 

transit stops, park and rides, transit centers and 

maintenance facilities and all of these work as a 

system to provide connectivity for area residents 

to move about.  Beyond that we also have trip 

reduction programs for telecommuting, vanpool, 

carpooling and also walking, and biking that also 

help as an additional resource for the community 

to utilize and below there's some different and 

modes that operate in the region. So all that 

effort and all that partnership helps us to do 

different planning horizons, we work with our 
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partners doing short term and long term transit 

improvements, and in this case want to highlight 

short range transit program which we recently  

worked with the Board to highlight potential 

service concepts with service changes in transit, 

bus transit improvements between 2017 and 2021. 

This effort builds on previous and ongoing Valley 

Metro efforts as in accordance with our TLCP 

transit life cycle adopted policies.  We also get 

input from all our member agencies and of course, 

from Valley Metro staff. Our work on the SRTP is 

reviewed every year not every two years.  So some 

concepts we worked on and prepared with committee 

members are some changes in funding source, some 

route extensions, some service enhancements, span 

of service improvements, route modifications, new 

service and in some cases, streamlining and 

looking for performance in those different 

segments. The short range transit program actually 

feeds our biannual service changes.  We have 

services changes every April and October. Those 

service changes help to make a more robust transit 

system and a more performance driven transit 
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system and this again is done through regional 

coordination working with all of our member 

cities.  And this is a highlight of what is being 

proposed for October 2016.  The blue lines are 

some of the service improvements with in Phoenix 

route as a result of Prop 104.  For the October 

the proposal is to improve the hours of service in 

Phoenix, improve some frequency of trips in 

Phoenix and beyond Phoenix we are looking at 

consolidating some routes, modifying other routes, 

also adding trips on selected routes.  All of this 

information is found on the Valley Metro website 

for additional detail.  For beyond the biannual 

service change plans we also look at planning for 

the future, we work on implementing the remaining 

projects in the TLCP and Proposition 400.  We also 

work with local transit initiatives.  For example, 

the Phoenix T2050 plan. Another example is Tempe 

in motion plan.  And there's also locally funded 

improvements that we coordinate with our members 

to roll out service for the future. 

 Another element that I wanted to 

highlight was our recently completed origin and 
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destination survey.  We got about over 22,000 

responses and this gave us a good idea and updated 

Valley riders and this is an info graphic on the 

business, car ownership, who's employed and the 

students and the type of fare they have used.  We 

use this information in our planning process in 

some programs for example, the TIP and the Program 

of projects.   

 The other element available for the 

region is vanpool or Transportation Demand 

Strategy. What is a vanpool?  It helps move 

between six to 15 people take them to job site for 

commuting.  An average monthly fare of $25 per 

person, per week.  And it's a very flexible 

service.  We have currently 455 vans in our 

region.  And they have all these different 

amenities on the screen from cruise control and 

bike racks.   

 The last thing I wanted to highlight was 

a recent accomplishment for the region, which was 

the recent ADA Dial - A - Ride.  And now regional 

trips will be completed, seamless regional trips 

will be completed come July of this year. This is 
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the goal we have been working on for regional ADA 

trips within the region as highlighted with the 

maps on the screen.  Lastly, before closing, I 

just wanted to highlight some of the benefits of 

transit.  Of course it creates jobs, provides job 

access, economic competitiveness for the region, 

provides environmental benefits to reduce 

congestion, energy conservation and clean air.  

And there's also social benefits such as mobility, 

independence, and the quality of life aspect that 

it brings to the user.  That concludes my 

presentation.  Thank you very much.  

MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Jorge 

and congratulation on the regional ADA  

Dial - A – Ride, it’s been a long time coming.  

It's something that we've heard about in these 

public hearings pretty continuously over the last 

few years so it’s really pleased to see it finally 

getting implemented.  Thank you.   

The last presentation we have 

this evening is the MAG Air Quality Planning 

Program Specialist, Dean Giles, who's going to 

talk about the fiscal year 2016 MAG Conformity 
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Analysis.  

MR. GILES:  Thank you very much.  

Welcome.  I'm Dean Giles, I’m the Air Quality 

Planning Program Specialist here at MAG.  My 

presentation includes an overview of the 

conformity requirements and the results of the 

conformity analysis that was conducted for draft 

fiscal year 2017 through 2021 MAG Transportation 

Improvement Program and the Draft Amendment to the 

2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan.   

 As you'll see in the upcoming slides, the 

April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis and the results 

of the regional emissions analysis concludes that 

the draft TIP and the Regional Transportation Plan 

meet the requirements for a new finding of 

conformity.  The Clean Air Act links 

transportation and air quality and requires that 

transportation plans, programs and projects be 

consistent or conformed to goals and regional air 

quality plans. Conformity ensures that 

transportation activities do not cause violations 

of federal air quality standards and air quality 

plans establish motor vehicle emissions budgets 
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that are used in the conformity analysis. 

Federal conformity regulations specify four 

criteria that are necessary for conformity 

determination on the TIP and Regional 

Transportation Plan. The TIP and RTP must pass 

conformity emissions tests using a budget that has 

been found to be adequate by EPA or approved in an 

air quality plan and for areas without an adequate 

or approved budget, an interim emissions test. The 

latest planning assumptions and emissions models 

enforced at the time the conformity analysis 

began, must also be used and the TIP and Regional 

Transportation Plan must continue to provide for 

timely implementation of transportation control 

measures from approved air quality plans and 

priority must be given to transportation control 

measures and finally, consultation. On May 6, 

2016, copies of the draft April 2016 Conformity 

Analysis were distributed for consultation.  And 

both of the MAG metropolitan planning boundary and 

the Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning 

Organization boundary include portions of the 

Pinal County PM - 10 and PM - 2.5 nonattainment 
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areas. Both nonattainment areas are completely 

covered by MAG and the Sun Corridor Metropolitan 

Planning Organization and since the Sun Corridor 

MPO is also conducting a major amendment to their 

TIP and Plan, transportation conformity is 

required to be demonstrated for both nonattainment 

areas by both MPOs.  This map shows the MAG 

metropolitan planning area in blue and the Sun 

Corridor metropolitan planning area in yellow.  In 

Pinal County, portions of both MPOs cover the West 

Pinal PM-10 nonattainment area outlined in red and 

the West Central Pinal 2.5 nonattainment area 

shown in the red cross hatch area on this map.  

The next slides present the regional emissions 

analysis results for carbon monoxide, 8-hour Ozone 

and PM-10 for the Maricopa County nonattainment 

and maintenance areas. For carbon monoxide, the 

required conformity tests uses the EPA approved 

motor vehicle emissions budgets established in the 

MAG 2003 Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan and the 

MAG 2013 Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan.  For 

analysis year 2015, the projected emissions from 

implementation of the TIP and Regional 
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Transportation Plan are less than the budget 

established in the 2003 Carbon Monoxide 

Maintenance Plan.  This 2003 Carbon Monoxide 

Maintenance Plan established the budget of 662.9 

metric tons per day and it's shown in the yellow 

bar here in this chart.  The second yellow bar is 

the motor vehicle emissions budget from the 2013 

Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan. So for all three 

years analyzed 2015, 2025 and 2035, all three are 

less than the motor vehicle emissions budget 

established in the approved air quality plans. The 

results indicate that the TIP and transportation 

plan satisfy the conformity test for carbon 

monoxide. Now for eight - hour ozone the required 

conformity test uses the EPA approved motor 

vehicle emissions budgets for the ozone pre 

cursors volatile organic compounds or VOCs and 

nitrogen oxides or NOx that are established in the 

MAG 2007 Eight – hour Ozone Plan and the MAG 2009 

Ozone Maintenance Plan.  So first for VOCs, the 

analysis year 2017 the projected emissions from 

implementation of the draft TIP and regional 

transportation plan are less than the budget 
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established in the MAG 2007 Eight - hour Ozone 

Plan.  And for analysis years 2025 and 2035, the 

projected VOC emissions from implementation of the 

TIP and RTP are less than the budget established 

in the 2009 Eight-hour Ozone Maintenance Plan. Now 

moving onto the other precursor NOx, for analysis 

year 2017 the projected NOx emissions from 

implementation for the TIP and RTP are less than 

the budget established in the MAG 2007 Eight-hour 

Ozone Plan and for analysis years 2025 and 2035 

projected NOx emissions are less than the budget 

that has been established in a MAG 2009 

Eight - hour Ozone Maintenance Plan.  The results 

indicate that the TIP and regional transportation 

plan satisfy the conformity test for eight - hour 

Ozone.  Now for PM-10.  The required conformity 

test uses the EPA approved budget that's been 

established in the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for 

PM-10.  For each analysis year 2015, 2025 and 2035 

projected emissions from implementation of the TIP 

and RTP are less than the 2012 budget.  I think I 

need to fast forward here.  Okay.  Here we go.  

Now it's the on the same slide.  Pardon me.  So 
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MAG has also conducted the conformity test using 

the EPA approved budget established in the revised 

MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM-10. 

Since a lawsuit challenging EPA’s approval of the 

MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 is still 

pending, so again for each analysis year 2015, 

2025, and 2035 the projected PM-10 emissions from 

implementation of the TIP and RTP are less than 

2006 motor vehicle emissions budget.  Results 

indicate that the TIP and RTP satisfy the 

conformity test for the Maricopa County 

nonattainment area.   

 Now moving on to the Pinal County 

nonattainment areas.  For PM-10 for each of the 

analysis years of 2020, 2030, 2035 and 2040, the 

projected emissions for the build scenarios are 

not greater than the projected emissions for the 

baseline, or the no - build scenario.  Previously, 

EPA had advised MAG to include in conformity 

analyses budgets from submitted plans so an 

adequacy finding on a submitted budget wouldn’t 

interfere with transportation conformity. MAG has 

also conducted conformity tests using the 
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submitted budget that has been established in the 

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 2015 

West Pinal Moderate PM-10 Plan and the projected 

emissions from implementation of the draft TIP and 

the Regional Transportation Plan for 2018, 2020, 

2030, 2035 and 2040 are less than the submitted 

budget in the West Pinal Moderate PM-10 Plan.  The 

results indicate that the TIP and transportation 

plan satisfy the conformity test for PM - 10 for 

the West Pinal nonattainment area.  The Pinal 

County PM - 2.5 nonattainment area the interim 

emission action and baseline test was conducted 

for two pollutants, PM - 2.5 and nitrogen oxide. 

The PM - 2.5 in each of the analysis year 2015, 

2020, 2030, 2035, and 2040 projected action or 

build scenario are not greater than the baseline 

or no build scenario emissions.  And for NOx in 

each of the analysis years, 2020, 2030, 2035 and 

2040 the projected action or build scenario are 

not greater than the baseline or no build scenario 

emissions. The results indicate that the TIP and 

RTP satisfy the conformity test requirements for 

PM - 2.5 in the West Central Pinal PM - 2.5 
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nonattainment area. Now on the schedule, on May 5, 

2016, the documents became available for public 

review for a 30-day public review period.  Tonight 

we're having the public hearing and then tomorrow, 

on June 8th the Management Committee may make a 

formal recommendation on the conformity analysis.  

On June 22nd, the Regional Council may take 

approval action on the April 2016 Conformity 

Analysis. Thank you very much.  

   MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very 

much.  That completes the formal presentation part 

of our hearing today.  

 We're going to move into the public 

comment period.  And just to remind people, if you 

would like to speak, fill out a blue card.  MAG 

staff has them around the room, just in case you 

want to speak.  

 We're requesting that you limit your 

comments to three minutes.  There is a timer and 

two minutes have gone by notifying you are at the 

end of the three - minute time period. 

 First member of the public, the first 

card I have is Sharon Hettick.  



 
30 

MS. HETTICK:  Good -  evening.  

And thank you for taking time to listen to the 

public.  I was here before at a previous meeting 

and I do appreciate the fact that you have made 

changes or recommendations in regard to Northwest 

Valley.  I'm still here because over 90,000 people 

who live in the Northwest Valley, Sun City, Sun 

City West, and Sun City Grand are still without 

any services; nor are we on your maps clear 

through 2035.  The communities are left out of the 

process.  We do have stakeholder's meetings and we 

have talked to seven members of the group here in 

regards to what we need to do.  But we still need 

circulars that go through communities.   

 One of the biggest problems is that when 

I listen to Mr. Luna talk about the average age of 

the rider of the bus, I'm going off the number 

seen or communities who are not even counseled 

because we have no services there.  And we now 

have over 300,000 people living in the 

Surprise/Sun City West/Sun City Grand, we and Sun 

City areas that have completely no services.   

 So I would appreciate going forward 
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looking at the moneys.  We do pay our tax.  We do 

have Prop 400 monies with services that are 

available that are not there yet.  Look at that.  

Look at that going forward in the future.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you very 

much.  The next card I have is Kathy Chandler.  

MS. CHANDLER:  Good evening.  I 

want to also thank you for the consideration for 

letting us speak for providing the transportation 

that we do have in this area.   

 We do have a lot of good transportation.  

I have two daughters that benefit from the 

transportation in Tempe and downtown Phoenix.  But 

none of us can benefit from that same 

transportation if we're in Surprise.  The 

northwest has very little.  You know that.   

 The Dial - A - Ride is a ride we're glad 

to have it, but there is no fixed route out in our 

area. So from what I'd like to say is, I see in 

the plan online that the 170 is going to come out 

to  Surprise on Bell Road that the 138 is going to 

come out to Surprise and Thunderbird and Grand and 

Waddell and so I'm thrilled to see that.  The 83 
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is coming west -- no, north -- on 83rd Avenue.  

And then I see a circulator in north Peoria.  

Those are wonderful.  We're getting much closer.   

 None of those go into Sun City West or 

Surprise other than coming through to City Hall.  

But it's a really good first step.  We have groups 

in Sun City and Sun City West that with actually 

talking about what the community can do as far as 

putting the groups that have their own vehicles.  

They have a right start.  Communities circulators 

working together to start managing manage, but 

we're really hoping this takes this.  Valley Metro 

staff or MAG steps in with picking up those things 

in the years to come.  So we're really moving to 

do our part as a community also.  Thank you very 

much.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much 

for your time.  The next card I have is Donna 

Kruck.  

MS. KRUCK:  Thank you.  We 

appreciated that there was a little adjustment at 

the last meeting at the transportation committee 

about the transportation improvement to decide to 
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still includes some ADA improvement bus stop 

improvement funds.  We think that is very 

important.   

 I Understand the concern about the amount 

of costs that it takes to do small projects and 

let me know that we need to get with your cities 

to make we were spending their money right.  And 

we're very excited about the light rail stop 

that's included in the plan at 50th and 

Washington.  We want to thank you for your 

efforts.  We hope it moves along quickly.  We 

can’t wait.  I forgot to say that I am Amina Kruck 

with Ability360.  Very important for the 

disability community.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you very 

much.  The last card I have is Dianne Barker.  

MS. BARKER:  Good afternoon.  I'm 

Dianne Barker  -- excuse me, must be the air  -- 

and I am a friend of transit.  I believe in 

multimodal many modes of getting around.  And I'm 

asking this body and the bodies I go in front of 

to be part of the voluntary effort to be part of 

multimodal and to cut down on congestion and 
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pollution not only in Maricopa County but in 

Pinal.   

 In regards to the air quality 

presentation I'm very aware of our longstanding 

carbon monoxide maintenance program.  I read that 

Bolin, the governor back in 1976, found out that 

Tucson and Phoenix the greater Phoenix area was 

somewhere a carbon monoxide problem anyway 

problem.  The cars get through and technology have 

helped that effort.  But now what we have is 

increasing particulates.  It's been going on since 

the '90s and we have the ozone stats last couple 

of days.  I can tell you I was at Burton Barr the 

other day.  We had to leave the library some of us 

because we were coughing.  They're building so 

many things, but it wasn't that much better 

outside and it was around rush hour around Deck 

Park.  We need to look to see where we have the 

bottlenecks.  We're running, you know, not only 

light rail but we've got new buses and they're 

very nice and air conditioned.  I would suggest 

that you try them.  It's good for getting us 

quicker around the Valley if we would put in bus 
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rapid transit.   

 So I'm for some innovative ways to move 

us we people in a quicker and more efficient 

manner.  I think that on your chart you have all 

the different light rail that you're going for 

you, but I went to Valley Metro and I understand 

Leslie Rogers from the region, I believe I have 

this right, says only the Tempe streetcar is in 

the shoot for that.  So what we need to do here at 

MAG to see if we are properly aligned or are we 

going to have to go with increases Prop 400 

regional moneys for this and then the City of 

Phoenix.   

 And then I'd like to say I went to 

Phoenix committees.  They were surprised only had 

two bidders on the projects management.  Well, the 

product management for light rail they bring in 

all these engineers directly that don't have to 

bid.  The one had a subcontractor that ended up 

with 35 million to complete over the light rail.  

And they go for Pinal and the alternative 

analysis.  And the State said in 2012 Debra 

Davenport that the alternative analysis wasn't 



36 

going for enough alternative.  We always got the 

same thing at rail.  So if we don't watch out 

where we're going we could end up there.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Dianne.  

I appreciate your comments.  All right.  That 

completes the public comment period unless we have 

anyone last minute who would like to offer their 

comments.  Thank you all very much for coming and 

providing your input and Valley Metro, City of 

Phoenix for joining us today.   

For those of you all who provided 

comments will be part of the official record and 

part of our decision making process.  Thank you 

again.  We hope to see you at the next meeting.  

Thank you all.  If you need your parking 

validated, see a MAG staff person.  
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MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:  
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT: 
Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program Transit Listings and FY 2016 Program
of Projects

SUMMARY: 
The Program of Projects (POP) is required by Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to provide an
annual listing of transit projects funded by the Section 5307 program.  The Section 5307 program 
makes federal resources available to urbanized areas for transit capital and operating assistance in
urbanized areas and for general public transportation related projects.  By federal legislation, the
program is required to be developed in consultation with interested parties in coordination with
providers of public transportation services and is subject to public participation requirements.  As
stated in the MAG Public Participation Plan, MAG’s Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
process is used to satisfy the public participation process of the POP that is required in U.S.C. Section
5307. Please refer to the attached material for the full listing of projects.

PUBLIC INPUT: 
As stated in the MAG Public Participation Plan, MAG’s TIP process is used to satisfy the public
participation process of the POP that is required in U.S.C. Section 5307.  The Draft Fiscal Year (FY)
2016 POP will be included in the public hearing held on June 7, 2016.  At the May 17, 2016, Transit
Committee meeting, three members of the audience voiced their support for the utilization of funding
for transit ADA accessibility improvements. Please refer to the FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity
Report listed as a separate agenda item for public input received.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The approval of the Fiscal Year 2016 Program of Projects will allow the City of Phoenix to apply
for funding from the Federal Transit Administration and reimburse agencies for projects that will be
implemented in Fiscal Year 2017.

CONS: None. 

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The Transit Committee was presented with three planning scenarios as part of the Draft
MAG FY 2017-2021 TIP and FY 2016 POP development process.  By unanimous voice vote, the
committee recommended staff move forward with planning scenario 3, which included funding for
ADA, bus expansion and regional Information Technology and Infrastructure.

POLICY: None.

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of the Fiscal Year (FY) 2016 Draft Program of Projects and amendment and administrative
modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program, Draft FY 2017-2021



MAG Transportation Improvement Program, and, as appropriate, to the 2035 Regional Transportation
Plan.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:  
This item is on the June 15, 2016, Transportation Policy Committee agenda.  An update will be
provided on action taken by the Committee. 

The Draft Fiscal Year 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program Transit Listings and
Fiscal Year 2016 Program of Projects, was recommended for approval at the June 8, 2016, MAG
Management Committee meeting.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

The Draft Fiscal Year 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program Transit Listings and
Fiscal Year 2016 Program of Projects, was recommended for approval at the May 26, 2016, MAG
Transportation Review Committee meeting.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: David Janover
ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Mike Kies
Apache Junction: Shane Kiesow for Giao 
Pham
Buckeye: Jose Heredia for Scott Lowe

* Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
Chandler: R.J. Zeder for Dan Cook
El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum

* Florence: Jess Knudson

* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel
Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
Glendale: Debbie Albert, Vice Chair
Goodyear: Rebecca Zook

* Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
Maricopa County: Jennifer Toth
Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler

* Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
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Peoria: Andrew Granger
Phoenix: Ray Dovalina

# Pinal County: Louis Andersen
Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef

# Scottsdale: Todd Taylor for Paul Basha

Surprise: Mike Gent
Tempe: Robert Yabes for Shelly Seyler
Valley Metro: John Farry

* Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Chris Hauser, El Mirage
* ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, Phoenix
# FHWA: Ed Stillings 

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Jim Hash,
Mesa

* Transportation Safety Committee: Dana
Alvidrez, Chandler

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

On May 17, 2016, the MAG Transit Committee recommended approval of the Draft FY2016 Program
of Projects, and amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, and as appropriate to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan,
and as appropriate, for inclusion in the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
ADOT: Jaclyn Birley for Mike Normand

  Avondale: Kristen Taylor, Vice Chair
# Buckeye: Andrea Marquez
  Chandler: Jason Crampton for RJ Zeder
# El Mirage: Jose Macias
* Gila River Indian Community, Vacant
# Gilbert: Kristin Myers
  Glendale: Kevin Link for Debbie Albert
# Goodyear: Christine McMurdy
# Maricopa: David Maestas
  Maricopa County DOT: Reed Kempton  
# Mesa: Jodi Sorrell 

* Paradise Valley: Jeremy Knapp
  Peoria: Stuart Kent 
  Phoenix: Ken Kessler for Maria Hyatt, Chair
  Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef
  Scottsdale: Gregory P. Davies for 
    Madeline Clemann
  Surprise: Martín Lucero
  Tempe: Robert Yabes
* Tolleson: Vacant
  Valley Metro: Wulf Grote 
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
 # Participated (or attended) by teleconference + Participated (or attended) by videoconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Alice Chen (602) 254-6300
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May 11, 2016 
 
 
To:   Members of the MAG Transit Committee 
 
From:   Alice Chen, Transportation Planner III 
 
Subject:   Draft FY 2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program Listings and FY 2016 Program 

of Projects 
 
MAG is currently developing the Fiscal Year 2016 Annual Transit Program of Projects (POP) and the Fiscal 
Year 2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The Program of Projects is developed 
annually and ensures that the public is informed and has continued involvement in the development of 
the Transportation Improvement Program. Per MAG’s Public Participation Plan, the MAG public 
participation process satisfies the grantee’s public participation requirements for the POP.  Please refer 
to Table 1 for the Draft Transit Programming Schedule (as of 5/10/2016). 
 
Table 1: Draft Transit Programming Schedule 

Date Transit Committee Agenda/Discussion 
May 17, 2016  MAG Transit Committee recommends approval of the FY2016-2021 Transit Listing 

of projects pending TLCP approval 
June 9, 2016  MAG Management Committee recommends approval of the FY2016-2021 Transit 

Listing of projects pending TLCP approval 
June 15, 2016  MAG Transportation Policy Committee recommends approval of the FY2016-2021 

Transit Listing of projects pending TLCP approval 
June 16, 2016  Valley Metro Board approves the TLCP 
June 22, 2016  MAG Regional Council approves FY 2016 Program of Projects and FY2017-2021 TIP 

 
At the March 15, 2016 Transit Committee meeting, member agencies provided input regarding the 
programming of federal funds with the funding projections available at the time.  At the April 17, 2016 
meeting updated financial information from the Transit Life Cycle Program and Federal funds 
projections was provided.  For the May 17, 2016 meeting, the Committee requested that MAG staff 
prepare additional funding scenarios for discussion, including funding provisions for bus expansion, 
information and technology upgrades, and infrastructure that improve accessibility to transit.  Three 
programming scenarios are presented for discussion.   Please refer to the tables below for additional 
information. 
 
For information, discussion and recommended approval of the Draft FY2016 Program of Projects, and 
amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement 
Program, and as appropriate to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan, and as appropriate, for inclusion 
in the Draft FY 2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program. 

 
Please contact Alice Chen achen@azmag.gov or 602-254-6300 with any questions. 
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Scenario 1:  
  
At the March 15, 2016 Transit Committee meeting, member agencies provided input regarding the programming of federal funds with the funding projections 
available at the time.   The committee requested that MAG staff moved forward with a scenario that included: 

o Reducing JARC sub-allocation to $750,000  
o Moving funds previously allocated to JARC (approximately $1,000,000) to ADA accessibility improvements to bus stops 
o Funding approximately 40-45 expansion vehicles over 6 years 

 
 

   2013-2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Total 
Priority 1:   Federally 
Required $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
Priority 2: Grant 
Management $0 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $240,000 
Priority 3: 
PM/Operations/ADA $107,202 $12,152,822 $13,025,698 $12,887,236 $13,139,888 $13,644,378 $13,883,155 $78,840,379 
Priority 4: JARC  $750,000 $775,000 $800,000 $825,000 $850,000 $875,000 $4,875,000 
Priority 5:  TLCP Bus $6,629,386 $36,525,923 $39,799,090 $44,583,768 $48,906,346 $50,474,301 $29,910,973 $256,829,788 
Priority 6a: TLCP Bus 
Facility $0 $3,331,598 $3,654,641 $1,247,604 $0 $0 $0 $8,233,843 
Priority 6b: TLCP Rail 
Facility $0 $13,931,127 $54,015,232 $53,378,878 $72,827,023 $71,943,455 $119,463,610 $385,559,325 
Priority 8: Other TLCP $0 $395,633 $401,567 $2,305,000 $4,610,000 $4,679,150 $4,749,337 $17,140,687 
Priority 9: ADA $0 $0 $1,762,425 $1,745,742 $1,752,128 $948,866 $4,985,150 $11,194,311 
Priority 9: Bus $6,120,791 $0 $7,041,825 $2,091,483 $0 $0 $10,852,800 $26,106,898 
Priority 9: ITS $0 $11,014,630 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,491,194 $17,505,824 
Total  $12,857,379 $78,141,733 $120,515,478 $119,079,711 $142,100,385 $142,580,150 $191,251,219 $806,526,055 
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Scenario 2:  
 
At the April 19, 2016 Transit Committee meeting, staff provided a draft listing of projects utilizing the programming scenario recommended by the Transit 
committee at the March 15, 2016 discussion.  The committee requested that MAG staff provide an additional programming scenarios for discussion at the May 
17, 2016 transit Committee meeting.  This scenario includes: 

o Reducing JARC sub-allocation to $750,000  
o Unfunding all  provisions for ADA accessibility improvements to bus stops 
o Programming the funds previously allocated to ADA improvements to bus stops to expansion buses thereby increasing the net expansion vehicle 

to approximately 65-70 vehicles over 6 years. 
 
 

 
Programming 
Priority 2013-2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Total 
Priority 1:   Federally 
Required $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
Priority 2: Grant 
Management $0 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $240,000 
Priority 3: 
PM/Operations/ADA $107,202 $12,152,822 $12,757,303 $13,064,365 $13,276,324 $13,516,115 $13,883,155 $78,757,286 
Priority 4: JARC  $750,000 $775,000 $800,000 $825,000 $850,000 $875,000 $4,875,000 
Priority 5:  TLCP Bus $6,629,386 $36,525,923 $39,799,090 $44,583,768 $48,906,346 $50,474,301 $29,910,973 $256,829,788 
Priority 6a: TLCP Bus 
Facility $0 $3,331,598 $3,654,641 $1,247,604 $0 $0 $0 $8,233,843 
Priority 6b: TLCP Rail 
Facility $0 $13,931,127 $54,015,232 $53,378,878 $72,827,023 $71,943,455 $119,463,610 $385,559,325 
Priority 8: Other TLCP $0 $395,633 $401,567 $2,305,000 $4,610,000 $4,679,150 $4,749,337 $17,140,687 
Priority 9: ADA $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
Priority 9: Bus $6,120,791 $0 $9,072,645 $3,660,095 $1,615,693 $1,077,129 $16,014,324 $37,560,676 
Priority 9: ITS $0 $11,014,630 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,314,819 $17,329,449 
Total $12,857,379 $78,141,733 $120,515,478 $119,079,710 $142,100,386 $142,580,150 $191,251,218 $806,526,054 

 
  

3 
 



 
 
 

Scenario 3:  
At the April 19, 2016 Transit Committee meeting it was requested that staff presented additional programming scenarios for discussion at the May Transit 
Committee meeting.  Scenario 3 includes: 

o Eliminating the JARC sub-allocation 
o Funding $2.5 million for ADA accessibility improvements to bus stops in Fiscal years 2016-2017 
o Funding approximately 55-60 expansion vehicles over 6 years 
o Leaving $1.5 million un-programmed from FY 2018-2021 to be discussed (options include JARC, ADA, expansion vehicles, ITS) in the next TIP 

development cycle 
 
 

Programming 
Priority 2013-2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Total 
  $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
Priority 2: Grant 
Management $0 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $240,000 
Priority 3: 
PM/Operations/ADA $107,202 $11,902,822 $13,025,698 $12,887,236 $13,139,888 $13,943,244 $13,883,155 $78,889,245 
Priority 4: JARC $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
Priority 5:  TLCP Bus $6,629,386 $36,525,923 $39,799,090 $44,583,768 $48,906,346 $50,474,301 $29,910,973 $256,829,788 
Priority 6a: TLCP Bus 
Facility $0 $3,331,598 $3,654,641 $1,247,604 $0 $0 $0 $8,233,843 
Priority 6b: TLCP Rail 
Facility $0 $13,931,127 $54,015,232 $53,378,878 $72,827,023 $71,943,455 $119,463,610 $385,559,325 
Priority 8: Other TLCP $0 $395,633 $401,567 $2,305,000 $4,610,000 $4,679,150 $4,749,337 $17,140,687 
Priority 9: ADA $0 $1,000,000 $1,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000 
Priority 9: Bus $6,120,791  $8,079,250 $3,137,224 $1,077,129 $0 $15,193,950 $33,608,343 
Priority 9: ITS $0 $11,014,630 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,510,194 $17,524,824 
Priority 9: Other/TBD $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $6,000,000 
Total $12,857,379 $78,141,733 $120,515,478 $119,079,710 $142,100,386 $142,580,150 $191,251,218 $806,526,055 
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MAG Program of Projects (POP) FY 2016 Federal Transit Administraion 5/18/2016

Agency Section Work 
Year

TIP ID MAG ID Location Work Miles Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After

ALI/Fed 
Id

AQ Area In 
Program

TRACS
/Grant 
ID

MAG 
Mode

Funding Apportion
ment Year

Federal Regional Local Total

Glendale Transit 2017 NEW Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 36,202 0 9,051 45,253

Peoria Transit 2017 NEW Regionwide ADA Operating 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 3,125 0 781 3,906

Peoria Transit 2017 NEW 5800 Regionwide ADA Improvements 0 0 0 30.09.01 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 1,000,000 0 250,000 1,250,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX14-107T 39152 Laveen/59th 
Avenue

Pre-Design regional park-and-
ride (Laveen/59th Avenue) 

0 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 104,503 26,126 0 130,629

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX15-427T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: Articulated - 24 
replace

0 0 0 11.12.06 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 16,728,000 2,952,000 0 19,680,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX16-426T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: < 30 foot - 12 
replace (dial-a-ride)

0 0 0 11.12.04 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 703,800 124,200 0 828,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX16-428T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: < 30 foot - 2 
replace (dial-a-ride)

0 0 0 11.12.04 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 117,300 20,700 0 138,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX16-430T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: < 30 foot - 7 
replace (dial-a-ride)

0 0 0 11.12.04 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 410,550 72,450 0 483,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX16-431T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: 30 foot - 2 replace 
(DASH)

0 0 0 11.12.03 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 875,500 154,500 0 1,030,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX16-433T 32671 Regionwide Support Services for Grant 
Management

0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 40,000 0 10,000 50,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-436T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: Articulated - 3 
replace

0 0 0 11.12.06 Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 2,251,650 397,350 0 2,649,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-702T 25579 Regionwide Fare Collection System Upgrade 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 3,382,630 0 845,658 4,228,288

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-703T 32755 Regionwide HASTUS scheduling software 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 800,000 0 200,000 1,000,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-704T 25579 Regionwide On Board Digital Video Recorders 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 3,584,000 896,000 0 4,480,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-705T 25579 Regionwide On Board Headsign 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 2,048,000 512,000 0 2,560,000

Phoenix Transit 2017 NEW Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 5,550,655 0 1,387,664 6,938,319

Scottsdale Transit 2017 NEW Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 173,385 0 43,346 216,731

Tempe Transit 2017 TMP17-701T 12102 East Valley Bus 
Operations & 
Maintenance 
Facility 

EVBOM Facility - CO2 sensors 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 1,200,000 0 300,000 1,500,000

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2017 NEW Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 1,306,449 0 326,612 1,633,061

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 PEO16-418T 246 Grand/Peoria Design regional park-and-ride 
(Grand/Peoria)

0 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 301,125 75,282 0 376,407

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 VMR16-389T 19422 Regionwide Purchase bus: 30 foot - 7 expand 
(Tempe)

0 0 0 11.13.03 Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 2,885,750 509,250 0 3,395,000

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 VMR16-401T 21692 Regionwide Purchase bus: standard 40 foot - 
4 replace

0 0 0 11.12.01 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 2,225,742 392,778 0 2,618,520

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 NEW Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307 2016 4,525,122 0 1,131,280 5,656,402

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX16-429T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: Articulated - 5 
replace

0 0 0 11.12.06 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5339 2016 3,748,918 662,250 0 4,411,168

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-706T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: < 30 foot - 4 
replace (dial-a-ride)

0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5339 2016 234,600 41,400 0 276,000

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 PEO13-101T 6338 Peoria Design regional transit center (4-
bay) Peoria

0 0 0 11.31.02 Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

5339 2016 125,260 31,315 0 156,575

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 VMT17-701T 1450 Regionwide Purchase bus: < 30 foot - 4 
replace (Rural)

0 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

5339 2016 550,800 97,200 0 648,000
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MAG Program of Projects (POP) FY 2016 Federal Transit Administraion 5/18/2016

Agency Section Work 
Year

TIP ID MAG ID Location Work Miles Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After

ALI/Fed 
Id

AQ Area In 
Program

TRACS
/Grant 
ID

MAG 
Mode

Funding Apportion
ment Year

Federal Regional Local Total

Avondale Transit 2017 BKY17-701T 10195 Regionwide Transit Security 0 0 0 57.20.10 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307-
AVN 
UZA

2016 28,807 0 7,202 36,009

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-707T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: Articulated - 2 
replace

0 0 0 11.12.01 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307-
AVN 
UZA

2016 1,394,000 246,000 0 1,640,000

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 VMT16-416T 4760 Regionwide Operating:Operating Assistance 0 0 0 30.09.01 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307-
AVN 
UZA

2016 538,551 538,551 0 1,077,102

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 VMT17-702T 27060 Regionwide Purchase bus: 30 foot - 8 expand 
(ZOOM)

0 0 0 11.12.01 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307-
AVN 
UZA

2016 1,088,000 192,000 0 1,280,000

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2017 VMR16-409T 23739 Regionwide Overhaul gear units - phase 1 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Rail

5337-
FGM

2016 395,633 98,908 0 494,541

Phoenix Transit 2017 MAG17-703T 37858 Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5337-HI 2016 307,884 0 76,971 384,855

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX16-432T 8434 Regionwide Purchase bus: Articulated - 4 
replace

0 0 0 11.12.06 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

5337-HI 2016 2,788,000 492,000 0 3,280,000

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2016 VMR18-102PFZ41266 Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Professional Services 2 4 2 ----- Maricopa ALCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ 2016 4,041,678 0 244,301 4,285,979

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2016 VMR18-102SSC41266 Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Sitework and Special Conditions 2 4 2 ----- Maricopa ALCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ 2016 1,256,939 0 75,976 1,332,915

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2016 VMR19-102GT 41266 Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Guideway and Track Elements 2 4 2 ----- Maricopa ALCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ 2016 7,485,345 0 452,455 7,937,800

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2016 VMR19-102RW41266 Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

ROW, Land and Improvements 2 4 2 ----- Maricopa ALCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ 2016 200,000 0 12,090 212,090

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2016 VMR21-102SSC41266 Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Sitework and Special Conditions 2 4 2 ----- Maricopa ALCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ 2016 516,038 0 31,192 547,230

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX15-101T 39152 Laveen/59th 
Avenue

Design and Construct regional 
park-and-ride (59th Ave/Laveen) 

0 0 0 11.33.04 Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Bus

CMAQ-
Flex

2016 2,800,710 169,290 0 2,970,000

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2017 VMR15-105T 49041 I-10 WEST Phoenix Fixed guideway corridor - 
Capitol/I-10 West Phase I - 
Project Development

0 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ-
Flex

2016 971,130 242,783 0 1,213,913

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2017 VMR15-401T2 11715 Regionwide Purchase Light Rail Vehicles: 8 
Expansion  

0 0 0 12.13.20 Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ-
Flex

2016 12,024,775 2,216,982 0 14,241,757

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2019 VMR15-108T 13425 Tempe Streetcar: 
Rio Salado Parkway 
to Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey Lane 
with Downtown 
Mill Ave/Ash Loop 

Tempe Streetcar - Construct 
Transitway 

3 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ-
Flex

2016 935,222 233,806 0 1,169,028

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2017 VMR17-701T 2318 50th Street and 
Washington Street 

New Light Rail Station - 50th 
Street - Project Development

0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Rail

Local 2016 0 0 641,622 641,622

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2017 VMR17-702T 2318 50th Street and 
Washington Street 

New Light Rail Station - 50th 
Street - Right-of-way Acquisition

0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Rail

Local 2016 0 0 151,250 151,250

Valley Metro 
Rail

Transit 2017 VMR16-701T 23739 Regionwide Overhaul pantograph 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa TLCP ----- Transit 
Rail

PTF 2016 0 233,712 0 233,712
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Agency Section Work 
Year

TIP ID MAG ID Location Work Miles Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After

ALI/Fed 
Id

AQ Area In 
Program

TRACS
/Grant 
ID

MAG 
Mode

Funding Apportion
ment Year

Federal Regional Local Total

Phoenix Transit 2017 MAG17-704T 37858 Regionwide Preventive Maintenance 0 0 0 ----- Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

STP-AZ-
Flex

2016 410,550 0 102,638 513,188

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 VMR16-393T 29444 Regionwide Purchase vanpools: 25 expand 0 0 0 11.13.15 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

STP-AZ-
Flex

2016 964,763 13,237 0 978,000

Valley 
Metro/RPTA

Transit 2017 VMR16-394T 29444 Regionwide Purchase vanpools: 45 replace 0 0 0 11.12.15 Maricopa None ----- Transit 
Bus

STP-AZ-
Flex

2016 1,630,000 0 0 1,630,000



Agenda Item #5E

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT: 
Draft MAG Title VI and Environmental Justice Program

SUMMARY: 
Title VI and Environmental Justice activities are mandated by the federal government to ensure that all
people have an equal voice in the planning process and receive equal benefit from the results of such
planning. MAG is actively engaged in Title VI and Environmental Justice activities as a subrecipient of
federal funding. On May 28, 2014, the MAG Regional Council approved MAG’s Title VI and
Environmental Justice Program. On April 26, 2016, the Arizona Department of Transportation requested
changes to MAG’s program to remain in compliance with federal legislation. The new program reflects
activities that fulfill the responsibilities set forth by the Federal Transit Administration, the Federal Highway
Administration, and the U.S. Department of Justice.  

PUBLIC INPUT: 
An opportunity for public input was provided at the MAG Human Services Transit Committee, MAG
Human Services Community Initiatives Committee, MAG Transportation Review Committee, and MAG
Management Committee meetings. No comments were made.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Clearly communicating Title VI activities, responsibilities, and opportunities affords the public and
communities of concern with a meaningful role in the transportation planning process. It also provides the
information and perspectives required to ensure the planning is responsive to the needs of vulnerable
populations. 

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: Communities of concern describe populations that have been determined by the federal
government or the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) as benefitting from protections to ensure
their meaningful involvement in planning and services. These vulnerable populations have been identified
through the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Executive Order 12898, and Executive Order 13166 to end
discrimination and ensure equal access to all federally funded services. 

To assist with the identification of Title VI neighborhoods, the presence of Title VI populations is
compared against the regional average for each community of concern. Linguistic isolation follows federal
guidance at five percent within a census block or 1,000 people or more within a neighborhood. Based on
the 2010 Census, the threshold for each mandated community of concern is as follows:

1. Linguistic isolation: five percent or higher
2. Minority population: 41 percent or higher
3. Population in poverty: 17 percent or higher
4. Disability: 10.3 percent or higher



The U.S. Census Bureau is the source of data used for determining the environmental justice
communities of concern.  The unit of analysis is the census tract. 

POLICY: The presence of Title VI communities of concern will be determined throughout the region.
When a new planning activity is beginning, the potential impact of that activity on the Title VI communities
of concern  will be evaluated. If an impact is anticipated, appropriate Title VI activities such as public
outreach will be enacted. The communities of concern will be offered opportunities to offer feedback on
the planning activity in question. The impact of their feedback on the planning process will be
documented. 

ACTION NEEDED: 
Approval of the Draft MAG Title VI and Environmental Justice Program. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
On June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of the Draft Title VI and
Environmental Justice Program.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal Co.
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski, ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa Co.
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley Metro/RPTA

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

On May 26, 2016, the MAG Transportation Review Committee recommended approval of the Draft Title
VI and Environmental Justice Program.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: David Janover
ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Mike Kies
Apache Junction: Shane Kiesow for Giao 
Pham
Buckeye: Jose Heredia for Scott Lowe

* Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
Chandler: R.J. Zeder for Dan Cook
El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum

* Florence: Jess Knudson
* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
Glendale: Debbie Albert, Vice Chair
Goodyear: Rebecca Zook

* Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
Maricopa County: Jennifer Toth
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Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
* Paradise Valley: Jim Shano

Peoria: Andrew Granger
Phoenix: Ray Dovalina

# Pinal County: Louis Andersen
Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef

# Scottsdale: Todd Taylor for Paul Basha
Surprise: Mike Gent
Tempe: Robert Yabes for Shelly Seyler
Valley Metro: John Farry

* Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Chris Hauser, El Mirage
* ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, Phoenix
# FHWA: Ed Stillings 

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Jim Hash,
Mesa

* Transportation Safety Committee: Dana
Alvidrez, Chandler

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

On May 19, 2016, the MAG Human Services Community Initiatives Committee recommended approval
of the Draft Title VI and Environmental Justice Program. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Vice Mayor Bridget Binsbacher, Peoria

* Councilmember Wally Campbell, Goodyear 
# Councilmember Samuel Chavira, Glendale
* Supervisor Steve Gallardo, Maricopa County
* Councilmember Chris Glover, Mesa

Councilmember Kevin Hartke, Chandler

Councilmember Michelle Hess, Buckeye,
  Vice Chair
Vice Mayor Stephanie Karlin, Avondale

# Joaquin Rios, Tempe Community Council 
Councilmember Todd Tande, Surprise
Councilmember Jared Taylor, Gilbert
Vice Mayor Corey Woods, Tempe, Chair

*Neither present nor represented by proxy.
#Attended by telephone conference call.   +Attended by videoconference.

On May 17, 2016, the MAG Transit Committee recommended approval of the Draft Title VI and
Environmental Justice Program. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING
ADOT: Jaclyn Birley for Mike Normand

  Avondale: Kristen Taylor, Vice Chair
# Buckeye: Andrea Marquez
  Chandler: Jason Crampton for RJ Zeder
# El Mirage: Jose Macias
* Gila River Indian Community, Vacant
# Gilbert: Kristin Myers
  Glendale: Kevin Link for Debbie Albert
# Goodyear: Christine McMurdy
# Maricopa: David Maestas

Maricopa County DOT: Reed Kempton  
# Mesa: Jodi Sorrell 

* Paradise Valley: Jeremy Knapp
  Peoria: Stuart Kent 
  Phoenix: Ken Kessler for Maria Hyatt, Chair
  Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef
  Scottsdale: Gregory P. Davies for 

  Madeline Clemann
Surprise: Martín Lucero

  Tempe: Robert Yabes
* Tolleson: Vacant
  Valley Metro: Wulf Grote 
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated (or attended) by teleconference  + Participated (or attended) by videoconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Amy St. Peter, Assistant Director, (602) 254-6300.
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The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) hereby gives public notice that it is the policy of the agency to ensure full compliance with 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and related 
authorities and regulations in all programs and activities. Title VI requires that no person in the United States of America shall, on the grounds 
of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination 
under any program or activity for which MAG receives federal financial assistance. Additional protections are provided in other federal and 
state authorities for discrimination based on income status, limited English proficiency, religion, sex, disability, age, gender identity (as defined in 
paragraph 249(c)(4) of title 18, United States Code) or sexual orientation.

Any person who believes they have experienced discrimination under Title VI has a right to file a formal complaint with MAG. Any such com-
plaint must be filed with MAG’s Title VI Coordinator within 180 days following the date of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For more 
information, or to file a complaint, please contact Amy St. Peter, the Title VI Coordinator, at (602) 254-6300.
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The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) is 
responsible for many decisions that can improve the 
lives of Valley residents. From the roads we drive on 
to the air we breathe, this important work affects us 
all. Decisions are driven by rigorous data analysis and 
extensive community outreach. Care is taken to en-
sure that all people have equal access to participate in 
the planning process. MAG maintains nondiscrimi-
nation policies as provided by Title VI, Environmen-
tal Justice, and related authorities. These policies sup-
port MAG in engaging vulnerable populations. The 
outcome is that these populations have equal benefit 
and do not shoulder a disproportionate burden than 
the rest of the region as a result of MAG’s activities. 
This program outlines the roles, method of adminis-
tration, and analysis that supports equity in regional 
planning. 

For more than 40 years, MAG has fully integrated 
the voices of vulnerable populations into regional 
planning activities. MAG is the Metropolitan Plan-
ning Organization (MPO) and Council of Govern-
ments (COG) for the region, comprising 27 cities 
and towns, three Native American Communities, 
Maricopa County, Pinal County, and the Arizona 

Department of Transportation. The Citizens Trans-
portation Oversight Committee also is represented 
on the MAG Regional Council. As the MPO for the 
region, MAG develops plans and programs and fa-
cilitates activities related to transportation, the en-
vironment, and human services, and is charged 
with developing socioeconomic projections. While 
a significant portion of the work is funded by fed-
eral dollars, this region provides significant funding 
through a regional sales tax for transportation put 
in place through Proposition 400. The 20-year life of 
the tax is expected to raise $8.6 billion for regional 
transportation projects. Passage of Proposition 400 
by the voters demonstrates a strong commitment to 
improving mobility throughout the region. 

As the groundwork was being laid for Proposition 
400, extensive community outreach engaged a diverse 

Section One: Introduction
Section One: Introduction
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spectrum of people. Their needs and feedback were 
considered as an important part of the planning pro-
cess. As a result, funding for transit increased from 
less than two percent in Proposition 300 to 33 percent 
in Proposition 400. This is an example of the impact 
communities of concern have on regional planning at 
MAG. Community engagement activities are ongoing 
and provide elements that are important to responsive 
planning. 

The previous Title VI and Environmental Justice Pro-
gram was approved by the MAG Regional Council 
on May 28, 2014. In compliance with federal regula-
tions, this new program was developed within the re-
quired three-year timeframe. The MAG Title VI and 
Environmental Justice Program includes updates to 
remain in compliance with federal funding require-
ments as outlined by the Federal Transit Administra-
tion and the Federal Highway Administration. The 
program also has been revised with direction from 
state funding agencies, including the Arizona De-
partment of Transportation and the Governor’s Of-
fice of Youth, Faith, and Family. 

Since the last Title VI and Environmental Justice Pro-
gram, MAG has reached out to thousands of people 
in all corners of the region to ensure the planning 
process at MAG reflects the voices and visions of 
our diverse population. Title VI and Environmental 
Justice activities are mandated by the federal govern-
ment to ensure that people of all races, income levels, 
ages, and abilities have an equal voice in the planning 
process and receive equal benefit from the results of 
such planning. 

MAG is actively engaged in Title VI and Environ-
mental Justice activities as a subrecipient of federal 
funding. In order to facilitate a thorough understand-
ing of these activities, the definitions are provided in 
Attachment A. MAG’s plan will be reviewed annually 
and updated as needed. The Title VI and Environ-
mental Justice Program will be developed at least ev-
ery three years in accordance with federal regulation. 
Each new program will be offered to the MAG Re-
gional Council for approval. The minutes document-
ing approval will be included in each new Title VI 
and Environmental Justice Program. 

The activities listed in this document respond di-
rectly to the guidance provided by the FTA Circular 
4702.1B, the Federal Highway Administration, and 
the U.S. Department of Justice. Chapter three out-
lines the requirements for every Title VI Program. 
Chapter six addresses the requirements that are spe-
cific to metropolitan planning organizations, such as 
MAG. Requirements include the development of a 
demographic profile identifying the locations of Title 
VI and Environmental Justice groups and a planning 
process that identifies the transportation needs of 
people with low incomes and the needs of minority 
populations. The guidance additionally requires an 
analytical process that identifies the benefits and bur-
dens of transportation system investments for dif-
ferent socioeconomic groups, identifies imbalances, 
and responds to the analysis produced. The content 
of the Title VI and Environmental Justice Program 
for metropolitan planning organizations is described 
in the following section. 

Section One: Introduction
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A. Signed Policy Statement

The following policy statement supports MAG’s im-
plementation of these activities:

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) is 
committed to ensuring that no person is discriminat-
ed against on the grounds of color, race, or national 
origin as provided by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964 and related authorities. Specifically, Title VI 
asserts that, ”No person in the United States shall, on 
the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be ex-
cluded from participation in, be denied the benefits 
of, or be subjected to discrimination under any pro-
gram or activity receiving federal financial assistance.” 
Additional protections are provided in other federal 
and state authorities for individuals with limited Eng-
lish proficiency, income status, religion, sex, disability, 
sexual orientation, gender identity, and age.

MAG strives to ensure nondiscrimination in all of its 
programs and activities, whether those programs and 
activities are federally funded or not. As a subrecipient 
of federal funding, MAG is responsible for initiating 
and monitoring Title VI activities, preparing required 
reports, and other responsibilities as required by the 
U.S. Department of Justice per 28 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) § 42.401 et seq. and 28 CFR § 50.3. 
The U.S. Department of Transportation Title VI imple-
menting regulations can be found at 49 CFR part 21. 

(signature pending approval of plan) 
 
Dennis Smith, Executive Director  Date

B. Primary Partners

MAG’s work in this area is supported by a number of 
partners. Title VI and Environmental Justice (EJ) ac-
tivities are undertaken by partners working closely 
together to ensure that all people in the region have a 
voice in and benefit from investments made in trans-
portation. Each agency involved in this collaboration 
addresses facets important to Title VI and contributes 
to a robust regional response. 

  • As the MPO, MAG has primary responsibility for 
Title VI and EJ analysis at the regional planning 
level. This includes regional plans, studies, and 
analyses of data to support the work of the MPO. 
Mapping tools at MAG allow the general public 
and member agencies to identify geographic areas 
with varying concentrations of communities of 
concern.

  • The cities, towns, Native American Indian com-
munities, Pinal County, and Maricopa County 
have primary responsibility for Title VI and EJ 
analysis under the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) for arterial and local construction 
projects. 

  • The Arizona Department of Transportation 
(ADOT) conducts Title VI and EJ analysis for 
highway construction projects. 

  • The City of Phoenix, as the designated recipient 
for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funds, 

Section Two: Overview of Roles
Section Two: Overview of Roles
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transit operators, and subrecipients of FTA funds 
have primary responsibility for Title VI and EJ 
analysis for transit service and for transit proj-
ects under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). All regionally significant transportation 
projects and activities for the region are included 
in the MAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

 
  • The RTP provides a policy framework to guide re-

gional transportation investments and establishes 
performance measures for regional transporta-
tion facilities and services that will allow the re-
gion to better monitor and improve the system in 
the future.  It also identifies and prioritizes specific 

transportation facilities needed to achieve the con-
gestion, mobility, safety, environmental and other 
goals of the plan. These projects are detailed in the 
maps and texts of the RTP document and in major 
elements of the RTP, including: 
  •  Proposition 400 projects in the three life cycle 

programs: Freeway, Arterial, and Transit. 
  •  The MAG federally funded program. 
  •  Locally sponsored projects. 

For more information about the RTP, please visit the 
following link located on the MAG website: 
http://www.azmag.gov/Projects/Project.asp?CMSID2=1
126&MID=Transportation. 

MAG Members Municipal Planning Areas

Section Two: Overview of Roles
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The RTP encompasses a variety 
of agencies, including the Ari-
zona Department of Transporta-
tion, all 27 cities and towns, Pinal 
County, Maricopa County, MAG, 
and transit providers in the MAG region (Valley Met-
ro, City of Phoenix, City of Scottsdale, City of Peoria, 
and City of Glendale). A planning agreement among 
MAG, Valley Metro, Valley Metro Rail, and the City of 
Phoenix outlines the roles and responsibilities in tran-
sit planning, programming, and fund allocation. 

Section Two: Overview of Roles

Valley Metro  Brand StandardS Subrecipients of MAG include the 
member agency cities and towns, 
Maricopa County, Pinal County, 
Valley Metro, Valley Metro Rail, 
and the Arizona Department of 
Administration. All planning agreements and con-
tracts between MAG and subrecipients are reviewed by 
the MAG Fiscal Services and Administration Divisions 
to ensure compliance with Title VI requirements. New 
templates for contracts and agreements are reviewed by 
MAG’s legal counsel to ensure Title VI compliance. 

The following section on Title VI further defines the 
various roles in regard to communities of concern and 
the outreach needed to fully engage vulnerable popula-
tions in the regional planning process. 
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This Title VI Program is implemented through the 
assistance of the Title VI Coordinator and MAG divi-
sion liaisons. Amy St. Peter, MAG Assistant Director, 
is the Title VI Coordinator and may be contacted at 
(602) 254-6300. The Coordinator is responsible for 
reviewing and updating the program in collabora-
tion with the division liaisons. The liaisons in each 
of the MAG divisions are the main point of contact 
for both the public and the Coordinator on Title VI 
issues. For a full listing of the liaisons, please refer to 
Attachment B. 

The planning process to support Title VI activities 
may be summarized by three main categories of data, 
dialogue, and decisions. The process begins by devel-
oping a demographic profile for the communities of 
concern.

A. Data: Demographic Profile for 
Communities of Concern

Communities of concern describe populations that 
have been determined by the federal government or 
the MPO as benefiting from protections to ensure 
their meaningful involvement in planning and ser-
vices. These vulnerable populations have been iden-
tified through the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Execu-
tive Order 12898, Executive Order 13166, and other 
related authorities to end discrimination and ensure 
equal access to all federally funded services. 

Communities of concern are identified as those cen-
sus tracts where the identified group represents a 

percentage of the population equal to or greater than 
that of the county average.  The threshold for the 
population with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) 
population follows federal guidance at five percent or 
1,000 people within a census tract, whichever is less. 
Based on the 2010 to 2014 American Community 
Survey (ACS) five-year estimates, the threshold for 
each mandated community of concern is as follows:

  • Limited English Proficiency: Five percent or higher.
  • Minority population: 41 percent or higher.
  • Population in poverty: 17 percent or higher.
  • Disability: 10.3 percent or higher.

The U.S. Census Bureau is the source of data used for 
determining the environmental justice communities 
of concern.  The unit of analysis is the census tract.  
Census tracts are small, relatively permanent statisti-
cal subdivisions within a county that are updated by 
local participants prior to each decennial census in 
accordance with guidelines through the Census Bu-
reau’s Participant Statistical Areas Program. The pri-
mary purpose of census tracts is to provide a stable 
set of geographic units for presentation of statistical 
data. Census tracts have an average population size 
of 4,000 people, though can range in size from 1,200 
to 8,000 people. Census tract boundaries are delin-
eated with the intention of being maintained over 
a long period so that statistical comparisons can be 
made from census to census. Tracts may be split due 
to population growth or merged as a result of a sub-
stantial population decline. The boundaries generally 
follow visible and identifiable features. 

Section Three: Method of Administration
Section Three: Method of Administration



Title VI and Environmental Justice Program    7

Maricopa Association of Governments

The MPO boundary does not follow precisely along 
census tract boundaries. All tracts within Maricopa 
County are used but because only a portion of Pinal 
County is within the MPO boundary a spatial analysis 
was performed to determine the Pinal County cen-
sus to include in the analysis. Within Pinal County, 
44 tracts were selected which were either completely 

Population and Households Census Units h

Category

MPO
Number 
of units 

>= MPO 
Percentage

 
 

% 
Units

 
 

Affectedf 
Population

% of Affected 
Population 

Captured in 
Census units

 
Total

 
Percent

Population Base  
(Defined Census Geography)

    4,056,518 100.0% 960 100%  ------  ------ 

Household Base  
(Defined Census Geography)

    1,489,355 100.0% 960 100%  ------  ------ 

Minoritya     1,663,899 41.0% 376 39%   1,090,132 65.5%
Age 60+a        693,538 17.1% 318 33%     410,364 59.2%
Age 65+a        490,944 12.1% 289 30%      298,626 60.8%
Age 75+a         217,253 5.4% 277 29%      145,553 67.0%
Below Poverty Levelb         702,859 17.0% 361 38%      496,821 70.7%
Population With a Disabilityc         428,167 10.3% 406 42%      224,435 52.4%
Limited English Proficient (LEP) 
Personsg

        369,536 9.5% 516 54%      325,186 88.0%

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year estimates and 2010 Decennial Census

ACS data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability
a  Minority includes total population minus White (Non-Hispanic). Data for minority and population groups by age are from 2010 Census data.  
b  Percent of the population for whom poverty status is determined does not include institutionalized persons or persons under 5 years of 

age. Total population in the Census defined MPO area for whom poverty status is determined is 4,131,314.  Data from 2014 ACS 5-Year 
estimates (Table B17001)

c  Disability status from the 2014 ACS 5-year estimates.  All percentages are based on Census Tracts that match as close as possible to the 
MPO area, or 960 tracts.  Disability status is determined for the civilian noninstitutionalized population based on six types of difficulty: hear-
ing, vision, cognitive, ambulatory, self-care, and independent living difficulty. (Table B18101)

e  For Limited English Proficient (LEP) persons, the Federal guidance (Federal Transit Administration Circular 4702.1B) notes that DOT has 
adopted the DOJ’s Safe Harbor Provision. This Provision stipulates that the targeted minimum number of recipients regarding the transla-
tion of written materials for LEP populations is five percent or 1,000 persons, whichever is less, of the total population of persons eligible to 
be served. Thus for determining the number of affected Census Tracts and affected population, five percent is used as the guideline rather 
than the MPO percentage of 9.5 percent.

f  Affected population is the total of people or households (depending on the data “universe”) that fall into the specified category for all Census 
tracts that have greater than or equal to the percentage for the MPO area (as defined by the Census geography, see note h) or as designated 
for LEP populations (see note e). 

g  The guidance for Limited English Proficiency (LEP) for DOT recipients refers to persons age five years and over who speak English less than 
“very well.”  See http://www.lep.gov/guidance/guidance_Fed_Guidance.html    Data from 2014 ACS 5-Year estimates (Table B16005).  2014 
estimate of total persons age 5 years and over for the defined Census geography is 3,905,588.

h  The Census Tracts used in this analysis include all 916 Census tracts within Maricopa County plus 44 Census Tracts in Pinal County.  Within 
Pinal county the Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA) boundary does not follow Census geography, however the best match using full Census 
Tracts were used where the majority of the population is within the MPA.   The base numbers for all values in this table are for this Census-
based defined area. Total Census Tracts = 960.  

within the MPO boundary or the majority of the tract’s 
population are located within the MPO. 

The following chart indicates the number of people 
represented by communities of concern and the per-
centage they represent of the total population in the 
region.

Section Three: Method of Administration
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Definitions and maps for each of the communities of 
concern are provided in Attachment D. 

The MAG Information Services Division maintains 
the demographic profile as a resource for MAG staff 
to use when determining the presence of Title VI and 
EJ populations. This information will be considered 
when conducting planning activities for the Unified 
Planning Work Program, the MAG Regional Trans-
portation Plan, and the Programming Handbook for 
the Transportation Improvement Program. This in-
formation also is considered for transportation plan-
ning projects. 

Based on the data, staff will determine the presence 
of Title VI communities as well as the potential to 
affect them through the planned activity. Appropri-
ate outreach and analysis will be incorporated into 
all relevant activities from the beginning. The Title 
VI Coordinator may assist staff as needed in deter-
mining the potential effect of planning activities on 
Title VI populations. The Coordinator also will pro-
vide training opportunities to ensure staff develops 
a thorough understanding of Title VI issues and re-
sponsibilities. 

B. Dialogue: Process to Identify Needs 

Regardless of the audience, the need for transporta-
tion commonly arises as a key concern. People rely 
on a range of transportation services to earn a living, 
secure education, and access medical care. Limited 
access to safe, affordable, reliable transportation op-
tions significantly impairs one’s ability to live inde-
pendently. Vulnerable populations are more deeply 
affected due to scarcity of alternatives and the depth 
of need for assistance. 

For example, people with disabilities cite an ongoing 
need for paratransit services. MAG helps to address 
this need by staffing the application process for Sec-
tion 5310, Elderly and Individuals with Disabilities 
Transportation Program. This federal funding source 
makes vehicles and other forms of support available 
to agencies that transport older adults and people 
with disabilities. 

The MAG Transportation 
Ambassador Program (TAP) 
connects Title VI popula-
tions to standard and alterna-
tive transportation options. 
The MAG Human Services 
Coordination Transporta-
tion Plans provide an inven-
tory of transportation services, analyze the gaps that 
exist, and prioritize strategies to improve the mobil-
ity of older adults, people with disabilities, and people 
with low incomes. Additional opportunities to serve 
Title VI and EJ populations through the Human Ser-
vices Coordination Transportation Plans and TAP will 
be more fully explored and maximized in the future. 

Making Connections

PROGRAM

Section Three: Method of Administration
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This will serve to identify and meet the transportation 
needs of Title VI and EJ populations. 

In addition to funding and training, MAG is estab-
lishing innovative partnerships with local govern-
ments, nonprofit agencies, and places of worship 
to supplement the traditional transit system with a 
human services approach. The Arizona Age-Friend-
ly Network, hosted by 
MAG, works closely with 
individual communities 
to customize strategies to 
meet the transportation 
needs of older adults. 
This is resulting in travel 
training programs being 
developed for specific areas, specialized transpor-
tation information and referrals being provided to 
community groups, van programs that provide door 
to door service, and a new model that features a mem-
bership-based transportation program and mobility 
management. The goal is to support the development 
of community-driven initiatives that address unmet 
needs by working with nonprofit agencies. The ap-
proach better utilizes existing resources through the 
formation of new partnerships that leverage assets. 
Community engagement is the cornerstone of this 
work and is integral to its success. 

In order to ensure that all people can fully participate 
in this community engagement, MAG addresses po-
tential language barriers as described below.
 
Limited English Proficiency
Needs for the communities of concern are identi-
fied through public outreach. In order to ensure the 

public receives and understands information vital to 
their participation in the planning process, a four-
factor analysis is used to identify the needs of people 
with Limited English Proficiency (LEP).
Section Five of the U.S. Department of Transporta-
tion guidance on LEP prescribes a four-factor analy-
sis to determine the need for translation services in 
order to fully engage LEP populations in the plan-
ning process. The end result is that people receive 
information and can communicate their perspectives 
in the language most comfortable to them. 

The four factors are as follows:
1. Demography: The number and/or proportion of 

LEPs served and languages spoken in the service 
area.

2. Frequency: Rate of contact with service or pro-
gram.

3. Importance: Nature and importance of program/
service to people’s lives.

4. Resources: Available resources, including language 
assistance services varying from limited to wide 
ranging with varying costs.

The results of the four-factor analysis for this region 
are as follows:

1. Demography: According to the 2010 to 2014 
American Community Survey (ACS) five-year 
estimates, 25.8 percent of the region’s population 
speaks a language other than English with 37 per-
cent of those reporting difficulty with speaking 
English. For all persons aged five years and older, 
9.5 percent reported on the ACS that they speak 
English less than “very well.”  The predominant lan-
guage for this group is Spanish. The FTA standard 

Section Three: Method of Administration
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is to translate material when five percent or more 
people in an area speak English less than “very 
well.” If assessing one neighborhood, the standard 
is five percent or 1,000 or more (whichever is less) 
who speak English less than “very well.”  Accord-
ing to this standard, LEP neighborhoods are pres-
ent throughout the region, especially in the central 
areas along I-17 and I-10. 

2. Frequency: Agencies providing direct service, 
such as transit service, translate all public mate-
rials into Spanish due to daily contact with LEP 
populations. People come into contact with MAG 
as a planning agency less frequently. Vital materi-
als are translated into Spanish. Additional transla-
tion and interpreter services are offered. 

3. Importance: Transportation is an important ele-
ment to people’s independence. Inclusive com-
munity engagement is critical to ensuring that 
transportation planning is responsive to the needs 
of all residents.

4. Resources: Resources to translate materials and 
interpret for individuals are available but finite. 
The investment is made to translate vital materi-
als. MAG maintains a standing offer to translate 
additional materials into additional languages and 
provide alternative formats such as Braille or large 
print. At least one person in nearly every MAG 
organization division is bilingual and available to 
assist with interpretation. At a minimum, there is 
a bilingual staff member who can assist with in-
terpretation at every policy meeting and at other 
public meetings as needed. 

On the basis of this four-factor analysis, MAG main-
tains vital materials about the agency in Spanish and 
will translate into other languages upon request. 
Spanish-speaking staff is available at policy commit-
tee meetings and as needed for other public meetings 
to interpret for LEP populations. Additional materi-
als and interpreters will be made available for areas 
with high concentrations of linguistically-isolated in-
dividuals. MAG Title VI division liaisons have been 
trained to utilize bilingual staff when needing trans-
lation assistance. If fluency in the needed language is 
not found among MAG staff, assistance may be ac-
quired through Language Line Solutions. 

Section Three: Method of Administration

ENCUESTA DE RECONOCIMIENTO DE MAG
1. ¿Ha oído hablar de la Asociación de Gobiernos de Maricopa (MAG) antes de hoy? (Por favor seleccione uno)

  q Sí  q No  q No estoy seguro/a

2. ¿Cuál es su percepción general de la Asociación de Gobiernos de Maricopa (MAG)?  (Por favor seleccione uno)

  q Excelente q Buena q Neutral q Pobre  q No estoy seguro/a

3. ¿Qué mejora de transporte MAS le gustaría ver en la región?  Mí CODIGO postal es: ____________________

  q Mejorar el mantenimiento de las calles e intersecciones q Nuevas o más amplias autopistas
  q Más carriles para bicicletas y banquetas para peatones q Más servicio de Tren Ligero Metro
  q Más servicio y frecuencia de autobuses   q Establecer servicio de Tren Rápido Regional
  q Más instalaciones de parqueo para usuarios del tránsito q Otra sugerencia: _______________________________
  q Regionalizar el sistema de Dial-A-Ride y paratránsito 

4. ¿Es usted capaz de llegar a donde tiene que ir por su cuenta?  q SI q NO
 Por favor seleccione su método de transporte.

  q Manejo q Camino      q Uso bicicleta q Uso el Servicio de Autobús local    
  q Uso el Servicio de Autobús Express       q Uso el Tren Ligero Metro q Comparto auto con otros

5. ¿Recibe ayuda para llegar a donde tiene que ir? q SI q NO
 Seleccione el tipo de ayuda que recibe.

  q Ayuda de Familia e Amistades q Servicio de Dial-A-Ride q Servicio de una Agencia no lucrativa
  q Servicio de una iglesia  q Otro método no previamente mencionado: _______________________________

6. Si usted necesita ayuda, por favor indique la razón (es) por la cual necesita dicha ayuda.

  q No siempre puedo pagar los gastos de la gasolina o el pasaje de transito.
  q El servicio y el área de cobertura del autobús o tren rápido es muy limitada.
  q No puedo manejar, caminar o usar mi bicicleta de noche.
  q Las condiciones temporales, como la lluvia o el calor del verano, me limitan.
  q Razones de salud.
  q Discapacidad personal.
  q Algún otra razón: (por favor especifique) __________________________________________________________

7. Seleccione su rango de Edad (Opcional). 

  q Menor de 18 años de edad  q 55 a 64 años de edad
  q 18 a 24 años de edad   q 65 años de edad o mayor
  q 25 a 54 años de edad

8. ¿Estaría interesado/a en recibir la siguiente información? (Seleccione las publicaciones de interés):

  q Boletín de MAG (en Ingles)      q Información e ayuda para movilizarme  
  q Avisos de las oportunidades de participación pública de MAG (en Ingles) q Información de transporte necesidades especiales
  q Ultimas noticias del Comité de Políticas de Transporte (en Ingles, vía correo electrónico) 
  q Boletín del Comité de Desarrollo Económico (en Ingles, vía correo electrónico)
  q Eventos de interés para la tercera edad (en Ingles, vía correo electrónico)
  q Información contra el tirado de basura (en Ingles, vía correo electrónico)
  q Boletín de Servicios Sociales (vía correo electrónico)

Para recibir más información, por favor provea lo siguiente: 

 Nombre: ______________________________________________________________________________________

 Dirección:______________________________________________________________________________________
 
 Correo Electrónico:_________________________________ Teléfono (Opcional): ______________________________

GRACIAS!
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Public Participation Activities
The general public, as well as Title VI, EJ, and LEP 
populations, is engaged in the planning process 
through ongoing public outreach activities. More in-
tensive tools, such as focus groups, are used to identify 
Title VI transportation needs for specific planning ac-
tivities that may impact Title VI populations. MAG’s 
Public Participation Plan is available in Attachment F 
or online at this link. 

Subrecipients of federal funding must post notices 
informing the public of the agency’s Title VI obliga-
tions and of the protections afforded to the public 
through Title VI. The public notice will appear in all 
significant publications of MAG and on the agency’s 
website. This includes information about the com-
plaint process described in section three. The full text 
will be used when space is available. The abbreviated 
text will be used when space is limited. The public no-
tice is posted on the MAG website and on the bulletin 
board on the third floor of the MAG office where all 
public meeting notices are posted. 

One measure of MAG’s success in outreach is distri-
bution of awareness surveys. These surveys measure 
people’s perceptions of the agency, as well as the im-
provements they most want in the region’s transpor-
tation system. The demographic map below shows 
predominately low-income populations in blue, mi-
nority populations in yellow, and green for areas that 
have both.  The map  shows that the sur-
veys capture responses from a broad range of indi-
viduals. These individuals represent all areas of the 
Valley and all segments of the population.

MAG’s community outreach efforts are having an 

impact. The chart below indicates the public has a 
favorable impression of MAG as evidenced by re-
sponses from 282 survey respondents completed 
from 2014 to 2015.
 

Overall Public Impression of 
Maricopa Association of Governments

Transportation Priorities

MAG’s community outreach efforts are having an impact. The chart below indicates the public has a 
favorable impression of MAG as evidenced by responses from 282 survey respondents completed from 
2014 to 2015.

The chart below shows results from 282 awareness surveys completed between 2014 and 2015 regarding 
their priorities in transportation.

These results were shared with decision makers in the regional planning process at MAG and have 
helped to identify priorities for the transportation system.
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The chart below shows results from 282 awareness 
surveys completed between 2014 and 2015 regarding 
their priorities in transportation. 
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These results were shared with decision makers in the 
regional planning process at MAG and have helped 
to identify priorities for the transportation system. 

MAG employs a range of tools to facilitate this dia-
logue. The following tools are used on a consistent 
basis to facilitate an exchange of information and to 
fully engage communities of concern. Outreach ma-
terials contain the Title VI public notice. Vital mate-
rials are translated into Spanish. Additional materials 
are translated and offered in alternative formats upon 
request. MAG maintains a disability associate to ad-
vise on issues related to people with disabilities and to 
perform outreach to the disability community. Visual 
aids in public involvement planning are considered 
essential to assisting public understanding of trans-
portation plans and programs. MAG’s description of 
visualization techniques in its Public Participation 
Plan was cited by the Federal Highway Administra-
tion (FHWA) as a notable practice among Metropoli-
tan Planning Organizations (MPOs) throughout the 
nation. 

  • Events: It is a priority to engage communities of 
concern in public, openly accessible events. Go-
ing to where people are instead of requiring them 
to attend meetings at MAG increases the level of 
participation and the diversity of people offering 
feedback. MAG public involvement staff routinely 
participates in more than 10 events each year fo-
cused on Title VI populations. MAG coordinates 
efforts with the Arizona Department of Transpor-
tation (ADOT), the Regional Public Transporta-
tion Authority, Valley Metro Rail, and with the 
largest transit provider in the Valley, the City of 
Phoenix Public Transit Department.  

 Visualization techniques in public involvement 
planning are considered essential to assisting pub-
lic understanding of transportation plans and pro-
grams. Consequently, MAG utilizes videos, maps, 
graphics, printed materials, web posts and other 
forms of visual aid to help event attendees bet-
ter understand the transportation network of the 
future.  Participation in events also enables MAG 
staff to better inform the public on the implemen-
tation and planning of the Regional Transporta-
tion Plan.

  • Public hearings: MAG conducts up to two public 
hearings each year as part of the process when 
the MAG Transportation Improvement Program 
and Regional Transportation Plan are being up-
dated. The first hearing provides residents an op-
portunity to comment on initial draft plans and 
programs. This hearing is usually held with MAG 
member agencies, the State Transportation Board, 
Citizens Transportation Oversight Committee, 
and representatives from Valley Metro, and the 
City of Phoenix Public Transit Department. 
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 The second hearing provides residents the op-
portunity to comment on final draft plans and 
programs prior to adoption by MAG policy com-
mittees. MAG, ADOT, Valley Metro, and City of 
Phoenix Public Transit Department staff conducts 
the hearing. After each public hearing, an input 
opportunity report is compiled and distributed to 
MAG policy committee members for review and 
consideration prior to taking any action.

  • Surveys: MAG staff distributes awareness surveys at 
a variety of events in order to gauge public aware-
ness of MAG and its plans and programs. The re-
sults from the surveys are a positive indicator of 
MAG’s efforts to pursue public awareness and in-
volvement in the transportation planning process. 
The surveys also ask respondents about their trans-
portation priorities and participation in the MAG 
planning process, as well as information about peo-
ple who need transportation assistance. The survey 
will track what forms of transportation they cur-
rently use and what barriers they face when trying 
to access transportation. This information will help 
identify the need for pilot projects in new areas and 

to inform regional planning activities. The survey 
continues to offer opportunities for engagement 
through MAG’s various committees, events, and 
publications. The surveys are routinely distributed 
at MAG Human Services Division events, which 
typically draw a significant Title VI attendance. 
This supplements the significant outreach conduct-
ed by the MAG Communications Division.

  
  • Focus groups and stakeholder group meetings: Fo-

cus groups and stakeholder group meetings offer 
opportunities for small groups of communities 
of concern to offer detailed feedback on specific 
topics. These focus groups and stakeholder group 
meetings are conducted as needed. For example, 
the MAG Human Services Division routinely con-
ducts focus groups with various vulnerable popu-
lations to gauge emerging needs, including those 
related to transportation. Significant planning ac-
tivities within the MAG Human Services Division 
and throughout the agency are complemented 
by a stakeholders group. Meetings are held with 
communities of concern and the agencies serving 
them to inform planning activities as they move 
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forward. Feedback from the communities of con-
cern is provided to the appropriate MAG com-
mittees on the summary transmittal that is sent 
with the meeting materials on each topic on the 
agenda. 

  • Newsletters: The MAGAZine newsletter, MAG 
Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) E-News 
Update, and MAG Human Services newsletters 
are produced and distributed via print, online 
(including through the GovDelivery subscription 
service), and direct mailing, resulting in greater 
awareness of MAG’s responsibilities and activities. 
Residents also benefit from timely notice of MAG 
events and a better understanding of how to par-
ticipate in planning activities.  The translation of 
publications is made available upon request. The 

MAG Human Services Division also releases an 
electronic newsletter to a distribution list of more 
than 900 nonprofit agencies, faith-based organiza-
tions, and community groups serving communi-
ties of concern. All significant publications feature 
the Title VI public notice. 

  • MAG Transportation Ambassador Program (TAP): 
This program offers training, information, and 
networking opportunities to communities of con-
cern and the agencies that serve them. Training 
meetings are held on a quarterly basis for more 
than 601 participants in mainstream venues such 
as libraries and community centers.  TAP is also 
an extremely valuable source of feedback. Par-
ticipants provide the information needed to com-
plete the gaps analysis required in the MAG Hu-
man Services Coordination Transportation Plans. 
These plans are required through federal legisla-
tion to help coordinate human services transpor-
tation. Strategies to address the gaps analysis are 
provided with each plan and implemented with 
the support of the TAP participants and commu-
nities of concern. 
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Opportunity Arizona:
Creating Success Through Career and Technical Education
Tori Lawrence wants 

to be a nurse. Jared 
Taylor is looking to get a 
job in the automotive field. 
Maryah Gowan plans to be 
a veterinarian. And Logan 
Huber hopes to be an 
astronaut.

These four teenagers are 
among nearly 140,000 
high school students in 
Arizona preparing for 
employment by participat-
ing in career and technical 
education (CTE) pro-
grams. Statistics show that 
98 percent of CTE stu-
dents will graduate from 
high school, compared 
to the state average of 77 
percent. Many of them will 
find jobs within weeks of 
graduation.

“Career and technical edu-
cation is a vital investment 
in our future workforce,” 
says Maricopa Association 
of Governments (MAG) 
Chair W.J. “Jim” Lane, 
mayor of Scottsdale. “Workforce development drives global 
competitiveness. Training students in their areas of interest 
keeps them here in Arizona and contributing to their local 
economy.”

Mayor Lane recently led 
a discussion at an event 
to raise awareness of 
the importance of CTE 
programs. More than 200 
people attended Valley Voices 
Presents Opportunity Arizona: 
Identifying a Qualified Work-
force. The Greater Phoenix 
Chamber of Commerce and 
MAG sponsored the event.

In the state of Arizona, 
there are 63 recognized 
career program areas 
offered by 14 Joint Tech-
nical Education Districts 
(JTEDs). Each program 
has undergone a strict ap-
proval process. 

“There has to be a proven 
employment need, and 
there has to be support by 
business and industry,” says 
Greg Donovan, co-chair of 
the JTED Superintendent’s 
Association. “Career and 
technical education brings 
relevance to a student’s 
educational opportuni-

ties. It also brings specific job skills to those students, so as they 
complete the opportunity of career and technical education, 
they are prepared to enter the workforce as contributors to our 
community and society,” he says.

Tori Lawrence Jared Taylor

Maryah Gowan Logan Huber

this issue

A Quarterly Newsletter Focusing on Regional Excellence May 2016—July 2016 Vol. 21: No. 2
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C. Decisions: Analysis of Benefits and  
Burdens

An analysis of benefits and burdens is a critical com-
ponent of the Title VI and Environmental Justice 
Program. Staff analyzes the feedback reported by 
communities of concern to determine the potential 
benefits and burdens of the activity on the popula-
tion. In addition, proposed transportation improve-
ments, such as those in the Regional Transportation 
Plan, are analyzed and documented to determine if 
the improvements impose a disproportionate bur-
den on the communities of concern. This analysis, as 
well as the input from the communities of concern, is 
presented as the planning activity moves through the 
MAG committee process for approval. The results of 
decisions are reported back to affected communities 
of concern in a timely manner. The impact of Title VI 
populations’ input is documented and offered to the 
Title VI Coordinator. Feedback from Title VI popu-
lations is used to assess any enhancements to the Ti-
tle VI on a biennial basis.

Committee Process
Title VI and EJ issues are communicated and con-
sidered as the planning activity moves through the 

MAG committee process. This generally originates 
with technical committees, proceeds through policy 
committees, and concludes with final approval or 
disapproval by the MAG Regional Council. In this 
way, the concerns and community input that have 
been addressed throughout the planning of the activ-
ity impact decisions in a meaningful way.  

Transit-related committees include the MAG Transit 
Committee, Ad Hoc Elderly and Persons with Disabil-
ities Transportation Committee, Transportation Re-
view Committee, Management Committee, Transpor-
tation Policy Committee, and Regional Council. MAG 
member agencies designate the representatives who 
serve on MAG committees. This process was estab-
lished by the MAG By-Laws and has been reinforced 
by the MAG Committee Policies and Procedures. 
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The chart below portrays the flow 
from one activity to another.
 

Data 
Determine presence of Title VI communities of 

concern and potential impact of activity.

If Title VI groups are significantly present and will be impacted by 

the activity, proceed with analysis. 

If Title VI groups are not significantly 

present and/or will not be impacted 

by the activity, end analysis. 

Dialogue
Use public outreach to determine needs of Communities of Concern as well as the 

potential benefits and burdens of the planning activity.

Technical 

Committees

Policy 

Committees

Regional Council

Decisions 
Meaningfully incorporate community 
feedback into the planning process.
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The committee process at MAG, in partnership with 
Valley Metro, has resulted in the identification of new 
transportation investments to be made within the re-
gion. The decisions for these investments were made 
with robust opportunities for public input, including 
communities of concern. The results of these decisions 
are pictured below in maps representing the current 
bus and capital transportation investments included in 
the FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement 

Plan. The maps include population concentrations of 
people with disabilities, people with Limited English 
Proficiency, minorities, and people living in poverty. 
Analysis of the maps shows that communities of con-
cern receive equal benefit from the investments and 
that they do not shoulder a disproportionate burden. 

The Transportation Investments and Population In Pov-
erty Maps are shown on the following pages.
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Compliance and Enforcement Procedures 
Compliance with Title VI and MAG’s nondiscrimi-
nation policies are an ongoing effort. Each division 
reviews its work to ensure communities of concern 
have equal access. Each contract and planning agree-
ment with subrecipients is reviewed by the Fiscal 
Services Division to ensure compliance. The Title VI 
Coordinator provides information about training op-
portunities to the managers and liaisons throughout 
the agency. If noncompliance is found, every effort 
will be made to address it, eliminate it, and to notify 
the relevant authorities. The following section pro-
vides detail on the complaint procedure and form. 
These are communicated to the public through the 
agency’s website and public posting by the reception 
desk on the third floor of the MAG offices.

Complaint Procedure
The intent of MAG’s Title VI and EJ work is to preclude 
discrimination and ensure all people have a voice in 
the planning process. If someone perceives they have 
suffered from discrimination, they are encouraged to 
address the matter with the Title VI Coordinator. Ac-
cording to 49 CFR Section 21.9(b), complaints may be 
filed if the matter cannot be resolved. Complaints that 
fall under MAG’s Nondiscrimination Policy and not 
under Title VI, such as gender identity, sexual orienta-
tion, and religion, will be investigated by MAG and re-
ported to the pertinent authorities. The following steps 
may be followed for complaints falling under Title VI 
and MAG’s Nondiscrimination Policy:

1. Within 180 days of the alleged infraction, complain-
ants will submit to the Title VI Coordinator a com-
plaint in writing or verbally, with the complainant’s 
name, the nature of the complaint, the dates of the 
complaint, requested action, and contact information. 
Complaints received verbally will be documented in 

writing by staff. ADOT or the appropriate authority 
will be notified when a complaint is received, as well as 
the disposition of the complaint. 

2. The Title VI Coordinator and MAG Executive Direc-
tor will review the complaint and determine its juris-
diction and need for additional information. 

3. Additional information will be solicited from the 
complainant as needed. If additional information is 
requested and not received within 15 business days, 
the case may be administratively closed. The case also 
may be closed if the complainant no longer wishes to 
pursue their case. 

4. A complaint log will be kept by MAG containing the 
name of the complainant, nature of the complaint, and 
date of submission. 

5. If the complaint is outside the jurisdiction of MAG, 
MAG will notify the complainant by certified letter, 
including the name and contact information for the 
appropriate agency with jurisdiction, if applicable. 

6. If the complaint falls within the jurisdiction of MAG, 
it will be handled within a maximum of 90 days of re-
ceipt, depending on the nature of the complaint and 
complexity of investigation. 

7. MAG will send a certified letter notifying the com-
plainant that a preliminary inquiry is underway to de-
termine the need for an investigation.

8. If the preliminary inquiry by MAG indicates that an 
investigation is warranted, the complainant will be no-
tified and scheduled to offer their statement.

9. If the preliminary inquiry indicates an investigation is 
not warranted, a certified letter will be sent to the com-
plainant with the reasons why and factors considered. 

10. MAG will conduct an investigation. The results of 
the investigation will be provided to MAG’s general 
counsel for review. The investigation results will be re-
viewed and returned within 10 business days.

11. The results of the investigation will be sent to the com-
plainant by certified mail. The results will include the 
scope of the investigation, factors considered, and the 
final outcome. A closure letter will be sent if it has been 
determined there was not a Title VI violation and the 
case will be closed. A letter of finding will be sent if the 
allegations are substantiated and an action plan with a 
timeline to offer redress will be provided.

12. The result of the preliminary inquiry or investigation 
will be sent to ADOT, appropriate office within the 
U.S. Department of Transportation, or appropriate au-
thority. 

13. Records and investigative files will be kept for three 
years. 
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Complaint Form Section Three: Method of Administration

Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) 
TITLE VI / ADA/ MAG NONDISCRIMINATION POLICY COMPLAINT FORM 

(Este formulario está disponible en Español.) 

This form is for use by customers who wish to complete a hard copy form and is available on 
the MAG website under the resources tab at this link. 
 

Section I: 
Name: 
Address: 
Telephone (Home): Telephone (Work): 
Electronic Mail Address: 
Accessible Format 
Requirements? 

Large Print  Audio Tape  
TDD  Other  

Section II: 
Are you filing this complaint on your own behalf? Yes* No 
*If you answered "yes" to this question, go to Section III. 
If you answered “no: to this question, please supply the name and 
relationship of the person for whom you are complaining.  

 

If you are filing on behalf of a third party, please explain why. 

Please confirm that you have obtained the permission of the 
aggrieved party if you are filing on behalf of a third party.  

Yes No 

Section III: 
I believe the discrimination experienced was based on (check all that apply):  
[ ] Race          [ ] Color          [ ] National Origin          [ ] Disability          [ ]  Sexual Orientation 
[ ]  Age          [ ]  Sex          [ ]  Income Status          [ ]   Religion          [ ]  Gender Identity       
[ ]  Limited English Proficiency                    
Date of Alleged Discrimination (Month, Day, Year): ___________________________________________ 
Explain as clearly as possible what happened and why you believe you were discriminated against. 
Describe all persons who were involved. Include the name and contact information of the person(s) who 
discriminated against you (if known) as well as names and contact information of any witnesses. If more 
space is needed, please write out on extra paper and submit with the form. 
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Complaint Form (continued) Section Three: Method of Administration

Section IV 
Have you previously filed a Title VI complaint with this agency? Yes No 

Section V 
Have you filed this complaint with any other federal, state, or local agency, or with any federal or state 
court?  
[ ] Yes [ ] No 
If yes, check all that apply and fill in agency’s name: 
[ ] Federal Agency:      
[ ] Federal Court   [ ] State Agency     
[ ] State Court   [ ] Local Agency     
Please provide information about a contact person at the agency/court where the complaint was filed.  
Name: 
Title: 
Agency: 
Address: 
Telephone: 
Section VI 
Name of agency complaint is against: 
Contact person:  
Title: 
Telephone number: 

 
You may attach any written materials or other information that you think is relevant to your 
complaint. Your authorized signature and date of the complaint are required below. 
 
 
  _________________________         ________________________ 
Signature     Date 
 
Please submit this form in person or mail to: 
Attention: Amy St. Peter, Title VI Coordinator  
Maricopa Association of Governments  
302 North First Avenue, Suite 300 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 
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Section Four: Signed Assurances

Maricopa Association of Governments 
Title VI Assurances  

  
 

The Maricopa Association of Governments (herein referred to as the "Recipient"), HEREBY AGREES 
THAT, as a condition to receiving any Federal financial assistance from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation (DOT), through Federal Highway Administration and Arizona Department of 
Transportation, is subject to and will comply with the following: 
  
Statutory/Regulatory Authorities 
  

• Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), (prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin); 

• 49 C.F.R. Part 21 (entitled Non-discrimination In Federally-Assisted Programs Of The 
Department Of Transportation--Effectuation Of Title VI Of The Civil Rights Act Of 1964); 

• 28 C.F.R. section 50.3 (U.S. Department of Justice Guidelines for Enforcement of Title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964); 

• 23 C.F.R. Part 200 Subchapter C-Civil Rights  (Title VI program implementation and related 
statues)  

The preceding statutory and regulatory cites hereinafter are referred to as the "Acts" and 
"Regulations," respectively. 
  
General Assurances 
  
In accordance with the Acts, the Regulations, and other pertinent directives, circulars, policy, 
memoranda and/or guidance, the Recipient hereby gives assurances that it will promptly take any 
measures necessary to ensure that: 
  

  "No person in the United States shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national 
origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of,  or be otherwise 
subjected to discrimination under any program or activity," for which the Recipient 
receives Federal financial assistance from DOT, including the Federal Highway 
Administration. 

  
The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987 clarified the original intent of Congress, with respect to Title 
VI and other Non-discrimination requirements (The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, and Section 504 
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973), by restoring the broad, institutional-wide scope and coverage of 
these non-discrimination statutes and requirements to include all programs and activities of the 
Recipient, so long as any portion of the program is Federally assisted. 
  
  
Specific Assurances 
  
More specifically, and without limiting the above general Assurance, the Recipient agrees with and 
gives the following Assurances with respect to its Federal Aid Highway Program. 
  
 

Maricopa Association of Governments 
Title VI Assurances  

  
 

The Maricopa Association of Governments (herein referred to as the "Recipient"), HEREBY AGREES 
THAT, as a condition to receiving any Federal financial assistance from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation (DOT), through Federal Highway Administration and Arizona Department of 
Transportation, is subject to and will comply with the following: 
  
Statutory/Regulatory Authorities 
  

• Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), (prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin); 

• 49 C.F.R. Part 21 (entitled Non-discrimination In Federally-Assisted Programs Of The 
Department Of Transportation--Effectuation Of Title VI Of The Civil Rights Act Of 1964); 

• 28 C.F.R. section 50.3 (U.S. Department of Justice Guidelines for Enforcement of Title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964); 

• 23 C.F.R. Part 200 Subchapter C-Civil Rights  (Title VI program implementation and related 
statues)  

The preceding statutory and regulatory cites hereinafter are referred to as the "Acts" and 
"Regulations," respectively. 
  
General Assurances 
  
In accordance with the Acts, the Regulations, and other pertinent directives, circulars, policy, 
memoranda and/or guidance, the Recipient hereby gives assurances that it will promptly take any 
measures necessary to ensure that: 
  

  "No person in the United States shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national 
origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of,  or be otherwise 
subjected to discrimination under any program or activity," for which the Recipient 
receives Federal financial assistance from DOT, including the Federal Highway 
Administration. 

  
The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987 clarified the original intent of Congress, with respect to Title 
VI and other Non-discrimination requirements (The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, and Section 504 
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973), by restoring the broad, institutional-wide scope and coverage of 
these non-discrimination statutes and requirements to include all programs and activities of the 
Recipient, so long as any portion of the program is Federally assisted. 
  
  
Specific Assurances 
  
More specifically, and without limiting the above general Assurance, the Recipient agrees with and 
gives the following Assurances with respect to its Federal Aid Highway Program. 
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1. The Recipient agrees that each "activity," "facility," or "program," as defined in §§ 21.23 (b) 
and 21.23 (e) of 49 C.F.R. § 21 will be (with regard to an "an "activity") facilitated, or will be (with 
regard to a "facility") operated, or will be (with regard to a "program") conducted in compliance 
with all requirements imposed by, or pursuant to the Acts and the Regulations. 
 
2. The Recipient will insert the following notification in all solicitations for bids, Requests For 
Proposals for work, or material subject to the Acts and the Regulations made in connection with all 
Federal Aid Highway Program and, in adapted form, in all proposals for negotiated agreements 
regardless of finding source: 
 

"The Maricopa Association of Governments, in accordance with the provisions 
of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252.42 U.S.C. §§ 2000d-4) and 
the Regulations, hereby notifies all advertisement, disadvantaged business 
enterprises will be afforded full and fair opportunity to submit bids in response 
to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, 
color, or national origin in consideration for an award.” 

    
3. The Recipient will insert the clauses of Appendix A and E of this Assurance in every contract 
or agreement subject to the Acts and the Regulations. 
  
4. The Recipient will insert the clauses of Appendix B of this Assurance, as a covenant running 
with the land, in any deed from the United States effecting or recording a transfer of real property, 
structures, use, or improvements thereon or interest therein to a Recipient. 
  
5. That where the Recipient receives Federal financial assistance to a construct a facility or part 
of a facility, the Assurance will extend to the entire facility and facilities operated in connection 
therewith. 
     
6. That where the Recipient receives Federal financial assistance in the form, or for the 
acquisition of real property or an interest in real property, the Assurance will extend to rights to 
space on, over, or under  such property. 
  
7. That the Recipient will include the clauses set forth in Appendix C and Appendix D of this 
Assurance, as a covenant running with the land, in any future deeds, leases, licenses, permits, or 
similar instruments entered into by the Recipient with other parties: 
  

a. for the subsequent transfer of real property acquired or improved under the 
applicable activity, project, or program; and 
b. for the construction or use of, or access to, space on, over, or under real property 
acquired or improved under the applicable activity, project or program. 

  
8. That this Assurance obligates the Recipient for the period during which Federal 
financial assistance is extended to the program, except where the Federal financial assistance is to 
provide, or is in the form of, personal property, or real property, or interest therein, or structures 
or improvements thereon, in which case the Assurance obligates the Recipient, or any transference 
for the longer of the following periods: 
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a. the period during which the property is used for a purpose for which the Federal financial 
assistance is extended, or for another purpose involving the provision of similar services 
or benefits; or 
b. the period during which the Recipient retains ownership or possession of the property. 
  
9. The Recipient will provide for such methods of administration for the program as are found 
by the Secretary of Transportation or the official whom he/she delegates specific authority to give 
reasonable guarantee that it, other recipients, sub-recipients, sub-grantees, contractors, 
subcontractors, consultants, transferees, successors in interest, and other participants of Federal 
financial assistance under such program will comply with all requirements imposed or pursuant to 
the Acts, the Regulations, and this Assurance. 
  
10. The Recipient agrees that the United States has a right to seek judicial enforcement with 
regard to any matter arising under the Acts, the Regulations, and this Assurance. 
  
  
By signing this ASSURANCE, Maricopa Association of Governments also agrees to comply (and 
require any sub-recipients, sub-grantees, contractors, successors, transferees, and/or assignees to 
comply) with all applicable provisions governing Federal Highway Administration or Arizona 
Department of Transportation  access to records, accounts, documents, information, facilities, and 
staff.  You also recognize that you must comply with any program or compliance reviews, and/or 
complaint investigations conducted by the Federal Highway Administration or Arizona Department 
of Transportation.  You must keep records, reports, and submit the material for review upon 
request to Federal Highway Administration, Arizona Department of Transportation, or its designee 
in timely, complete, and accurate way. Additionally, you must comply with all other reporting, data 
collection, and evaluation requirements, as prescribed by law or detailed in program guidance.   
  
Maricopa Association of Governments gives this ASSURANCE in consideration of and for obtaining 
any Federal grants, loans, contracts, agreements, property, and/or discounts, or other Federal-aid 
and Federal financial assistance extended after the date hereof to the recipients by the U.S. 
Department of Transportation under the Federal Highway Administration and Arizona Department 
of Transportation.   This ASSURANCE is binding on Arizona, other recipients, sub-recipients, sub-
grantees, contractors, subcontractors and their subcontractors', transferees, successors in interest, 
and any other participants in the Federal Aid Highway Program the person(s) signing below is 
authorized to sign this ASSURANCE on behalf of the Recipient.          
 
  

     Maricopa Association of Governments 
       (Name of Recipient) 

  
  by__________________________________ 

(Signature of Authorized Official) 

     
  
  

DATED_______________________________ 
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APPENDIX A 

During the performance of this contract, the contractor, for itself, its assignees, and successors in interest 
(hereinafter referred to as the "contractor") agrees as follows: 
  

1. Compliance with Regulations:  The contractor (hereinafter includes consultants) will comply with the 
Acts and the Regulations relative to Non-discrimination in Federally-assisted programs of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration or the Arizona Department of Transportation,  as they may be 
amended from time to time, which are herein incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract. 

2. Non-discrimination:  The contractor, with regard to the work performance by it during the contract, will 
not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in the selection and retention of 
subcontractors, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment. The contractor will not 
participate directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by the Acts and the Regulations, including 
employment practices when the contract covers any activity, project, or program set forth in Appendix B of 49 
CFR Part 21.  

3. Solicitations for Subcontracts, Including Procurements of Materials and Equipment:  In all solicitations, 
either by competitive bidding, or negotiation made by the contractor for work to be performed under a 
subcontract, including procurements of materials, or leases of equipment, each potential subcontractor or 
supplier will be notified by the contractor of the contractor's obligations under this contract and the Acts and 
Regulations relative to Non-discrimination on the grounds of race, color, or national origin.  

4. Information and Reports:  The contractor will provide all information and reports required by the Acts, 
the Regulations, and directives issued pursuant thereto and will permit access to its books, records, accounts, 
other sources of information, and its facilities as may be determined by the Recipient, the Federal Highway 
Administration or Arizona Department of Transportation to be pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Acts, 
Regulations, and instructions. Where any information required of a contractor is in the exclusive possession of 
another who fails or refuses to furnish the information, the contractor will so certify to the Recipient, the 
Federal Highway Administration, or Arizona Department of Transportation, as appropriate, and will set forth 
what efforts it has made to obtain the information. 

5. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of a contractor's noncompliance with the Non-discrimination 
provisions of this contract, the Recipient will impose such contract sanctions as it or the Federal Highway 
Administration or Arizona Department of Transportation, may determine to be appropriate, including, but not 
limited to: 

a. withholding payments to the contractor under the contract until the contractor complies; and/or 
b.cancelling, terminating, or suspending a contract, in whole or in part.     

 
6. Incorporation of Provisions:  The contractor will include the provisions of paragraphs one through six in 
every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, unless exempt by the Acts, the 
Regulations and directives issued pursuant thereto. The contractor will take action with request to any 
subcontract or procurement as the Recipient, the Federal Highway Administration, or Arizona Department of 
Transportation may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance. 
Provided, that if the contractor becomes involved in, or is threatened with litigation by a subcontractor or 
supplier because of such direction, the contractor may request the Recipient to enter into any litigation to 
protect the interests of the Recipient. In addition, the contractor may request the United States to enter into the 
litigation to protect the interests of the United States. 
  
  
  

A 
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APPENDIX B 

  
CLAUSES FOR DEEDS TRANSFERRING UNITED STATES PROPERTY 

  
  
The following clauses will be included in deeds effecting or recording the transfer of real property, structures, or 
improvements thereon, or granting interest therein from the United States pursuant to the provisions of 
Assurance 4: 
  
NOW, THEREFORE, the U.S. Department of Transportation as authorized by law and upon the condition that 
Maricopa Association of Governments will accept title to the lands and maintain the project constructed 
thereon in accordance with Title 23, United States Code the Regulations for the Administration of Federal Aid for 
Highways, and the policies and procedures prescribed by the Arizona Department of Transportation ,Federal 
Highway Administration and the U.S. Department of Transportation in accordance and in compliance with all 
requirements imposed by Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, U.S. Department of Transportation, Subtitle A, 
Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Non-discrimination in Federally-assisted programs of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation pertaining to and effectuating the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 
252;42 42 U.S.C. § 2000d to 2000d-4), does hereby remise, release, quitclaim and convey unto the Maricopa 
Association of Governments all the right, title and interest of the U.S. Department of Transportation in and to 
said lands described in Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof. 
  

(HABENDUM CLAUSE) 
  

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD said lands and interests therein unto Maricopa Association of Governments and its 
successors forever, subject, however, to the covenants, conditions, restrictions and reservations herein 
contained as follows, which will remain in effect for the period during which the real property or structures are 
used for a purpose for which Federal financial assistance is extended or for another purpose involving the 
provision of similar services or benefits and will be binding on the Maricopa Association of Governments, its 
successors and assigns. 
  
The Maricopa Association of Governments ,in consideration of the conveyance of said lands and interests in 
lands, does hereby covenant and agree as a covenant running with the land for itself, its successors and assigns, 
that (1) no person will on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be 
denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination with regard to any facility located wholly or 
in part on, over, or under such lands hereby conveyed [.] [and]* (2) that the Maricopa Association of 
Governments will use the lands and interests in lands and interests in lands so conveyed, in compliance with all 
requirements imposed by or pursuant to Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Subtitle A, Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Non-discrimination in Federally-assisted programs of 
the U.S. Department of Transportation, Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and as said 
Regulations and Acts may be amended[, and (3) that in the event of breach of any of the above-mentioned non-
discrimination conditions, the Department will have a right to enter or re-enter said lands and facilities on said 
land, and that above described land and facilities will thereon revert to and vest in and become the absolute 
property of the U.S. Department of Transportation and its assigns as such interest existed prior to this 
instruction].* 
 
 
 
*Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a clause is necessary in order to 
make clear the purpose of Title VI. 

 B 
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APPENDIX C 
  

CLAUSES FOR TRANSFER OF REAL PROPERTY ACQUIRED OR IMPROVED UNDER THE ACTIVITY, 
FACILITY, OR PROGRAM 

  
The following clauses will be included in deeds, licenses, leases, permits, or similar instruments entered 
into by the Maricopa Association of Governments pursuant to the provisions of Assurance 7(a): 
  
A. The (grantee, lessee, permittee, etc. as appropriate) for himself/herself, his/her heirs, personal 
representatives, successors in interest, and assigns, as a part of the consideration hereof, does hereby 
covenant and  agree [in the case of deeds and leases add "as a covenant running with the land"] that: 
  

1. In the event facilities are constructed, maintained, or otherwise operated on the property 
described in this (deed, license, lease, permit, etc.) for a purpose for which a U.S. Department of 
Transportation activity, facility, or program is extended or for another purpose involving the provision 
of similar services or benefits, the (grantee, licensee, lessee, permittee, etc.) will maintain and operate 
such facilities and services in compliance with all requirements imposed by the Acts and Regulations 
(as may be amended) such that no person on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, will be 
excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination in 
the use of said facilities, 

B. With respect to licenses, leases, permits, etc., in the event of breach of any of the above Non-
discrimination covenants, Maricopa Association of Governments will have the right to terminate the 
(lease, license, permit, etc.) and to enter, re-enter, and repossess said lands and facilities thereon, and 
hold the same as if the (lease, license, permit, etc.) had never been made or issued.* 
  
C. With respect to licenses, leases, permits, etc., in the event of breach of any of the above Non-
discrimination covenants, Maricopa Association of Governments will have the right to enter or re-
enter the lands and facilities thereon, and the above described lands and facilities will there upon 
revert to and vest in and become the absolute property of the Maricopa Association of Governments 
and its assigns*. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a clause is necessary to make clear 
the purpose of Title VI. 
  

 C 
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APPENDIX D 

  
CLAUSES FOR CONSTRUCTION/USE/ACCESS TO REAL PROPERTY ACQUIRED UNDER 

THE ACTIVITY, FACILITY OR PROGRAM 
  
  

The following clauses will be included in deeds, licenses, permits, or similar instruments/agreements 
entered into by Maricopa Association of Governments pursuant to the provisions of Assurance 7(b): 
  
A. The (grantee, licensee, permittee, etc., as appropriate) for himself/herself, his/her heirs, 
personal representatives, successors in interest, and assigns, as a part of the consideration hereof, 
does hereby covenant and agree (in the case of deeds and leases add, "as a covenant running with the 
land") that (1) no person on the ground of race, color, or national origin, will be excluded from 
participation in, denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination in the use of said 
facilities, (2) that in the construction of any improvements on, over, or under such land, and the 
furnishing of services thereon, no person on the ground of race, color, or national origin, will be 
excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or otherwise be subjected to discrimination, (3) 
that the (grantee, licensee, lessee, permittee etc.) will use the premises in compliance with all other 
requirements imposed by or pursuant to the Acts and Regulations, as amended set forth in this 
Assurance. 
  
B. With respect to (licenses, leases, permits, etc.), in the event of breach of any of the above Non-
discrimination covenants, Maricopa Association of Governments will have the right to terminate the 
(license, permit, etc., as appropriate) and to enter or re-enter or re-enter and repossess said land and 
the facilities thereon, and hold the same as if said (license, permit, etc., as appropriate) had never been 
made or issued.* 
  
C. With respect to deeds, in the event of breach of any of the above Non-discrimination covenants, 
Maricopa Association of Governments will there upon revert to and vest in and become the absolute 
property of Maricopa Association of Governments and its assigns.* 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a clause is necessary to make clear 
the purpose of Title VI. 
 

 
 

D  
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APPENDIX E 

  
During the performance of this contract, the contractor, for itself, its assignees, and successors in 
interest (hereinafter referred to as the "contractor") agrees to comply with the following non-
discrimination statutes and authorities; including but not limited to: 
  
Pertinent Non-Discrimination Authorities: 

• Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), (prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin): and 49 CFR Part 21. 
• The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, (42 
U.S.C. § 4601), (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or whose property has been acquired 
because of Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects); 
• Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, (23 U.S.C. § 324 et seq.), (prohibits discrimination on the basis 
of sex); 
• Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. § 794 et seq.), as amended, (prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of disability); and 49 CFR Part 27; 
• The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et seq.), (prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of age); 
• Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, (49 USC  § 471, Section 47123), as amended, 
(prohibits discrimination based on race, creed, color, national origin, or sex); 
• The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (PL 100-209), (Broadened the scope, coverage and 
applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The Age Discrimination Act of 1975 and Section 
504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by expanding the definition of the terms "programs or activities" 
to include all of the programs or activities of the Federal-aid recipients, sub-recipients and contractors, 
whether such programs or activities are Federally funded or not); 
• Titles II and III of the Americans with Disabilities Act, which prohibit discrimination on the basis 
of disability in the operation of public entities, public and private transportation systems, places of 
public accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 U.S.C. §§ 12131-12189) as implemented by 
Department of Transportation regulations at 49 C.F.R. parts 37 and 38; 
• The Federal Aviation Administration's Non-discrimination statute (49 U.S.C. §  47123) (prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, and sex); 
• Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority 
Populations and Low-Income Populations, which ensures discrimination against minority populations 
by discouraging programs, policies, and activities with disproportionately high and adverse human 
health or environmental effects on minority and low-income populations; 
• Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English 
Proficiency, and resulting agency guidance, national origin discrimination includes discrimination 
because of limited English proficiency (LEP). To ensure compliance with Title VI, you must take 
reasonable steps to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful access to your programs (70 Fed. Reg. at 
74087 to 74100); 
• Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, which prohibits you from 
discriminating because of sex in education programs or activities (20 U.S.C. 1687 et seq). 

E 
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The goal of this program is to document and en-
hance opportunities vulnerable populations to have 
a meaningful voice and to receive equal benefits 
from MAG planning activities without shoulder-
ing a disproportionate share of burdens. The pro-
gram itself is considered a work in progress that will 
evolve as people’s needs and participation in the 
planning process change.

For more information, please contact Amy St. Pe-
ter, Title VI Coordinator, at (602) 254-6300. Thank 
you for your interest and support in MAG’s regional 
planning efforts.  
 

Section Five: Conclusion
Section Five: Conclusion
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Attachment A: Definitions and Background
 
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT): A 
multimodal transportation agency serving one of 
the fastest growing areas of the country. ADOT is 
responsible for planning, building and operating a 
complex highway system in addition to building and 
maintaining bridges and the Grand Canyon Airport. 
A major component of the organization is the Mo-
tor Vehicle Division, which provides title, registra-
tion and driver license services to the general public 
throughout the state of Arizona. ADOT is the desig-
nated recipient for Section 5310 funds for the rural 
and small urban areas outside of the Phoenix/Mesa 
Urbanized boundaries of the region. 

City of Phoenix: As the largest city in the region, the 
City of Phoenix is the designated recipient for federal 
transportation funding from a number of sources, 
including Federal Transit Administration funding. 
It is also the designated recipient for federal fund-
ing to support agencies transporting people with low 
incomes and people with disabilities in urban areas 
through Section 5310 and Job Access and Reverse 
Commute eligible projects under Section 5307 Pro-
gramming for the Phoenix/Mesa Urbanized Area. 

Communities of Concern: Federal legislation has iden-
tified vulnerable populations that receive protection to 
end discrimination and ensure equal access to all fed-
erally funded services. This includes the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964, Executive Order 12898, Executive Or-
der 13166, and related statutes and authorities. These 
mandated populations include minorities, people with 

low incomes, people with Limited English Proficiency 
(LEP), people with disabilities, age, sex, income status, 
religion, gender identity, and sexual orientation. 

Council of Governments: Regional planning bodies that 
exist throughout the United States. A typical council 
is designated to serve an area of several counties, and 
they address issues such as regional planning, water 
use, pollution control, and transportation. The council 
membership is drawn from the county, city, and other 
governmental bodies within its area. 

Environmental Justice: In 1994, President Bill Clinton 
signed Executive Order 12898 that mandated equi-
table treatment of minorities and people with low 
incomes by requiring federal agencies and recipients 
of federal funding “to make achieving environmental 
justice part of its mission by identifying and address-
ing as appropriate, disproportionately high and ad-
verse human health and environmental effects of its 
programs, policies, and activities on minority popu-
lations and low income populations.”

Limited English Proficiency: In 2000, President Clin-
ton signed Executive Order 13166, which mandated 
that people with limited English proficiency (LEP) 
have meaningful access to services. This requires fed-
eral agencies and recipients of federal funding to ex-
amine their services and establish guidance on how 
populations with limited English proficiency can ac-
cess services, prepare a plan to overcome barriers, 
and ensure people with limited English proficiency 
have adequate opportunities for input. A person with 
limited English proficiency is described as a person 

Section Six: Attachments
Attachment A: Definitions and Background
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who does not speak English as a primary language 
and has a limited ability to read, write, speak and 
understand English. A population is defined as LEP 
when five percent or more of the people living in a 
geographic area fit this definition. 

Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG): MAG 
serves the regional planning agency and Council of 
Governments for the metropolitan Phoenix area. 
When MAG was formed in 1967, the elected offi-
cials recognized the need for long-range planning 
and policy development on a regional scale. They 
realized that many issues such as transportation, air 
quality and human services affected residents beyond 
the borders of their individual jurisdictions. MAG is 
the designated metropolitan planning organization 
(MPO) for transportation planning in the Maricopa 
metropolitan region, including Maricopa County 
and portions of Pinal County. MAG also has been 
designated by the Governor to serve as the principal 
planning agency for the region in a number of other 
areas, including air quality, water quality and solid 
waste management. In addition, through an Execu-
tive Order from the Governor, MAG develops popu-
lation estimates and projections for the region.

Metropolitan Planning Organization: Federally-man-
dated and federally-funded transportation policy-
making organizations in the United States that are 
made up of representatives from local governments 
and governmental transportation authorities. Federal 
funding for transportation projects and programs are 
channeled through this planning process. Congress 
created MPOs in 1962 to ensure that existing and fu-
ture expenditures of governmental funds for transpor-
tation projects and programs are based on a continu-

ing, cooperative, and comprehensive planning process. 
Statewide and metropolitan transportation planning 
processes are governed by federal law (23 U.S.C. § 
134–135). Transparency through public access to par-
ticipation in the planning process and electronic pub-
lication of plans now is required by federal law.

Title VI: The Civil Rights Act of 1964 is a comprehen-
sive U.S. law intended to end discrimination based on 
race, color, religion, or national origin. It guarantees a 
number of protections, including nondiscrimination 
in the distribution of funds under federally assisted 
programs, or Title VI.  Specifically, it states, “No per-
son in the United States shall, on the grounds of race, 
color, or national origin be excluded from participa-
tion in, denied the benefits of, or subjected to dis-
crimination under any program or activity receiving 
federal financial assistance.” (42 USC 2000d). 

Valley Metro: Valley Metro is the common identity 
for the Regional Public Transportation Authority 
(RPTA), which operates the regional transit system 
for the area. Valley Metro Board member agencies in-
clude Avondale, Buckeye, Chandler, El Mirage, Gil-
bert, Glendale, Goodyear, Maricopa County, Mesa, 
Peoria, Phoenix, Scottsdale, Surprise, Tempe, Tolle-
son, and Wickenburg.

Valley Metro Rail Inc.: Valley Metro Rail, Inc., is a non-
profit, public corporation formed in 2002 and charged 
with the design, construction and operation of the re-
gion’s total planned 66-mile high-capacity transit sys-
tem. Valley Metro Rail Board member cities include 
Phoenix, Tempe, Mesa, Glendale and Chandler. This 
Board establishes overall policies and provides general 
oversight of the agency and its responsibilities.

Attachment A: Definitions and Background
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Attachment B: Title VI Coordinator and  
Liaison Descriptions

  • Title VI Coordinator: Under the supervision of 
the MAG Executive Director, the Coordinator is 
responsible for the overall administration of the 
Title VI Program, including EJ and LEP activities. 
This includes the following:
—  Integrate data and feedback received from the 

liaisons into the Title VI Program.
—  Oversee responses to complaints and ensure 

issues are resolved. 
—  Review the program on a biennial basis and 

update the program as needed. 
—  Communicate significant Title VI issues with 

the Executive Director. 
—  Receive periodic training related to Title VI 

and update liaisons and key staff as needed.. 

  • Title VI Communications Liaison: The MAG Pub-
lic Participation Plan (PPP) is available in Attach-
ment G. The PPP applies to all populations and 
is an integral part of the MAG planning process. 
Activities specific to Title VI are as follows:
—  Ensure communications and public involve-

ment efforts assist the agency in complying 
with Title VI and encourage input from Title 
VI communities of concern.

—  Develop and distribute information on Title 
VI and agency programs to the general public. 

—   Maintain a list of staff members and external 
sources who can provide translation and inter-
preter services. 

—  Advertise the availability of translation and in-
terpreter services to the public in all materials. 
Connect bilingual staff with members of the 

public needing assistance. 
—  Maintain a mail list of Title VI stakeholders, 

including nonprofit agencies, community or-
ganizations, faith-based groups, and advo-
cates. 

—  Disseminate information to the Title VI stake-
holders and minority-focused media to help 
ensure all social, economic, and ethnic inter-
est groups in the region are represented in the 
planning process.

—   Include the abbreviated Title VI Notice to the 
Public in all public notices, the MAG newslet-
ter, and on the agency website as specified in 
Attachment C.

—   Notify affected, protected groups of pub-
lic hearings regarding proposed actions, and 
make the hearings accessible to all residents. 
This includes the use of interpreters when re-
quested, or when a need for their use has been 
identified.

—  Biennially assess and improve the strategies 
and resources available to assist people with 
Limited English Proficiency (LEP) to ensure 
they are able to access and understand MAG 
materials, fully participate in the planning 
process, and that their feedback is understood 
and considered by policymakers. 

—   Routinely conduct surveys evaluating the lev-
el of awareness and participation in MAG ac-
tivities. Report the results on a biennial basis.

—  In collaboration with the MAG Transpor-
tation Liaison, identify and respond to the 
transportation needs, benefits, and burdens 
of Title VI communities of concern through 
public interaction and tools such as focus 
groups and surveys. 

Attachment B: Title VI Coordinator and Liaison Descriptions
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  • Title VI Program Liaisons: Liaisons representing 
environmental quality, human services, Native 
American Indian communities, and transporta-
tion are responsible for the following:
— Ensure planning complies with Title VI. 
— Serve as the central point of contact for the 

public on Title VI concerns and respond to 
questions and concerns in a timely manner. 
The liaisons notify the Title VI Coordinator of 
any unresolved issues and complaints.

— Analyze the effects of MAG planning activities 
on protected Title VI groups and determine if 
there will be burdens, or a disproportionately 
high and adverse impact, and/or benefits to 
the Title VI communities of concern. 

—  Report Title VI data analysis and community 
feedback through the MAG Committee pro-
cess and document the findings. Report any 
impacts to the relevant community of concern 
as needed.

—  Participate in Title VI training as needed. 

  • Title VI Information Services Liaison: 
—  Collect and analyze data related to the com-

munities of concern as they pertain to demo-
graphics and geographic characteristics. Col-
laborate with the MAG Transportation Liaison 
to collect and analyze data related to Title VI 
transportation needs. These data will be pro-
vided to the Title VI Coordinator for inclusion 
in the program updates. 

—  Develop and update maps indicating the resi-
dency locations of the communities of con-
cern.

—  Participate in Title VI training as needed.
 

  • Title VI Contracts Liaison: 
—  Ensure contracts and procurement comply 

with Title VI. 
—   Include Title VI language in all contracts. 
—   Include Title VI language in public postings 

for Requests for Proposals and Requests for 
Qualifications as specified in Attachment C. 

—   Comply with the Disadvantage Business En-
terprise requirements specified in the contract 
with the Arizona Department of Transporta-
tion.

—   Participate in Title VI training as needed.
 

Attachment B: Title VI Coordinator and Liaison Descriptions
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Director

Title VI Coordinator 
Amy St. Peter

Assistant Director
(602) 452-5049

Managers
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Attachment C: Public Posting Language for 
Title VI—Full and Abbreviated

MAG’s Nondiscrimination Policy, which includes 
Title VI and related authorities, protecting residents 
from discrimination based on race, color, national 
origin, age, sex, disability, income status and limited 
English proficiency, also includes other federal and 
state authorities providing protections for religion, 
sexual orientation and gender identity. The following 
is the full text of MAG’s public notice. It is also posted 
online and by the reception desk on the third floor of 
the MAG offices.

Full Title VI Notice to the Public
The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) 
hereby gives public notice that it is the policy of the 
agency to ensure full compliance with Title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Res-
toration Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on 
Environmental Justice, and related authorities and 
regulations in all programs and activities. Title 
VI requires that no person in the United States of 
America shall, on the grounds of race, color, or na-
tional origin, be excluded from the participation in, 
be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected 
to discrimination under any program or activity for 
which MAG receives federal financial assistance. 
Additional protections are provided in other federal 
and state authorities for discrimination based on 
income status, limited English proficiency, religion, 
sex, disability, age, gender identity (as defined in 
paragraph 249(c)(4) of title 18, United States Code) 
or sexual orientation.

Any person who believes they have experienced dis-
crimination under Title VI has a right to file a formal 
complaint with MAG. Any such complaint must be 
filed with MAG’s Title VI Coordinator within 180 
days following the date of the alleged discriminatory 
occurrence. For more information, or to file a com-
plaint, please contact Amy St. Peter, the Title VI Co-
ordinator, at (602) 254-6300.

Abbreviated Title VI Notice to the Public
MAG fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964 and related statutes and regulations in 
all programs and activities. For more information on 
rights afforded under Title VI, relevant activities at 
MAG, or if you feel these rights have been violated, 
please visit the agency website at www.azmag.gov or 
call (602) 254-6300.

Attachment C: Public Posting Language for Title VI- Full and Abbreviated
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The Spanish translation of the full and abbreviated 
public notice is available below. 

Aviso al Público del Título VI 
La Asociación de Gobiernos de Maricopa (MAG) co-
munica que es la política de la agencia asegurar el ple-
no cumplimiento con lo siguiente: el Título VI de la 
Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964, la Ley de Derechos 
Civiles de Restauración de 1987, la Orden Ejecutiva 
12898 de justicia ambiental, y con las relacionadas 
autoridades y regulaciones en todos los programas y 
actividades de la agencia. El Título VI establece que 
ninguna persona en los Estados Unidos, por moti-
vos de raza, color u origen nacional, será excluido de 
participar en, será negado los beneficios de, o será 
sometido a discriminación bajo cualquier programa 
o actividad para lo cual MAG recibe asistencia finan-
ciera federal. Protección adicional se proporcionan a 
través de otras autoridades federales y estatales para 
la discriminación basada en el estado de ingresos, 
el dominio del Inglés, religión, sexo, discapacidad, 
edad, identidad de género (como se define en el pár-
rafo 249(c) (4) del título 18 del Código de los Estados 
Unidos) o por orientación sexual. Cualquier persona 
que considera haber sufrido discriminación bajo el 
Título VI tiene el derecho a presentar una queja for-
mal con MAG. Cualquier queja debe ser presentada 
con el Coordinador del Título VI de MAG dentro 
de los 180 días siguientes a la fecha de la supuesta 
ocurrencia discriminatoria. Para obtener más infor-
mación, o para presentar una queja, por favor, pón-
gase en contacto con Amy St. Peter, la Coordinadora 
del Título VI de MAG, al (602) 254-6300.

Attachment C: Public Posting Language for Title VI- Full and Abbreviated

Aviso Abrevado al Público del Título VI
MAG, para todos sus programas y actividades, 
cumple totalmente con el Título VI de la Ley de 
Derechos Civiles de 1964 y con las relacionadas au-
toridades y regulaciones. Para obtener más infor-
mación sobre los derechos reconocidos en el Título 
VI, las actividades pertinentes de MAG, o si siente 
que sus derechos han sido violados, por favor visite el 
sitio web de la agencia en www.azmag.gov o llame al 
(602) 254-6300.
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Attachment D: Demographic Profiles and 
Maps for Communities of Concern

The following definitions are the basis for the calcu-
lations related to the outcome measures provided in 
this program. 

People with disabilities: Under the conceptual frame-
work of disability described by the Institute of Medi-
cine and the International Classification of Function-
ing, Disability, and Health, disability is defined as the 
product of interactions among individuals’ bodies; their 
physical, emotional, and mental health; and the physi-
cal and social environment in which they live, work, or 

play. Disability exists where this interaction results in 
limitations of activities and restrictions to full participa-
tion at school, at work, at home, or in the community. 
The U.S. Census Bureau creates estimates of people with 
disabilities using results from the American Commu-
nity Survey (ACS). Disability status is determined for 
the noninstitutionalized population based on six types 
of difficulty: hearing, vision, cognitive, ambulatory, self-
care, and independent living difficulty.

Disability Status
 Estimate
Civilian Noninstitutionalized  
Population

                     
4,154,396 

With a Disability      428,167 
Percent with a Disability 10.3%

 
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, American Community 
Survey (ACS) 2010-2014, 5-year estimates, Table B18101
 
Disability status from the 2014 ACS 5-year estimates. Dis-
ability status is determined for the civilian noninstitution-
alized population based on six types of difficulty: hearing, 
vision, cognitive, ambulatory, self-care, and independent 
living difficulty.

The following map indicates the location and density 
of persons with disabilities in the region.
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People with low incomes: Poverty status is deter-
mined by comparing annual income to a set of dollar 
values called thresholds, which vary by family size, 
number of children, and age of householder. If a fam-
ily’s before-tax income is less than the dollar value of 
their threshold, then that family and every individ-
ual in it are considered to be in poverty. For people 
not living in families, poverty status is determined 
by comparing the individual’s income to his or her 
threshold. The official poverty definition uses mon-
ey income before taxes and does not include capital 
gains or noncash benefits (such as public housing, 
Medicaid, and food stamps). The poverty thresh-
olds are updated annually to allow for changes in the 
cost of living using the Consumer Price Index for All 
Urban Consumers (CPI-U).  They do not vary geo-
graphically. For more information, please refer to the 
following section, “How Poverty Is Calculated in the 
ACS,” available at the link below:
http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/poverty/about/
overview/measure.html

Poverty Status For MAG MPO, Arizona
 Estimate
Population for Whom Poverty Status Is 
Determined

            
4,131,314 

Population Below Poverty Level  702,859 
Percent Below Poverty 17.0%

    
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Com-
munity Survey (ACS) 5-Year estimates, Table B17021

ACS data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling 
variability.

The following map indicates the location and density 
within the region of persons with income below the 
federal poverty level.
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Minorities: In 1998, the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration published actions to address EJ in minority 
populations and low-income populations. They de-
fined minority as the following:
  • Black (having origins in any of the black racial 

groups of Africa). 
  • Hispanic (of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Cen-

tral or South American, or other Spanish culture 
or origin, regardless of race). 

  • Asian American (having origins in any of the 
original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, 
the Indian subcontinent, or the Pacific Islands). 

  • American Indian and Alaskan Native (having ori-
gins in any of the original people of North America 
and who maintains cultural identification through 
tribal affiliation or community recognition).

Based on the above definition and using the U.S. Cen-
sus definitions for race and Hispanic origin, MAG in-
cludes the following groups in its definition for the 
minority population:
  • Black or African American alone—not Hispanic 

or Latino.
• American Indian and Alaska Native alone—not 

Hispanic or Latino.
• Asian alone—not Hispanic or Latino.
• Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone 

—not Hispanic or Latino.
• Some other race alone—not Hispanic or Latino.
• Persons of two or more races—not Hispanic or 

Latino.
• Hispanic or Latino.

The following map indicates the location and density 
of the minority population in the region.

Population by Race and Hispanic Origin
 MAG MPO

Census  
2010

Percent of 
Total

Total: 4,056,518 100.0%
   White alone, Not Hispanic or Latino 2,392,619 59.0%
Minority: 1,663,899 41.0%
   Black or African American alone, Not Hispanic or Latino   188,038 4.6%
   American Indian and Alaska Native alone, Not Hispanic or Latino 73,259 1.8%
   Asian alone, Not Hispanic or Latino 132,514 3.3%
   Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone, Not Hispanic or Latino 7,150 0.2%
   Some Other Race alone, Not Hispanic or Latino 5,813 0.1%
   Two or More Races, Not Hispanic or Latino 75,820 1.9%
   Hispanic or Latino 1,181,305 29.1%

  
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census, Table P5.
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Persons With Limited English Proficiency (LEP):  
A person with limited English proficiency is described 
as a person who does not speak English as a primary 
language and has a limited ability to read, write, speak 
and understand English. An area is identified as LEP 
when five percent or more of the population, or 1,000 
people within a neighborhood, fit this definition.  

The following map indicates the location and density 
of persons with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) 
within the region.

MAG MPO
Persons with Limited English  
Proficiency (LEP)a Estimate

Percent of Persons 
5 yrs. and over

Percent of persons 5 
yrs. and over with LEP

Total Persons 5 Years and Over            3,905,588 100.0% --
English Speaking Only            2,898,394 74.2% --
Limited English Proficiencya                369,536 9.5% 100.0%
   Spanish With LEP                295,364 7.6% 79.9%
   Other Indo-European Languages With LEP                  21,495 0.6% 5.8%
   Asian and Pacific Island Languages With LEP                  38,287 1.0% 10.4%
   Other Languages With LEP                  14,390 0.4% 3.9%

    
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year estimates
ACS data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability.

a Limited English Proficient (LEP) persons refers to persons age five years and over for whom English is not their 
primary language and who have a limited ability to read, write, speak, or understand English. It includes people who 
reported to the Census that they speak English less than very well, not well, or not at all.
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Attachment E: List of Investigations, 
Complaints and Lawsuits Since Last 
Submission

There have not been any investigations or complaints.

Attachment E: List of Investigations, Complaints and Lawsuits Since Last Submission
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Attachment F: Public Participation Plan

Public Participation Plan

April 2014
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INTRODUCTION
The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) 
believes that public participation is a critical and nec-
essary part of the transportation planning process. 
The involvement of the public helps MAG make bet-
ter transportation decisions that meet the needs of 
all people, and to plan transportation facilities that 
fit more harmoniously into communities. In 1994, 
MAG adopted a public involvement plan designed 
to provide complete information on transportation 
plans, timely public notice, full public access to key 
decisions, and opportunities for early and continu-
ing involvement in the process for all segments of the 
region’s population, including Title VI and Environ-
mental Justice communities. In December of 2006, 
MAG adopted an updated public participation plan in 
response to federal transportation legislation known 
as the Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transporta-
tion Equity Act – A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Attachment F: Public Participation Plan

New transportation authorization was passed in 
July of 2012. The new enabling legislation, Moving 
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21), 
continues to emphasize public involvement in trans-
portation planning. MAP-21 requires that the met-
ropolitan planning organization work cooperatively 
with the state department of transportation and the 
regional transit operator to provide citizens, affect-
ed public agencies, representatives of public trans-
portation employees, freight shippers, providers of 
freight transportation services, private providers 
of transportation, representatives of users of public 

transportation, representatives of users of pedestrian 
walkways and bicycle transportation facilities, repre-
sentatives of the disabled, and other interested parties 
a reasonable opportunity to comment on proposed 
transportation plans and programs. MAG will con-
tinue to adhere to the federal requirements for pub-
lic involvement, in addition to finding new ways of 
engaging Valley residents in the transportation plan-
ning and programming process.
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BACKGROUND
Federal law requires that each state designate a Met-
ropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for urban-
ized areas with 50,000 or more population. MAG was 
designated as the MPO for the Maricopa region in 
1973, and undergoes federal certification as outlined 
in transportation regulations.

MAG is responsible for preparing both short-range 
and long-range transportation plans, and for seek-
ing citizen input into these plans. For its short-range 
plan, MAG develops a five-year Transportation Im-
provement Program (TIP) that includes all trans-
portation projects for the region. All transportation 
projects must be included, regardless of how they are 
funded. For its long-range plan, MAG is responsible 

for preparing a 20-year Regional 
Transportation Plan. Federal law 
requires that these documents 
be updated at least once every 
four years. Both plans are typi-

cally updated biennially, and both must undergo an 
air quality conformity analysis to ensure that trans-
portation activities do not contribute to violations of 
the federal air quality standards.

In 1994, the MAG Regional Council, which serves 
as the organization’s governing body, adopted an ag-
gressive public involvement program designed to 
provide Valley residents with as many opportunities 
for comment on MAG transportation plans as pos-
sible. This program was enhanced in 1998 and has 
been improved each year through a variety of meth-
ods, including feedback from Valley residents on the 
effectiveness of the process. In December 2006, the 
MAG Regional Council adopted an updated MAG 

Public Participation Plan in accordance with SAFE-
TEA-LU requirements. With the passage of MAP-21, 
MAG’s goal is to continue to provide the region’s resi-
dents with an open and inclusive process designed to 
obtain input from all interested parties. 

MAG’s public involvement process adheres to all 
federal requirements related to public involvement. 
MAG has coordinated public involvement processes 
and activities with the Arizona Department of Trans-
portation (ADOT), the Regional Public Transporta-
tion Authority (RPTA/Valley Metro), Valley Metro 
Rail (METRO) and the City of Phoenix Public Tran-
sit Department. This coordination has helped create 
an efficient and effective public participation process. 

Attachment F: Public Participation Plan
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MAJOR MILESTONES
Following are a few of the major milestones in the 
MAG public involvement process.

1991    
The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency 
Act (ISTEA) of 1991 requires that metropolitan 
planning organizations adopt a formal public in-
volvement process that is proactive, encourages 
broad public participation, and considers and re-
sponds to public input.

       
June 1992   

The Regional Council approves a 15-minute Call 
to the Audience for its meetings, providing audi-
ence members up to three minutes each to present 
comments.

September 1994  
The MAG Process for Public Involvement in Trans-
portation Planning is adopted by the Regional 
Council, following a 45-day comment period. The 
adopted process provides the guiding principles for 
public involvement to meet the requirements es-
tablished in ISTEA and subsequently reaffirmed in 
the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century 
(TEA-21). The process includes 
four phases: Early Phase, Mid-
Phase, Final Phase and Contin-
uous Involvement. The phases 
allow for early and continuing 
input and encourage public 
comment during each step of the planning process. 
The process calls for Input Opportunity Reports to 
be completed during each phase detailing the com-
ments received. The reports include staff responses 

to comments on the Draft Transportation Improve-
ment Program (TIP) and Long-Range Transporta-
tion Plan. The 15-minute Call to the Audience is 
retained for public comment at the beginning of 
MAG policy committee meetings.

 
February 1996  

The Regional Council approves recommendations 
to reengineer the MAG policy process. Public 
comment opportunities are increased for the Re-
gional Council meetings. In addition to the Call 
to the Audience at the beginning of the meeting, 
members of the audience are provided the oppor-
tunity to comment on the Approval of the Con-
sent Agenda and to speak on each Action Item. 
Audience members are provided up to three min-
utes for each public comment opportunity.

July 1998  
The Regional Council recommends that the pro-
cess 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 lim-
its. This proactive community outreach process 
leads to an enhanced public involvement process 
beginning with the fiscal year 1999 public involve-
ment program. The enhanced public involvement 
process involves transportation stakeholders as 
outlined in the 1998 TEA-21 legislation and in-
cludes input from Title VI stakeholders (minority 
populations and low-income populations). The 
input received during the enhanced input op-
portunity is incorporated in the development of 
early guidelines to guide project selection for the 
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Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and 
Long-Range Transportation Plan.

2001  
 MAG contracts with four Community Outreach 

Associates to provide targeted outreach to the 
Hispanic, Native American, African American, 
and Disability communities as part of its dedi-
cated Title VI outreach. In 2002, these associate 
positions are merged into a full-time Community 
Outreach Specialist position within MAG to allo-
cate more MAG resources to this effort and to al-
low for the translation of all major MAG materials 
into Spanish. The Disability Community Associ-
ate continues as a contracted associate.

2001-2004  
MAG embarks on an intensive and unprecedented 
public involvement effort to receive input into the 
Long-Range Transportation Plan, which is renamed 
the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP or Plan). 
Extensive research is conducted, and more than 
350 public input opportunities are provided. Expert 
panel forums are held early in the process featur-
ing topics in demographics and social change, envi-
ronmental and resource issues, land use and urban 
development, and transportation and technology. 
Sixteen subregional focus groups are also held to re-
ceive input from transportation stakeholders across 
the Valley, including focus groups specific to Afri-
can American and Hispanic communities. A proj-
ect website, www.LetsKeepMoving.com, is created 
to provide information and receive feedback on the 
Plan. The site includes online surveys, maps, meet-
ing notices, copies of studies and presentations, plan 
drafts and maps, funding information, feedback 

links, and calendar listings of public input oppor-
tunities. The site is later merged to be incorporated 
into the main MAG website.

2005   
Congress passes SAFETEA-LU, which requires a 
documented public participation plan that defines 
the process for citizen input.

2006   
The MAG Regional Council adopts the MAG 
Public Participation Plan in accordance with  
SAFETEA-LU requirements. 

MAG PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS
The federal regulations for public involvement in 
metropolitan planning under MAP-21 are easily in-
corporated within MAG’s adopted public involve-
ment structure, and specific strategies for addressing 
the new regulations are included in the final section 
of this report. As noted above, MAG’s adopted pub-
lic involvement process is divided into four phases: 
Early Phase, Mid-Phase, Final Phase and Continuous 
Involvement. MAG staff receives comments in a vari-
ety of ways, including, but not limited to, small group 
presentations; special events, such as large commu-
nity festivals; public meetings/hearings; telephone 
and electronic correspondence; and correspondence 
through the MAG website. 

It is important to note that changes in planning and 
programming cycles can affect the public involve-
ment process. The following table details the stan-
dard phases of the public involvement process and 
the opportunities for input that exist in each phase. 
As noted, these are subject to change:
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Phase Public Input Opportunities
Early Phase A public process for early input into the transportation programming process is held. 

At this stage, which generally occurs from late summer through early fall, public in-
put is reviewed and considered by MAG policy committees with specific reference to 
upcoming issues and work topics. Events during this phase may include stakeholders 
meetings, open houses, booths at special events, and small group presentations. In ad-
dition, comments are received during committee meetings. Comments received are 
summarized and provided to MAG policy committees for review and consideration in 
the form of an Early Phase Input Opportunity Report. All meetings are widely adver-
tised with appropriate advanced notice. Because projects are not yet programmed, in 
many ways, the Early Phase represents the best opportunity for members of the public 
to suggest projects for inclusion in the TIP or Plan.

Mid-Phase A variety of public outreach methods are used during this phase, which generally oc-
curs from late winter to early spring, to gather input on the initial plan analysis for 
the Draft TIP and Draft RTP update. The phase generally culminates with a trans-
portation public hearing co-hosted by MAG, the Arizona Department of Transporta-
tion (ADOT), the Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA) and the City of 
Phoenix Department of Public Transit. Comments are summarized, receive a written 
response, and are provided to MAG policy committees for review and consideration 
(through the Mid-Phase Input Opportunity Report and oral presentations) prior to 
taking action. All meetings are widely advertised, including major daily and minority 
newspapers, with appropriate advanced notice.

Final Phase Several forums are used to obtain input during this phase, which generally occurs from 
early summer to late summer. The phase generally culminates with a transportation 
public hearing on the final Draft RTP update and TIP update. The hearing is advertised 
with a formal public notice and draft reports are also available for 30 days for public 
review. All comments receive a written response and are provided to MAG policy com-
mittees for review and consideration (through the Final Phase Input Opportunity Re-
port and oral presentations) prior to taking action. All meetings are widely advertised, 
including major daily and minority newspapers, with appropriate advanced notice.

Continuous  
Involvement

MAG continuously seeks public input and comment beyond the three structured phas-
es above. Outreach is conducted throughout the annual update process and includes 
activities such as providing presentations to community and civic groups, participating 
in special events, hosting booths at community gatherings, distributing press releases 
and newsletters, and coordinating with partnering agencies. MAG provides speakers 
upon request to make presentations to community and civic groups, within the limits 
of available resources. The input gleaned during this phase is included in quarterly 
public involvement progress reports (see appendix C) that are distributed to MAG pol-
icy committees for review and consideration.
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FEDERAL LAW
The role of public involvement in transportation 
planning and programming was increased with the 
passage of the Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991. The Transportation 
Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21), passed in 
1998, continued to emphasize public involvement in 
the metropolitan transportation planning process. 
TEA-21 required that the metropolitan planning or-
ganization (MPO) 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 
and representatives of users of public transit a rea-
sonable opportunity to comment on proposed trans-
portation plans and programs.

The intent of the public involvement provisions in 
SAFETEA-LU, passed in 2005, and MAP-21, passed 
in 2012, is to continue the legacy of TEA-21 when it 
comes to increasing public awareness and participa-
tion in transportation planning and programming, 
while developing a documented public participation 
plan that defines the process for citizen input. 

FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS AND MAG PUBLIC 
PARTICIPATION STRATEGIES

1.  Providing adequate public notice of public partic-
ipation activities and time for public review and 
comment at key decision points, including, but not 
limited to, reasonable opportunity to comment on 
the proposed metropolitan transportation plan 
and the Transportation Improvement Program.

MAG provides timely public notice of public partici-
pation activities. All public hearings are announced 
with a formal public notice, generally 30 days in ad-
vance of the hearing, as well as through a display ad-
vertisement in the largest circulation newspaper and 
in minority oriented newspapers, usually two weeks 
prior to the public hearing. MAG maintains a pub-
lic involvement mailing list that includes interested 
citizens, affected public agencies, representatives of 
transportation agency employees, private providers 
of transportation, advocates for low-income people 
and minority populations, and representatives of 
community groups with an interest in transporta-
tion. This mailing list is used to announce meetings, 
distribute newsletters, and for other opportunities for 
public involvement. Interested individuals are added 
to the mailing list upon request. 

In addition, all MAG public meetings and public in-
put opportunities are posted on the MAG website 
at www.azmag.gov. A calendar listing major MAG 
meetings is included on the final page of every issue 
of MAGAZine, MAG’s quarterly newsletter. MAG 
public meetings are also posted 24 hours in advance 
as required under the Open Meeting Law (see Appen-
dix A). 
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MAG also works closely with the news media to help 
distribute information about MAG activities. Press 
releases are prepared and distributed to local media 
in conjunction with periodic news events and public 
involvement opportunities. Copies of MAG agendas 
and other materials are sent to major news publica-
tions and to any reporters who request to be included 
on MAG’s mailing lists. 

MAG also provides ongoing opportunities for input 
during its Continuous Involvement activities, such 
as frequent participation in special events, includ-
ing hosting booths at large community festivals, and 
through numerous small group presentations as re-
quested (see page 56, for additional information). 

Where appropriate, information is provided in a bi-
lingual format or other alternative formats such as 
large print and Braille. 
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MAG utilizes social media platforms such as Twitter, 
Facebook and YouTube to inform residents about on-
going activities and to garner public participation in the 
development of MAG plans and programs. MAG also 
implements a video outreach program to inform resi-
dents of MAG’s roles and responsibilities in the region. 

Public comment is allowed at all MAG public meet-
ings (see MAG Public Comment Process, Appendix 
B). MAG’s four-phase public input process specifi-
cally provides opportunities for interested parties to 
comment at key decision points (and throughout) the 
development of the TIP and Regional Transportation 
Plan. For example, Early Phase input opportunities 
provide the public an opportunity to comment dur-
ing the initial programming process. The Mid-Phase 
public hearing provides the opportunity for comment 
prior to Regional Council action to approve the Draft 
TIP and Plan to undergo an air quality conformity 
analysis, and the Final Phase public hearing provides 
an opportunity for comment prior to approval of the 
conformity analysis, final TIP, and final Plan.

FY 2014
MID-PHASE INPUT 
OPPORTUNITY REPORT

OCTOBER 2013
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2. Providing timely notice and reasonable access to in-
formation about transportation issues and processes.

As outlined above, timely notice of MAG activities 
is provided through a variety of methods, including 
formal postings, newspaper ads, direct mail, website 
postings, calendar listings, press releases, social me-
dia posts, and other publications and materials. Simi-
larly, MAG provides information about transporta-
tion issues and processes through a number of public 
involvement and communication strategies. 

Prior to the final completion of plans or programs, 
draft documents are made available to the public for 
review and comment, so that public concerns can 
be considered and reflected in the final documents. 
When draft studies, plans, programs and reports are 
completed, they are made available for public review. 
Public comments are received, documented and pre-
sented to the Management Committee, Transporta-
tion Policy Committee and Regional Council for 
review prior to action. Documents are available for 
review in the MAG library at the MAG Offices, 302 N. 
1st Avenue, Suite #300, Phoenix.  The TIP, Plan, Con-
formity Analysis and Input Opportunity Reports are 
distributed to libraries throughout the region as well 
as to partnering agencies such as the Federal High-
way Administration, Federal Transit Administration, 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Arizona Depart-
ment of Transportation, Regional Public Transporta-
tion Authority, Maricopa County, Pinal County, and 
the Central Arizona Association of Governments.

MAG also provides information about transportation 
issues and processes through a variety of publications, 

including a quarterly newsletter called MAGAZine, a 
monthly Regional Council Activity Report, a monthly 
e-newsletter outlining the activities of the Transpor-
tation Policy Committee, and project-specific pub-
lications such as fliers, brochures and notices. These 
publications report information of general interest on 
events and programs at MAG, as well as on specific 
items such as the TIP or Regional Transportation Plan.

As noted above, all major documents, including news 
releases, notices of meetings and events, news stories, 
agendas, minutes, plans and studies are posted online 
at www.azmag.gov. An interactive calendar listing 
MAG meetings and events is available on the home 
page. Historical reference files of all documents are 
maintained and these reports are also available for 
public review. 

Attachment F: Public Participation Plan

MAGAZinePage 10

The Maricopa Association of 
Governments (MAG) joined 

the Maricopa County Department 
of Transportation and the commu-
nities of El Mirage, Glendale, and 
Peoria in a December dedication 
celebration marking the end of 
Phase I of the Northern Parkway 
Program—which completed a new 
interim four-lane roadway from 
Sarival Avenue to Dysart Road.

The first segment of the Northern 
Parkway Program broke ground in 
March 2012 and includes the con-
struction of the eastbound auxil-
iary lane, westbound auxiliary lane, 
and two outside travel lanes in each 
direction.  A center concrete bar-
rier and an additional inside lane 
in each direction will be added in 
the future to complete the ultimate 
six-lane Northern Parkway.

“The Parkway will serve as an im-
portant roadway for all West Valley 
residents. Motorists throughout 
the entire region will see improved 
travel times, enhanced system 
reliability, and reductions in crash 

rates,” said MAG Vice Chair  
Michael LeVault, mayor of Young-
town. “The Parkway will provide 
quick access to the commercial 
and employment centers along 
Loop 303, and also provide a 
much-needed alternative to Grand 
Avenue and Bell Road.”

During the dedication ceremony, 
Glendale Mayor Jerry Weiers called 
it a “great day for the West Valley,” 
noting that the Northern Parkway 
was an idea developed through 
Glendale’s citizen participation 
process more than a decade ago.

“In 2001, a 61-member citizens 
advisory committee envisioned 
the need for a regional east-west 
route to improve connectivity,” 
said Mayor Weiers. “The project 
was then supported by Glendale 
voters and eventually by Maricopa 
County voters through the passage 
of transportation-related proposi-
tions,” he said.  “With the Parkway’s 
close proximity to rail lines and 
major freeways—combined with 
the fact that water and sewer pro-

vider agreements for this area are 
now in place—Northern Parkway 
is well-positioned to attract quality 
development in the coming years.”

El Mirage Mayor Lana Mook noted 
that the project represents one of 
the largest collaborations of gov-
ernmental agencies in the state.  

“This parkway will give residents 
of our communities easy access to 
the Loop 303, Loop 101, and US 
60/Grand Avenue, thus reducing 
travel time and congestion,” said 
Mayor Mook. “I am thrilled that El 
Mirage is a partner in this exciting 
project and look forward to the 
completion of the next segment.”  

Peoria Councilmember Cathy 
Carlat, who serves on the MAG 
Regional Council, added, “The 
Northern Parkway will be a 
wonderful addition to the West 
Valley. Being able to connect to 
the Loop 303 through the cities 
of El Mirage, Glendale and Peoria 
will not only be a benefit for 

First Phase of Northern Parkway Completed

Peoria Councilmember Cathy Carlat, former Maricopa County Supervisor Max Wilson and Glendale Mayor Jerry Weiers cut the ribbon to open the new 
phase of Northern Parkway. MAG Vice Chair Michael LeVault, Maricopa County Supervisor Clint Hickman, Glendale Councilwoman Yvonne Knaack and  
El Mirage Mayor Lana Mook are seen in the second row.

Mayor Michael 
LeVault, Town of 

Youngtown

Mayor Jerry  
Weiers, City of 

Glendale

Mayor Lana Mook, 
City of El Mirage Continued on page 11
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MAG also responds to public inquiries through e-
mail, written correspondence, social media, tele-
phone calls, one-on-one meetings, and website feed-
back. Every attempt is made to respond in a timely 
manner. A public records request form is available for 
those requesting MAG documents or public records. 

3. Employing visualization techniques to describe 
metropolitan transportation plans and TIPs.

With the help of its Communications and Informa-
tion Services staff, MAG utilizes many innovative 
techniques to help residents better understand what 
transportation investments are included in its trans-
portation plans, and to help them visually conceive 
what the investments or projects will look like when 
completed. Examples include project-specific maps 
and graphs, digital photography, high resolution 
graphic displays, Geographical Information Systems 
(GIS), map overlays, PowerPoint presentations, aerial 
photography, photo simulations, technical drawings, 
infographics, charts and graphs. Alternative scenari-
os, including visual depictions of scenarios, are pre-
sented to demonstrate differences among solutions 
or approaches. 

4. Making public information (technical informa-
tion and meeting notices) available in electroni-
cally accessible formats and means, such as the 
World Wide Web.

MAG maintains a website that provides easy access 
to information about MAG meetings, agendas, news 
releases, and electronic publications through timely 
posting of these materials. The site includes a calen-
dar of events, monthly meeting schedules, committee 
activities and actions, requests for proposals and em-
ployment notices, and electronic versions of nearly 
3,000 MAG documents, including plans, reports, 
agendas, and minutes. The site includes a search func-
tion that allows users to link to specific documents or 
other information using key words. The site includes 
a Spanish language Web page and has feedback links 
as well as information on how to contact staff. 

Along with the extensive availability of documents, 
technical information, meeting notices and other in-
formation on the website as described above, MAG 
often e-mails electronic documents to individuals 
or agencies upon request. MAG documents are also 
made available in hard copy format through public 
records requests. 

Attachment F: Public Participation Plan



Title VI and Environmental Justice Program    63

Maricopa Association of Governments

5. Holding public meetings at convenient and acces-
sible locations and times.

Understanding that individuals have different per-
ceptions of “convenient,” MAG strives to hold its pub-
lic involvement activities at various times to accom-
modate as many members of the public as possible, 
including business hours, after work hours, evenings, 
and weekends. All public events are 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, Braille, and FM/Infrared Listening Devices, are 
available on request.

MAG understands that often it is difficult for mem-
bers of the public to attend formal public meetings. 
Therefore, MAG makes every attempt to be highly 
visible and accessible to the broader community by 
providing information and receiving feedback at 
well-attended public events. These opportunities in-
clude such events as community festivals, trade fairs, 
minority-oriented events, and booths at heavily pop-
ulated venues such as the state fair.  When possible, 
MAG coordinates outreach activities with the Arizo-
na Department of Transportation, the Regional Pub-
lic Transportation Authority (Valley Metro), Valley 
Metro Rail, Inc. (METRO) and the City of Phoenix 
Public Transit Department to allow members of the 
public access to a wide range of information across all 
transportation modes. In addition to special events, 
MAG often makes presentations to smaller groups, 
such as Kiwanis and Rotary clubs, college classes, 
chambers of commerce, professional associations, 
businesses, and nonprofit groups.

6. Demonstrating explicit consideration and re-
sponse to public input received during the devel-
opment of the metropolitan transportation plan 
and the TIP.

MAG demonstrates explicit consideration and re-
sponse to public input received in a variety of ways. 
Of primary significance is the publication of Input 
Opportunity Reports during each of the three key 
public involvement phases (Early Phase, Mid-Phase, 
and Final Phase). Each report includes a summary of 
the activities conducted during the phase and a sum-
mary of comments received during the phase. The 
reports also include a description of the MAG public 
outreach process, copies of publicity materials such 
as display ads and public notices, and electronic cor-
respondence received during the phase. 
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The Mid-Phase and Final Phase public hearings are 
conducted with a court reporter in attendance. A 
verbatim transcript of each hearing is included in 
the Mid-Phase and Final Phase Input Opportuni-
ty reports, which also include staff responses to all 
comments received during the phase. Copies of the 
reports are distributed to MAG policy committees 
(including Management Committee, Transportation 
Policy Committee, and Regional Council) in advance 
of any plan approvals. In addition, an oral presenta-
tion is provided at these meetings summarizing the 
comments received prior to committee action. MAG 
also provides quarterly public involvement progress 
reports to MAG policy committee members during 
the Continuous Involvement Phase. These reports 
detail the date of the input opportunity, the group 
and/or activity, a summary of input and the number 
of people reached during the opportunity. 

Another way in which MAG demonstrates explicit 
consideration of public input can be seen in the ad-
dition of specific projects that are included in MAG 
plans as a result of public input.

7. Seeking out and considering the needs of those 
traditionally underserved by existing transpor-
tation systems, such as low-income and minority 
households, who may face challenges accessing 
employment and other services. 

MAG addresses and considers the needs of under-
served populations throughout its planning and 
programming process, and provides outreach in 
a variety of ways, including the Title VI Commu-
nity Outreach program, GIS mapping, the Human 
Services division of MAG, and through programs 
run by the Regional Public Transportation Author-
ity (RPTA) using MAG funds. Through the MAG 
public involvement program, MAG’s Community 
Outreach Specialist coordinates with minority com-
munities to solicit input and to serve as a liaison 
between MAG and the communities. In addition to 
minority communities, MAG targets and solicits in-
put from persons with disabilities. Through RPTA’s 
Complementary Paratransit Plan, the needs of older 
adults and people with disabilities are served. In ad-
dition, a MAG committee reviews and prioritizes 
applications for federal assistance under the FTA 
Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and In-
dividuals with Disabilities Program, which provides 
capital investments to programs serving older adults 
and people with disabilities. MAG human services 
transportation plans and programs are also submit-
ted to the Human Services 
Coordinating Committee for 
review. The MAG Transpor-
tation Ambassador Program 
offers community stakehold-
ers a venue to learn about 
transportation resources and 
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share best practices to address the needs of older 
adults, people with disabilities and people with low 
incomes. Additionally, MAG provides multimodal 
transportation information for review and comment 
to the human services planning process. The needs 
of older adults are further being addressed through 
MAG’s Human Services Transportation Coordina-
tion Plan and the Greater Phoenix Age Friendly Net-
work. These efforts identify and address the chang-
ing mobility options that are needed as people age. 

8. Providing an additional opportunity for public 
comment, if the final metropolitan plan or TIP 
differs significantly from the version that was ini-
tially made available for public comment. 

If the final metropolitan plan or TIP differs signifi-
cantly from the version initially made available for 
comment, MAG provides additional opportunities 
for public comment. MAG prepares a revised draft 
plan and takes it back through the public involve-
ment and committee approval process.

9. Coordinating with statewide transportation plan-
ning public involvement and consultation pro-
cesses (as outlined under subpart B of Section 
450.316).

As part of the public involvement process, MAG con-
ducts agency consultation directly with local, state 
and federal resource agencies. MAG also consults, as 
appropriate, with agencies and officials responsible 
for other planning activities within the metropolitan 
planning area that are affected by transportation. To 
coordinate the planning functions to the maximum 
extent practicable, such consultation includes the 

comparison of the MAG Regional Transportation 
Plan and TIP, as they are developed, with the plans, 
maps, inventories, and planning documents devel-
oped by other agencies. This consultation includes, 
as appropriate, consultations with state, tribal, local 
and private agencies responsible for planned growth, 
economic development, environmental protection, 
airport operations, freight movements, land use 
management, natural resources, conservation and 
historic preservation. MAG also seeks input and 
comment from neighboring counties or planning ar-
eas as appropriate.

Additionally, MAG reaches out to federal, state, trib-
al, regional, local, and private agencies to consult on 
environmental and resource issues and concerns. 
Specific topics of interest include: land use man-
agement, wildlife, natural resources, environmental 
protection, conservation, historic preservation, and 
potential environmental mitigation activities. An 
important consideration in the consultation process 
is the recognition that previously adopted projects 
in the Plan undergo extensive environmental and 
resource assessment by the implementing agencies, 
such as the Arizona Department of Transportation, 
the Regional Public Transportation Authority, cities, 
towns, and Maricopa and Pinal counties. With these 
processes already well established, including require-
ments for input on mitigation and resource issues, 
the primary goal of the consultation effort is to gain 
insight regarding concerns that may involve future 
transportation planning efforts. 

To facilitate the agency consultation process and ac-
quisition of resource information, MAG conducts 
agency consultation workshops. The purpose of these 
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workshops is to explain the goals of the consultation 
process, receive input from environmental and re-
source agencies in attendance, and establish continu-
ing consultation in the regional transportation plan-
ning process. In addition, the workshops establish a 
beginning point for more in-depth discussions with 
individual agencies as appropriate. Input is sought on 
the availability of environmental, cultural and natu-
ral resource mapping or other information sources, 
as well as comments on potential environmental 
mitigation measures, resource issues, and land use 
concerns. Agencies are also invited to provide writ-
ten input.

10. Periodically reviewing the effectiveness of the pro-
cedures and strategies contained in the participa-
tion plan to ensure a full and open participation 
process.

MAG continually reviews its public participation ef-
forts as part of its communication planning efforts 
and makes adjustments as warranted. More formal 
reviews are conducted during the federal certifica-
tion process every four years, and as directed by 
transportation legislation such as ISTEA, TEA-21, 
SAFETEA-LU and MAP-21. Additionally, MAG en-
sures that a minimum public comment period of 45 
calendar days is provided before any initial or revised 
participation plan is adopted, in accordance with fed-
eral requirements.

APPENDIX A: OPEN MEETINGS
MAG conducts meetings in accordance with the state 
Open Meeting Law. Meetings of technical and policy 
committees, including the Management Commit-
tee, Transportation Policy Committee, and Regional 
Council, are open to the public. Notices for these 
meetings are posted at least 24 hours in advance. 

The Open Meeting Law is contained in the Arizona 
Revised Statutes, A.R.S § 38-431.01. The Open Meet-
ing Law also establishes requirements for the taking 
of minutes. Minutes of MAG meetings are available 
by request, and are available on the MAG website, 
www.azmag.gov.

While MAG makes every attempt to allow for public 
comment, in rare instances, public comment may be 
limited based on time availability, based on the dis-
cretion of the meeting chair.

In addition to the Open Meeting Law, MAG also 
adheres to the Arizona Public Records Law, A.R.S.  
§ 39-121. Public records may be obtained through 
submission of a Public Records Request form, which 
can be obtained through the MAG office, requested 
electronically, or downloaded from the MAG website.
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APPENDIX B: PUBLIC COMMENT AT MAG 
MEETINGS
MAG allows public comment at all of its public meet-
ings. Below is an outline of the rules and procedures 
relating to the public comment process for MAG 
meetings.

1. Submittal of Request to Speak Cards: There are 
two colored cards provided for members of the 
public wishing to speak at MAG committee meet-
ings. Blue cards indicate a “Request to Speak—
Call to the Audience” that allow the public to 
speak on nonagenda items that fall under the ju-
risdiction of MAG or for nonaction items that are 
on the agenda for information and discussion but 
not for action. Yellow cards indicate a “Request to 
Speak—Consent or Action Items” that allow the 
public to speak on items that are on the consent 
agenda or items designated for action. The cards 
contain information about the rules for speaking, 
as well as spaces for members of the public to pro-
vide information, including name, address, city, 
zip code, phone, agenda item number, and date. 
Yellow cards additionally include boxes at the top 
of the card that the speaker can check indicating 
the following: Support; Statement Only; Oppose. 

 
 Rules outlined on both the yellow and blue cards 

include:
•  Please speak from the podium (accommoda-

tion will be made for persons with disabilities).
•  Please present your comments in three min-

utes or less.
•  Your comments must pertain solely to the 

agenda item and shall not include any person-
al attacks.

•  Please conduct yourself in a professional and 
appropriate manner.

•  Members of the public are asked to submit the 
cards to a designated MAG staff member, who 
will deliver them to the meeting chair.

 The yellow cards contain these further statements: 
The purpose of this opportunity for public comment 
is to allow citizens to provide additional information 
on items slated for action. The Committee may ask 
questions for clarification; however, this comment 
period is not designed for debate with the audi-
ence. The public is encouraged to provide comment 
to MAG during the committee process, prior to the 
Regional Council action. The Regional Council will 
receive information on comments provided to tech-
nical and policy committees. Written comments will 
always be accepted by the Chair.

Attachment F: Public Participation Plan



Title VI and Environmental Justice Program    68

Maricopa Association of Governments

2. Time Allotted for Public Comment: Three op-
portunities are provided for public comment at 
MAG meetings, including Call to the Audience, 
Consent Agenda, and Action Items to be Heard. 

 Call to the Audience. Members of the public have 
three minutes to speak on items under MAG’s ju-
risdiction that are not on the agenda or that are 
on the agenda for discussion or information only. 
This comment period takes place at the beginning 
of the meeting.

 Consent Agenda. Members of the public have a 
total of three minutes, cumulatively, to speak on 
any or all consent agenda items. Members of the 
public may determine whether an item is a con-
sent item by looking on the meeting agenda. Con-
sent items will be marked in the first column by an 
asterisk (*). This comment period usually comes 
near the beginning of the meeting, after the Ex-
ecutive Director’s Report and prior to approval of 
the consent agenda by the Council. 

 Action Items. Members of the public are given 
three minutes to speak on any action item (three 
minutes per item). Members of the public may 
determine whether an item is an action item by 
looking on the meeting agenda, under the second 
column, “Committee Action Requested.” Action 
items will state “for action” or “for possible ac-
tion.” This comment period usually is provided 
just prior to a vote on each action item by the Re-
gional Council.

Attachment F: Public Participation Plan

3. Speaking Rules and Discretion of the Chair: The 
Chair or his/her designee has the power to strictly 
enforce the above rules and to revoke speaking 
rights if rules are violated. The Chair or his/her 
designee has the power to accept additional com-
ments and extend the time of the speaker, or limit 
public comment based on time availability.

 The cards include this statement: Note: The Chair 
or his/her designee shall have the power to strict-
ly enforce these rules and to revoke your speaking 
rights if you violate any of these rules. The Chair 
may also revoke your rights to speak at the rest of 
today’s meeting and/or at future meetings if you 
twice refuse to be silent after being directed to do so. 
(If you lose your right to speak, you may still present 
written comments.)
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APPENDIX C: MAG PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
PROGRESS REPORT
(Example of a MAG Public Involvement Progress  
Report)

The MAG public involvement process adheres to all 
federal requirements under current federal trans-
portation planning legislation. MAG is dedicated 

to providing members of the public with an open 
and inclusive process designed to obtain input from 
all interested parties as defined in Section 5303 of 
Title 49, United States Code. All input received is 
addressed during the meeting/event/presentation 
or responded to within 48 hours. For questions/
comments/suggestions, please contact MAG public 
involvement staff at (602) 254-6300.

Attachment F: Public Participation Plan

 
DATE

 
ACTIVITY/GROUP

 
SUMMARY OF INPUT

NUMBER 
REACHED

11/25/13 Mid-Phase Public 
Hearing

Members of the public commented on the need 
for more transit and economic development within 
the central corridor. In addition, many felt that the 
Dial-a-Ride system needs to be improved. 

20

1/20/14 Staffed information table 
at MLK Day Celebration 
in Phoenix

Members of the public questioned MAG staff 
about ADA eligibility, the South Mountain Freeway 
completion date and commented on the need 
for more transit. MAG staff also distributed 
transportation priority surveys. 

500

1/21/14 Staffed information table 
at Tribes Legislative Day

Native American Indian Community residents 
from all around the state and Maricopa County 
questioned MAG staff about its role in the region, 
the genesis of the organization and obtained 
information about MAG plans and programs. 

200

1/27/14 STAR East Disability 
Group 

Attendees commented on the need for increased 
transit service, a regional Dial-a-Ride system and 
had questions about ADA eligibility. 

30

CONTACT MAG

Mailing/Physical Address:
Maricopa Association of Governments
302 N. 1st Avenue, Suite #300
Phoenix, AZ 85003
Web Address: www.azmag.gov

E-Mail
General mailbox: mag@azmag.gov
Communications Manager: ktaft@azmag.gov
Public Involvement Planner: jstephens@azmag.gov
Community Outreach Specialist: lgamiz@azmag.gov
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Attachment G: Copy of Board Meeting Minutes Approving Plan

Attachment G: Copy of Board Minutes  
Approving the Plan (pending)
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302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300, Phoenix, Arizona  85003



Agenda Item #5F

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT: 
FY 2016 Section 5310, Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities Transportation
Program Recommendation for the Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

SUMMARY: 
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) provides Section 5310, Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and
Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program funding, to support public transportation capital
projects planned, designed, and carried out to meet the special needs of seniors and individuals with
disabilities when public transportation is insufficient, unavailable, or inappropriate (Traditional Section
5310 capital procurements). Additionally funding is provided for capital and operating expenses that
support new public transportation services that go beyond those required by the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990 (New Freedom eligible activities). This award program is available to
private, non-profit agencies, public transit providers, and public bodies that provide transportation
services for older adults and individuals with disabilities. The purpose of this item is to recommend
approval of the priority listing of applicants for the FY 2016 FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of
Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program for the Phoenix-Mesa UZA to the
City of Phoenix Public Transit Department, and amendments and administrative modifications to the
FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and as appropriate, to the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan, and Draft FY 2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program when final FTA
apportionments become available.

MAG prepares the Section 5310 priority listing of projects through an open application process for
the Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area (UZA), which is recommended for approval through the MAG
committees with final approval from Regional Council. At Regional Council approval, the priority
listing of projects is forwarded to the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department for submission via
a grant to the FTA. MAG staff, in collaboration with the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department
staff, held an application training workshop and provided technical assistance to potential applicants
prior to the application due date on March 21, 2016. The City of Phoenix Public Transit Department,
in collaboration with MAG, conducted an initial review of federal program requirements on
applications submitted. On March 30, 2016, the members of the MAG Elderly and Persons with
Disabilities Transportation Ad Hoc Committee were offered training and received the eligible
applications for review. On May 3 and 4, 2016, the MAG Elderly and Persons with Disabilities
Transportation Program Ad Hoc Committee met to hear presentations and interview the Section 5310
applicants.

On May 4, 2016, the MAG Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Ad Hoc Committee
developed the priority listing. The following review methodology was utilized;  evaluation criteria
outlined in the MAG Section 5310 Program Guidelines and Handbook, participation in regional
coordination efforts as federally required, applicants’ presentation interviews, projects meeting the
regional intent of the program, and the availability of funding. The MAG Elderly and Persons with
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Disabilities Transportation Ad Hoc Committee, upon final evaluation, determined two New Freedom
projects not be recommended for funding due to not meeting either federal eligibility or the regional
intent of the program. One agency recommended for funding declined the award due to federal
program requirements. One application was submitted past the deadline and not accepted. The
Committee recommended the inclusion of a placeholder for a Central Valley mobility management
position because a request was not received. The placeholder will ensure the continuation of regional
support of human services transportation coordination activities, as federally required. MAG staff will
be tasked with conducting a mobility management request for proposal for the Central Valley. This
year’s Section 5310 priority listing for the Phoenix-Mesa UZA includes 45 requests for vehicles, four
mobility management positions (including one placeholder), and eight New Freedom eligible projects.

PUBLIC INPUT: 
Public comment was solicited through public notices in GovDelivery and on the MAG website in
March 2016. An opportunity for input was also offered at the MAG FTA Elderly and Persons with
Disabilities Transportation Ad Hoc Committee meeting on March 30, 2016. Public comments
received at the meeting expressed appreciation to the MAG Committee for the time and
consideration of the Section 5310 regional application process in supporting human services
transportation projects that serves older adults and people with disabilities.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: MAG advises the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department for the FTA Section 5310,
Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities Grant Program. Forwarding this priority
listing assists the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department in awarding capital transportation
projects and operating for the most vulnerable population in the MAG region, older adults and people
with disabilities.  Awards are made on a competitive basis with a regional emphasis.

CONS: None.  

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The City of Phoenix Public Transit Department will procure accessible and non-
accessible passenger vans and ancillary equipment and fund mobility management and New
Freedom eligible projects with these funds. The FTA provides 80 percent of the award cost, and the
applicant provides a 20 percent match for capital and mobility management projects. New Freedom
eligible operating projects are a 50 percent award cost and the applicant provides a 50 percent
match. New Freedom eligible mobility management projects are an 80 percent award cost, and the
applicant provides a 20 percent match. The FTA provides Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
compliant vehicles an 85 percent award cost with a 15 percent match and ADA vehicle-related
equipment and facilities a 90 percent award cost with a ten percent match. Funding of more than $3.1
million is available and includes more than $2.9 million in FTA apportionment for the Phoenix-Mesa
UZA, more than $184,000 in FY 2015 carry over for capital projects, minus the ten percent
administration fee. All recommended awards meet requirements and inspection standards of federal
laws and regulations, including ADA.

The City of Phoenix Public Transit Department submits the FY 2016 grant in June. The priority order
will be utilized based on rank order to award not less than 55 percent for traditional capital requests
and up to 45 percent for New Freedom eligible projects, including program administration fees, until
funding is exhausted. The priority order is as follows: 

1. Mobility management requests were ranked as the top priority. Mobility management is 
outlined in the MAG Human Services Coordination Transportation Plan as a strategy
providing regional support for federally required coordination activities.
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2. The second category is requests for up to four vehicles per agency. These requests are based
on rank order until not less than 55 percent of the funding apportionment is met. The priority
order for New Freedom eligible requests is based on eligible projects that meet the intent of
the program up to $125,000, based on rank order, until funding apportionment is met, taking
into account the ten percent program administration fees.  Funding amounts are estimates
contingent of final procurement costs and federal eligibility of projects. 

POLICY:  In December 2015, Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act was signed into
law. Under the FAST Act, funding apportionments were announced. The City of Phoenix Public
Transit Department as the Designated Recipient receives 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and
Individuals With Disabilities Program fund apportionments for the Phoenix-Mesa Phoenix-Mesa
Urbanized Area (UZA) from the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration. 
The FAST Act requires 55 percent of Section 5310 apportioned funding for traditional capital projects,
including mobility management, and up to 45 percent for New Freedom eligible projects, including
ten percent administrative fees. 

MAG prepares the Section 5310 priority listing of applications for the Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area
(UZA) which is approved through the MAG committee process, and forwarded to the City of Phoenix
Public Transit Department for submission to the FTA coordinated through the MAG Elderly and
Persons with Disabilities  Ad Hoc Committee. The Section 5310 priority listing will also be included
in the listing of projects in the FY 2016 program of projects and amendments and administrative
modifications to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and as appropriate,
to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan, and inclusion in the Draft FY 2017-2021 Transportation
Improvement Program.

ACTION NEEDED: 
Approval of the priority listing of projects for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2016 Federal Transit Administration
Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program
for the Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area to be forwarded to the City of Phoenix Public Transit
Department with projects to be funded based on rank order, and of the associated amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program, and
as appropriate, to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan and Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 
On June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended the priority listing for the FY 2016
Section 5310 Phoenix-Mesa UZA applicants to be forwarded for funding through the MAG Committee
process based on rank order.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,

  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
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Carl Swenson, Peoria
# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal

  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe

Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

On May 19, 2016, the MAG Human Services and Community Initiatives Committee recommended
the priority listing for the FY 2016 Section 5310 Phoenix-Mesa UZA applicants to be forwarded for
funding through the MAG Committee process based on rank order.  

MEMBERS ATTENDING:
 Vice Mayor Bridget Binsbacher, Peoria
* Councilmember Wally Campbell, Goodyear
# Councilmember Samuel Chavira, Glendale
* Supervisor Steve Gallardo, Maricopa

County 
* Councilmember Christopher Glover, Mesa 
 Councilmember Kevin Hartke, Chandler

 Councilmember Michelle Hess, Buckeye
 Vice Mayor Stephanie Karlin, Avondale
# Joaquin Rio, Tempe Community Council    

    Councilmember Todd Tande, Surprise
 Councilmember Jared Taylor, Gilbert
  Vice Mayor Corey Woods, Tempe, Chair

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

On May 4, 2016, the MAG Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Ad Hoc Committee developed a
priority listing for the FY 2016 Section 5310 Phoenix-Mesa UZA applicants to be forwarded for
funding based on rank order through the MAG Committee process. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING:
Ron Brooks for Valley Metro 

 Matt Dudley, City of Glendale
 Janeen Gaskin, City of El Mirage, Vice

Chair
 Edward Jones, City of Mesa 
 Wendy Miller,   City of Phoenix 
 Mercedes McPherson, City of Scottsdale

 Kristin Meyers, Town of Gilbert 
 Christina Plante, City of Goodyear 
 Ann Marie Riley, City of Chandler, Chair
 Kristen Taylor, City of Avondale
 Robert Yabes, City of Tempe
* Jeff Tourdot, Maricopa County

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

CONTACT PERSON: 
DeDe Gaisthea, MAG, (602) 254-6300
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FY 2016 FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities 
Recommended Priority Listing-Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

Priority Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description
Estimated 

Federal 
Request

1 Foothills Caring Corps Mobility Manager 
Position North, Northeast Valley

Support agencies and municipalities in 
subregion to coordinate efforts and share  
resources. Support population in subregion 
that has no public transportation, limited para 
transit service, and few affordable alternatives. 
Provide support for regional coordination 
efforts

$36,000

2 Chandler Gilbert Arc Mobility Manager 
Position East Valley

Provides services to people with disabilities 
who need transportation to the agency’s 
supervised day program, employment training, 
medical and therapy appointments, and social-
recreational events. Provide support for 
regional coordination efforts.

$36,000

3 Northwest Valley Connect Mobility Manager 
Position West Valley

Provides mobility and transportation options 
for older adults and people with disabilities. 
Partnerships include Sun Health and 
Benevilla. Provide support for regional 
coordination efforts

$36,000

4 Gompers Habilitation 
Center

3 Minivans no Ramp,      
1 Passenger Van

Avondale, Glendale, 
Goodyear, Litchfield 
Park, Peoria, Phoenix, 
Surprise, Sun City, 
Tolleson

Provides services to people with disabilities 
through special education, day training for 
adults, and employment service programs. 
Provides clients with safe and reliable 
transportation services from home to 
programs.

$86,400

5 Chandler Gilbert Arc 2 Cutaway Vans
Chandler, Gilbert, Mesa, 
Tempe, Queen Creek, 
Phoenix

Provides services to people with disabilities 
who need transportation to the agency’s 
supervised day program, employment training, 
medical and therapy appointments, and social-
recreational events.

$107,100

6 Sun City Area Interfaith 
Services dba Benevilla 2 Raised Roof Vans w/lift

Surprise, Sun City, Sun 
City West, Peoria, El 
Mirage, Youngtown and 
Glendale.

Socialization opportunities, and daytime care 
to elderly residents with medical conditions 
such as dementia, Alzheimer's disease, 
strokes, Parkinson's disease, and 
developmental disabilities. Transport 
members to and from three of our Life 
Enrichment Centers.

$107,100

7 VALLEYLIFE 2 Raised Roof Vans w/lift Regionwide

Provides transportation services to  people 
with disabilities for medical, dental, dialysis, 
surgery appointments from their group homes, 
and day program areas to their respective 
destinations.

$107,100

8 Horizon Health and 
Wellness, Inc.

2 Minivans no Ramp,       
1 Passenger Van,           
1 Raised Roof Van w/lift

Apache Junction, Mesa, 
Queen Creek, Tempe, 
Gilbert, Chandler, 
Scottsdale, Phoenix

Non‐profit agency serving individuals with 
developmental and mental health disabilities. 
Services include psychiatric and medical 
services; day treatment programs, group 
homes, individual and group therapy, 
vocational services, housing

$119,150

9 S.T.A.R.-Stand Together 
and Recover Centers, Inc. 3 Raised Roof Van w/lift

Avondale, Chandler, 
Gilbert, Goodyear, 
Tempe, Glendale, Mesa, 
Peoria, Phoenix, 
Surprise, Tolleson, part 
of Apache Junction, 
Pima Indian Reservation 
and Gila Indian 
Reservation.

Adults with serious mental illness including 
developmental disabilities. Provides education 
and social skills development. Transportation 
to medical appointments and to basic needs 
such as grocery shopping. Savings of the 
grant award will enable to provide services to 
veterans not in a covered service area.

$160,650

5310 Mobility Management and Capital Request (FTA 55% required)



FY 2016 FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities 
Recommended Priority Listing-Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

Priority Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description
Estimated 

Federal 
Request

10 The Centers for 
Habilitation (TCH) 4 Cutaway Van Chandler, Tempe, Mesa, 

Phoenix

Provides transportation services to people 
with disabilities including Down syndrome, 
Cerebral Palsy, Autism, and cognitive delays. 
Transports to various medical facilities and 
social activities. Many clients have no family 
support.

$214,200

11
Southern Arizona 
Association for the Visually 
Impaired (SAAVI)

2 Minivan no Ramp Maricopa County
Provides transportation to blind adults in 
SAAVI's Comprehensive Day Program and 
Supported Education Program.

$41,600

12 One Step Beyond, Inc. 3 Passenger Vans,          
1 Minivan- No Ramp 

Avondale, Buckeye, El 
Mirage, Glendale, 
Goodyear, Litchfield 
Park, Peoria, Phoenix, 
Surprise, Sun City, 
Tolleson, Anthem, 
Wickenburg

Provides  transportation to 11 programs at 
four campuses serving over 287 individuals 
with Down Syndrome, Cerebral Palsy, Autism, 
and other Intellectual Disabilities. Responsive 
programs include independent living, 
employment, and access to recreation and 
cultural art activities. 

$92,800

13 Hacienda Inc. 3 Raised Roof Vans w/lift Regionwide

Provides transportation services to people 
with disabilities and ventilator dependent 
individuals who require respiratory therapists 
during transport.

$160,650

14 Northwest Valley Connect 1 Passenger Van

Surprise, Sun City, Sun 
City West, El Mirage, 
Youngtown, Glendale, 
and Peoria

Provides mobility and transportation options 
for older adults and people with disabilities. 
Partnerships include Sun Health and 
Benevilla.

$24,000

15 Beatitudes Campus 1 Cutaway Van Maricopa County

Provides an additional vehicle to transport our 
elderly and wheelchair dependent residents to 
medical appointments, laboratory 
appointments, wellness and social health 
appointments

$53,550

16

CHEEERS (Center for 
Health Empowerment 
Education Employment 
Recovery Services)

1 Passenger Van,            
1 Minivan w/ramp Maricopa County

Adults with Serious Mental Illness to 
empowers participants to identify and utilize 
their strengths in order to make advancements 
in their recovery. Offers off site trips which 
allow participants to connect to their 
community, socialize with their peers, seek 
additional resources, and give back to their 
community

$63,100

17 Scottsdale Training and 
Rehabilitation Services

1 Cutaway Van,               
1 Passenger Van

Scottsdale and the 
greater Phoenix 
Metropolitan Community.

Vehicles will provide transportation services to 
individuals with developmental disabilities 
allowing them to actively participate in day 
programs, employment and vocational 
opportunities as well as community outings. 
All these opportunities increase the 
participants ability to included in the life of 
their community.

$77,550

18 East Valley Adult 
Resources 1 Raised Roof Van w/lift

Apache Junction with 
transportation to Gilbert 
and inside Maricopa 
County 

Provide transportation for elderly persons to 
Active Adult Center in Apache Junction, 
grocery stores, medical appointments.

$53,550

19 Friendship Village of 
Tempe

2 Cutaway Vans,             
1 Raised Roof Van w/lift

Tempe and Metro 
Phoenix 

Provide services to people 65 years of age 
and older who may also be disabled. Vehicles 
will enable to continue, and expand 
transportation services.

$160,650

20 Goldensun Peace 
Ministries 1 Cutaway Van West Valley

Adults with Developmental Disabilities, 
transport to day programs, community events, 
doctor appointments

$53,550



FY 2016 FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities 
Recommended Priority Listing-Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

Priority Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description
Estimated 

Federal 
Request

21 Independence Plus, Inc. 1 Raised Roof Van w/lift West Phoenix

Provides transportation to special needs and 
developmentally disabled adults to and from 
agency and weekly outings. Exploring 
coordinating with other groups in 
neighborhood such as elderly individuals in 
assisted living homes and special needs 
members living in group homes.

$53,550

22
Central Arizona Council 
On Developmental 
Disabilities 

2 Raised Roof Vans 
w/lift,                                
1 Passenger Van

Apache Junction, Queen 
Creek and east Mesa

Provides transportation to individuals who are 
elderly and who have Developmental 
Disabilities. Transports to and from work and 
day programs along with other needed 
transportation.

$131,100

- Central Valley region - 
(Placeholder)

Mobility Manager 
Position Central Valley

Support agencies and municipalities in 
subregion to coordinate efforts and share  
resources. Provide support for regional 
coordination efforts

$36,000

$2,011,350

Priority Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description Estimated 
Federal 

Request

23
Regional Public 
Transportation Authority 
(Valley Metro)

Travel Training Regionwide

Program designed to teach participants with 
disabilities how to safely and independently 
use Valley Metro buses and light rail to travel 
throughout the Phoenix metropolitan area.

$70,000

24
Arizona Board of Regents 
for/on behalf of Northern 
Arizona University

Senior Companion 
Program - Door Through 
Door & More 
Transportation

Maricopa County 
including: Chandler, 
Fountain Hills, Gilbert, 
Glendale, Mesa, 
Paradise Valley, 
Phoenix, Scottsdale, and 
Tempe.

Provides transportation to seniors and 
disabled individuals age 65 and older at no 
cost provided by a Senior Companion. 
Volunteers meet with their clients 1‐2 times 
per week for 4‐6 hours. Volunteers escort their 
clients into appointments and stores to provide 
extra support and assistance.

$78,465

25
Regional Public 
Transportation Authority 
(Valley Metro)

East Valley RideChoice
Taxi subsidy service in 
Chandler, Gilbert, Mesa, 
and Tempe

Provides persons with disabilities and seniors  
transportation beyond what is required by the 
ADA.  Seniors receive door-to-door service 
within the entire service area and an additional 
116 square miles beyond the minimum ADA 
required service area. The program operates 
24 hours a day, seven day per week.

$250,000

26
Regional Public 
Transportation Authority 
(Valley Metro)

Northwest Valley Dial-A-
Ride

Contract service in El 
Mirage, Peoria, Sun 
Cities, Surprise, 
Youngtown, and County

Provides service for seniors and persons with 
disabilities beyond what is required by the 
ADA. Service provides transportation to/from 
medical and life sustaining destinations as 
only one local bus and one express bus 
currently operate in a small section of the 
southeast portion the service area. 

$220,044

27 Sun City Area Interfaith 
Services dba Benevilla

Transportation Services 
Operating Support

Surprise, Sun City, Sun 
City West, El Mirage, 
Youngtown, Glendale, 
and Peoria

Provides assistance to the older adults and 
people with disabilities. Volunteers provide 
transportation to the grocery store, doctor 
visits, and meal delivery. 

$53,113

28 Foothills Caring Corps, 
Inc.

New Freedom -
Operations

Cave Creek, Carefree, 
North Phoenix, North 
Scottsdale

Provides transportation for older adults and 
people with disabilities to and from medical 
and nutrition appointments, grocery and other 
shopping errands, and social and recreational 
outings.

$53,743

Total Traditional
New Freedom Eligible Project (35%) and Administration 



FY 2016 FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities 
Recommended Priority Listing-Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

Priority Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description
Estimated 

Federal 
Request

29 Northwest Valley Connect New Freedom - 
Operations

Surprise, Sun City, Sun 
City West, El Mirage, 
Youngtown, Glendale, 
and Peoria

Provides support to connect area residents 
with available transportation services. Drivers 
mileage reimbursement, to recruit and retain 
volunteers who really make up most of 
service. Also to fuel and maintain vehicles and 
to market programs to reach more people.

$15,000

30 City of Glendale Bus Stop Accessibility 
Enhancements Glendale

To enhance bus stops to make them safely 
accessible for seniors and individuals with 
disabilities. To provide seniors and individuals 
with disabilities additional public transportation 
options of the identified routes when other 
transportation is unavailable.

$125,000

$865,365
City of Phoenix Program Administration 

Funds
Regionwide Regional administrative planning funding. $299,102

$3,175,817

City of Scottsdale Cab Connection - Taxi 
Voucher Program $0

Marc Community 
Resources

Mobility Management-
Project $0

East Valley Adult 
Resources

Apache Junction Van 
Transportation $0

Amount available Estimated 
Recommendation

2016 FTA Funding Available $2,991,021 $3,175,817
$1,829,858 $2,011,350

$1,046,857 $865,365

$299,102 $299,102
$3,175,817 $3,175,817Total

Total New Freedom

Project request did not meet the intent of the program

2016 Section 5310 Total *

Not funded due to availability of funding, ineligible, or did not meeting the intent of the program

Ineligible due to FTA requirements

Project award declined by applicant due to FTA requirements

Traditional 55% (including $184,796 
carryover)
New Freedom 35% 

*Estimated funding amounts, contingent upon final vehicle procurement and eligibility of projects
Funding declined

Administration Fee 10%



Agenda Item #5G

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT:
Programming of Road Safety Projects in FY 2017-2018

SUMMARY:  
The Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) was introduced through federal surface
transportation legislation -- first in SAFETEA-LU and now identified in Fixing America's Surface
Transportation (FAST) Act -- and specifically focuses on improving road safety. The Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) division offices located in each state provide oversight to the program.  The
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) Local Government Section administers the local
agency projects funded through the HSIP program. 

ADOT receives approximately $42 million annually in HSIP funds.  Nearly 20 percent of this is sub-
allocated by ADOT to Arizona Councils of Governments (COGs) and Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs).  The remaining 80 percent of HSIP funds is allocated to road safety projects
statewide and is administered by ADOT.   MAG receives $1.9 million in HSIP funds to be
programmed for projects that would meet eligibility requirements defined by ADOT and FHWA. 
Through prior MAG action HSIP funds in FY 2016-2018 had been fully programmed.  However, a few
previously programmed projects have been deleted due to them being deemed ineligible by FHWA. 
As a result, some funds have become available to be reprogrammed in FY 2017 or FY 2018.  

In 2015, ADOT announced a new process for programming HSIP funds that would end the
suballocation of HSIP to COGs and MPOs in FY 2018, and begin an entirely new process in FY
2019.  The new HSIP process also included stringent criteria for project eligibility that was effective
immediately.  A new HSIP Manual released by ADOT, and revised in January 2016, described the
types of road safety projects that would qualify for HSIP funds in the future.  

On February 4, 2016, MAG issued a call for projects in coordination with ADOT, for programming all
available sub-allocated HSIP funds that could be programmed in FY 2017 or FY 2018.  A total of
three project applications was received from three member agencies. 

The following projects were forwarded to the Transportation Safety Committee for review: 

1. Design flashing yellow arrows, along with geometry modifications at 22 signalized
intersections - City of Glendale

2. Procure and install traffic signal modifications - City of Phoenix
3. New Traffic Signal at the intersection of Ray Road  and Key Biscayne Drive - Town of Gilbert

The Transportation Safety Committee reviewed all project applications at the committee meeting held
on April 27, 2016, and unanimously recommended all three proposed projects: two to be
programmed in FY 2017 with the available MAG sub-allocation of $508,000, and one project to be
considered for the ADOT FY 2019 program, as shown in the attachment.  These projects will be
included in the FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) as an amendment. 

PUBLIC INPUT:
None has been received.



PROS & CONS:
PROS: Implementation of all recommended projects is likely to result in road safety improvements. 

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The development of safety projects and the timely obligation of federal HSIP funds
programmed by MAG require close coordination between local agencies and the ADOT Local
Government Section.  Local agencies need to ensure that agency staff maintain familiarity with
complex HSIP eligibility requirements and the ADOT project development process. 

POLICY: None.

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of a list of three (3) safety projects; two (2) to be funded with the available Highway Safety
Improvement Program (HSIP) funds sub-allocated to MAG in FY 2017-2018, and one (1) to be
considered for the state’s FY 2019 HSIP funding.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
One June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of a list of three (3)
safety projects; two (2) to be funded with the available Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
funds sub-allocated to MAG in FY 2017-2018, and one (1) to be considered for the state’s FY 2019
HSIP funding.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
Co.
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski, ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa Co.
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

On May 26, 2016, the MAG Transportation Review Committee unanimously recommended approval
of the list of proposed HSIP projects that resulted from the call for HSIP projects issued on February
4, 2016.
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MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: David Janover

 ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Mike Kies
Apache Junction: Shane Kiesow for Giao
Pham

# Buckeye: Jose Heredia for Scott Lowe
* Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
 Chandler: R. J. Zeder for Dan Cook, Chair

El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum
* Florence: Jess Knudson 
* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
 Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
  Gilbert: Leah Hubbard

Glendale: Debbie Albert, Vice Chair
Goodyear: Rebecca Zook

* Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
   Maricopa County: Jennifer Toth
 Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
* Paradise Valley: Jim Shano

Peoria: Andrew Granger
   Phoenix: Ray Dovalina
# Pinal County: Louis Anderson

Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef
# Scottsdale: Todd Taylor for Paul Basha
   Surprise: Mike Gent
 Tempe: Robert Yabes for Shelly Seyler
   Valley Metro: John Farry
* Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Chris Houser, El Mirage 
* ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, Phoenix
* FHWA:  Ed Stillings 

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: 
  Jim Hash, Mesa

* Transportation Safety Committee: 
  Dana Alvidrez, Chandler

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

The MAG Transportation Safety Committee conducted a detailed review of all project applications
and unanimously recommended approval of the list of proposed HSIP projects on April 27, 2016.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
# Cristy Robinson, AAA  Arizona
* Tom Burch, AARP
* Mona Aglan-Swick for ADOT 
# Heather Hodgeman for Shane Kiesow, 
       City of Apache Junction
* Robert Gray,  ASU
 Tom Peterson, City of Avondale 
* Jason Mahkovtz, City of Buckeye 
   Dana Alvidrez (Chair), City of Chandler  
# Nick Russo, City of El Mirage
# Kelly LaRosa, FHWA
   Leslie Bubke, Town  of  Gilbert
   Kiran Guntupalli, City of Glendale
 * Alberto Gutier, GOHS 

# Hugh Bigalk, City of Goodyear  
    Mike Gillespie, Litchfield Park
    Angela Horn for Nicolaas Swart, 
        Maricopa County
   Renate Ehm, City of  Mesa
* Jeremy Knapp, Town of Paradise Valley
# Mannar Tamirisa for Jamal Rahimi, 
      City of Peoria 
   Kerry Wilcoxon, City of Phoenix 
* George Williams, City of Scottsdale
   Dana Owsiany, City of Surprise
# Julian Dresang, City of Tempe 
* Adrian Ruiz, Valley Metro

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

CONTACT PERSON:
Sarath Joshua, MAG, (602) 254-6300.
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Agenda Item #5H

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT:
Project Changes - Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, FY 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program, the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan, and as Necessary, to the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program and FY 2017 Arterial Life Cycle Program

SUMMARY:
The Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and 2035
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) were approved by the MAG Regional Council  on January 29,
2014, with the last modification approved on May 25, 2016.  Since then, project changes and
additions to the TIP have been requested by member agencies. Several changes in order to make
the current year obligation have been requested to FY 2016 projects that affect the FY 2014-2018
TIP and FY 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program and are included as Table A.  Changes related to the
FY 2016 Transit Program of Projects, the FY 2016 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and
Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program, and the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP transit
programming process are included in Table B. 

Additionally, an errata sheet #3 for the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP has been generated to
incorporate requested changes since the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP was published for comment
and review on May 6, 2016. The errata sheet changes may affect both the current FY 2014-2018 TIP
and the Draft FY 2017-2021 TIP.

Since the MAG Management Committee agenda was mailed, the final MAG Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) obligation authority balance has been calculated. To ensure that funding is
not lost from the region, obligation authority needs to be authorized this fiscal year. The Gilbert Road
Light Rail project is the only project at this time, that is underway and can commit the funding to
immediate use in FFY2016. Specifically, $3,424,513 of obligation authority that had been
programmed for the project in future fiscal years will be advanced to the current fiscal year to utilize
the available obligation authority. Future year project funding will be reduced by the same amount.

The outstanding balance of obligation authority in the current fiscal year is due to funding released
by projects that deferred to future fiscal years, projects that obligated at an amount less than what
had been programmed, and funding returned to the MAG ledger from late final voucher release by
ADOT. Please see Table C for changes related to the advancement of funding for Gilbert Road Light
Rail project. It is anticipated that for the fourth year in a row, MAG will fully utilize all its FHWA
obligation authority.  
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PUBLIC INPUT:  
Three comments were provided at the May 17, 2016, MAG Transit Committee meeting. Please refer
to the FY 2016 Final Phase Input Opportunity Report listed as a separate agenda item.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Approval of this TIP amendment and administrative modification will allow the projects to
proceed in a timely manner based on agency updated work schedules. 

CONS: Deferrals of current year projects release obligation authority, and may require additional
changes to ensure all obligation authority is utilized this year.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: Projects that wish to utilize transportation federal funds need to be shown in the TIP
in the year that they expect to commence and may need to undergo an air quality conformity analysis
or consultation.  All projects that are programmed with Federal Highway Administration Federal Fiscal
Year 2016 funds must submit their project for obligation at the Arizona Department of Transportation
no later than June 1, 2016, or funding may be lost from the project and from the region. Thirty-three 
projects missed the June 1, 2016 deadline, and as a result, last minute TIP changes are required.

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

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2018 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, FY 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program, 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan, and as necessary, to the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program and FY 2017 Arterial Life Cycle Program.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item is on the June 15, 2016, Transportation Policy Committee agenda. An update will be
provided on action taken by the Committee.

On June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of amendments and
administrative modifications to the Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program, FY 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program, 2035 Regional Transportation Plan, and as
necessary, to the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and FY 2017
Arterial Life Cycle Program.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,

  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
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Carl Swenson, Peoria
# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal

Co.
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe

Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa Co.
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

At the May 26, 2016, MAG Transportation Review Committee meeting, the Project Changes
Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program, FY 2016 Arterial Life Cycle Program, the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan, and as
Necessary, to the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program, FY 2017 Arterial
Life Cycle Program, and the 2035 RTP, was recommended for approval.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: David Janover
ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Mike Kies
Apache Junction: Shane Kiesow for Giao 

Pham
Buckeye: Jose Heredia for Scott Lowe

* Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
Chandler: R.J. Zeder for Dan Cook
El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum

* Florence: Jess Knudson
* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
Glendale: Debbie Albert, Vice Chair
Goodyear: Rebecca Zook

* Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
Maricopa County: Jennifer Toth
Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler

* Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
Peoria: Andrew Granger
Phoenix: Ray Dovalina

# Pinal County: Louis Andersen
Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef

# Scottsdale: Todd Taylor for Paul Basha
Surprise: Mike Gent
Tempe: Robert Yabes for Shelly Seyler
Valley Metro: John Farry

* Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Chris Hauser, El Mirage
* ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, Phoenix
# FHWA: Ed Stillings 

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Jim Hash,
Mesa

* Transportation Safety Committee: Dana
Alvidrez, Chandler

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

CONTACT PERSON:
Teri Kennedy, TIP Manager, or David Massey, Transportation Planner I, (602) 254-6300.  
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ADOT Highway 2016 DOT11-
105D 39146 85: Warner Street Bridge Design new bridge 0.2 0 4 ----- RFHP ----- Freeway RARF-

HURF 2016 -                     430,000             -                     430,000             Amendment: Add a new bridge design project in FY 
2016 for $430,000.

ADOT Highway 2016 DOT16-
442

25760 MAG regionwide
Design permanent 
restoration of 
landscaping

0 0 0 ----- 5-year ----- Freeway NHPP 2016 394,174             -                     23,826               418,000             Amend: Increase project cost by $117,000.  
Change project location and work description. 

ADOT Highway 2016 DOT16-
445 NEW Various UPRR crossings 

across Maricopa County
Construct LED 
Railroad Signals 0 0 0 ----- 5-year ----- Safety STP-RGC 2016 540,000             -                     -                     540,000             Amend: Add new project.

ADOT Highway 2017 DOT16-
468

24242
Elliot & Kyrene at UPRR 
(741-575S) Tempe, AZ Design 0 0 0 ----- None T0042 Safety STP-RGC 2017 52,000               -                     1,000                 53,000               Amend: Defer project from 2016 to 2017.

ADOT Highway 2017 DOT16-
473

35744
35th Ave, north of Buckeye 
Rd. @ UPRR 741-448R, 
Phx, AZ 

ROW Acquisition 0.1 5 5 ----- 5-year SR234 Safety STP-RGC 2017 14,145               -                     855                    15,000               Amend: Defer project from 2016 to 2017.

ADOT Highway 2017 DOT16-
474

35744
35th Ave, north of Buckeye 
Rd. @ UPRR 741-448R, 
Phx, AZ 

Construction of Rail 
Safety Project 0.1 5 5 ----- 5-year SR234 Safety STP-RGC 2017 647,165             -                     11,011               658,176             Amend: Defer project from 2016 to 2017.

ADOT Highway 2017 DOT15-
408

42481 79: At SR 79B Construct Roundabout 0.3 2 2 ----- 5-year ----- Safety HSIP-AZ 2017 2,100,000         -                     -                     2,100,000         Amend: Defer project from 2016 to 2017.

Avondale Highway 2016 AVN16-
412D 17590 Avondale (Citywide)

Design Pedestrian 
Countdown Signals 
and Accessible 
Pedestrian Signals

0 0 0
AVN-
0(220)

T
None

SH636 
01C/03

D
Safety HSIP-MAG 2016 50,000               -                     -                     50,000               Amend: Add new design phase using $50,000 of 

funding from AVN16-412.

Avondale Highway 2017 AVN16-
412

17590 Avondale (Citywide)

Construct Pedestrian 
Countdown Signals and 
Accessible Pedestrian 
Signals

0 0 0
AVN-
0(220)

T
None

SH636 
01C/03

D
Safety HSIP-MAG 2017 205,744             -                     -                     205,744             

Amend: Defer construction from 2016 to 2017. Shift 
$50,000 to AVN16-412D for additional design 
funding in FY 2016.

MAG Highway 2016 MAG16-
431

23273 Regionwide

Purchase PM-10 
Certified Street 
Sweepers and Program 
Implementation

0 0 0 ----- None ----- Air Quality CMAQ 2016 934,057             -                     56,459               990,516             Amend: Change project description.

Peoria Highway 2016 PEO17-
440

44603
83rd Avenue: Happy Valley 
Road to Jomax Road 

Design roadway 
widening, bike lanes, 
and sidewalk 
construction 

1.2 2 2
PEO-
0(224)

T
None T0068

01D Bike/Ped CMAQ 2016 141,922             -                     8,578                 150,500             Amend: Combine PEO17-440 and PEO17-440D2 
into one workphase.

TABLE A:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2
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TABLE A:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2

Peoria Highway 2016 PEO17-
440D2 44603

83rd Avenue: Happy 
Valley Road to Jomax 
Road 

Design roadway 
widening, bike lanes, 
and sidewalk 
construction (ADOT 
review fees) 

1.2 2 2 ----- None ----- Bike/Ped CMAQ 2016 28,350               -                     1,650                 30,000               Amend: Delete workphase. Funding combined with 
PEO17-440.

Phoenix Highway 2017 PHX16-
435

37213
Eagle College Prep: South 
Mountain, Harmony, Mesa, 
Maryvale 

Safe Routes to School 
Support Activity project: 
Eagles Quest for Safety 
Vest 

0 0 0 ----- None ----- Safety TAP-MAG 2017 28,997               -                     1,753                 30,750               Amend: Defer project from 2016 to 2017.

Phoenix Highway 2017 PHX17-
470

30424
Creighton School 
District/Biltmore Preparatory 

Safe Routes to School 
Framework Study 0 0 0 ----- None ----- Safety TAP-MAG 2017 20,746               -                     1,254                 22,000               Amend: Defer project from 2016 to 2017.

Notes

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

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

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

5. Changes are in red font. Deletions are shown in strike through font. 

2. The following are used to indicate MAG Committees reviewing these TIP listings for amendment: TRC = Transportation Committee, MC = 
Management Committee, TPC = Transportation Review Committee, RC = Regional Council
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Avondale Transit 2016 AVN16-
417T 10195 Regionwide Transit Security 0 0 0 57.20.

10 None ----- Transit 
Bus

5307-AVN 
UZA 2016 28,807               -                     7,202                 36,009               

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Glendale Transit 2017 GLN17-
704T 44134 Glendale

Bus Stop Accessibility 
Enhancements 
(Glendale)

0 0 0 11.92.
02 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 125,000             -                     12,500               137,500             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2016 MAG16-
409T 37858 Regionwide Preventive Maintenace 0 0 0 11.7A.

00 None ----- Transit 
Bus 5307 2016 10,490,927       -                     2,622,732         13,113,659       

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2016 MAG16-
410T 37858 Regionwide Preventive Maintenace 0 0 0 11.7A.

00 None ----- Transit 
Bus 5339 2016 750,411             -                     187,603             938,014             

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2016 MAG16-
411T 37858 Regionwide Preventive Maintenace 0 0 0 11.7A.

00 None ----- Transit 
Bus

STP-AZ-
Flex 2016 6,950                 -                     1,738                 8,688                 

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2016 MAG16-
412T 37858 Regionwide Preventive 

Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.
00 None ----- Transit 

Bus 5337-HI 2016 630,713             -                     157,678             788,391             
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2017 MAG17-
413T 37858 Regionwide Preventive 

Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.
00 None ----- Transit 

Bus 5307 2017 11,196,611       -                     2,799,153         13,995,764       
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2017 MAG17-
414T 37858 Regionwide Preventive 

Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.
00 None ----- Transit 

Bus 5339 2017 158,777             -                     39,694               198,471             
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2017 MAG17-
415T 37858 Regionwide Preventive 

Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.
00 None ----- Transit 

Bus 5337-HI 2017 523,613             -                     130,903             654,516             
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2018 MAG18-
417T 37858 Regionwide Preventive 

Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.
00 None ----- Transit 

Bus 5339 2018 219,637             -                     54,909               274,546             
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2018 MAG18-
418T 37858 Regionwide Preventive 

Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.
00 None ----- Transit 

Bus 5337-HI 2018 911,842             -                     227,961             1,139,803         
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
708T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

VALLEYLIFE: 2 Raised 
Roof Vans w/lift 
(Regionwide)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 107,100             -                     18,900               126,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

TABLE B:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2
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TABLE B:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
711T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

The Centers for 
Habilitation (TCH): 4 
Cutaway Van 
(Chandler, Tempe, 
Mesa, Phoenix)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 214,200             -                     37,800               252,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
704T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Sun City Area Interfaith 
Services dba Benevilla: 
Transportation 
Services Operating 
Support (Surprise, Sun 
City, Sun City West, El 
Mirage, Youngtown, 
Glendale, and Peoria)

0 0 0 30.09.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 53,113               -                     53,113               106,226             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
707T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Sun City Area Interfaith 
Services dba Benevilla: 
2 Raised Roof Vans 
w/lift (Surprise, Sun 
City, Sun City West, 
Peoria, El Mirage, 
Youngtown and 
Glendale.)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 107,100             -                     18,900               126,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
712T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Southern Arizona 
Association for the 
Visually Impaired 
(SAAVI): 2 Minivan no 
Ramp (Maricopa 
County)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 41,600               -                     10,400               52,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
718T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Scottsdale Training 
and Rehabilitation 
Services: 1 Cutaway 
Van, 1 Passenger Van 
(Scottsdale and the 
greater Phoenix 
Metropolitan 
Community.)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 77,550               -                     15,450               93,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.
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TABLE B:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
710T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

S.T.A.R.-Stand 
Together and Recover 
Centers, Inc.: 3 Raised 
Roof Van w/lift (Mesa, 
Chandler, Gilbert, 
Tempe, Glendale, 
Peoria, Phoenix, 
Avondale, Goodyear, 
Surprise, Lavene. Part 
of Apache Junction, 
Pima Indian 
Reservation and Gila 
Indian Reservation.)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 160,650             -                     28,350               189,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
713T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

One Step Beyond, Inc. : 
3 Passenger Vans, 1 
Minivan- No Ramp  
(Avondale, Buckeye, El 
Mirage, Glendale, 
Goodyear, Litchfield 
Park, Peoria, Phoenix, 
Surprise, Sun City, 
Anthem, Wickenburg)

0 0 0 11.13.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 92,800               -                     23,200               116,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
727T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Northwest Valley 
Connect: New Freedom 
- Operations (Surprise, 
Sun City, Sun City 
West, El Mirage, 
Youngtown, Glendale, 
and Peoria)

0 0 0 30.09.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 15,000               -                     15,000               30,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
726T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Northwest Valley 
Connect: Mobility 
Manager Position 
(West Valley)

0 0 0 11.7L.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 36,000               -                     9,000                 45,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
715T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Northwest Valley 
Connect: 1 Passenger 
Van (Surprise, Sun 
City, Sun City West, El 
Mirage, Youngtown, 
Glendale, and Peoria)

0 0 0 11.13.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 24,000               -                     6,000                 30,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
722T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Independence Plus, 
Inc.: 1 Raised Roof Van 
w/lift (West Phoenix)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 53,550               -                     9,450                 63,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.
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TABLE B:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
709T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Horizon Health and 
Wellness, Inc.: 2 
Minivans no Ramp, 1 
Passenger Van, 1 
Raised Roof Van w/lift 
(Apache Junction, 
Mesa, Queen Creek, 
Tempe, Gilbert, 
Chandler, Scottsdale, 
Phoenix)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 119,150             -                     25,850               145,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
714T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Hacienda Inc.: 3 Raised 
Roof Vans w/lift 
(Regionwide)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 160,650             -                     28,350               189,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
705T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Gompers Habilitation 
Center: 3 Minivans no 
Ramp, 1 Passenger 
Van (Avondale, 
Glendale, Goodyear, 
Litchfield Park, Peoria, 
Phoenix, Surprise, Sun 
City)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 86,400               -                     21,600               108,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
721T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Goldensun Peace 
Ministries: 1 Cutaway 
Van (West Valley)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 53,550               -                     9,450                 63,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
720T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Friendship Village of 
Tempe: 2 Cutaway 
Vans, 1 Raised Roof 
Van w/lift (Tempe and 
Metro Phoenix )

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 160,650             -                     28,350               189,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
702T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Foothills Caring Corps: 
Mobility Manager 
Position (North, 
Northeast Valley)

0 0 0 11.7L.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 36,000               -                     9,000                 45,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
728T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Foothills Caring Corps, 
Inc.: New Freedom 
Operations (Cave 
Creek, Carefree, North 
Phoenix, North 
Scottsdale)

0 0 0 30.09.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 53,743               -                     53,743               107,486             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
719T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

East Valley Adult 
Resources: 1 Raised 
Roof Van w/lift (Apache 
Junction with 
transportation to 
Gilbert and inside 
Maricopa County )

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 53,550               -                     9,450                 63,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.
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TABLE B:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
717T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

CHEEERS (Center for 
Health Empowerment 
Education Employment 
Recovery Services): 1 
Passenger Van, 1 
Minivan w/ramp 
(Maricopa County)

0 0 0 11.13.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 63,100               -                     12,900               76,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
703T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Chandler Gilbert Arc: 
Mobility Manager 
Position (East Valley)

0 0 0 11.7L.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 36,000               -                     9,000                 45,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
706T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Chandler Gilbert Arc: 2 
Cutaway Vans 
(Chandler, Gilbert, 
Mesa, Tempe, Queen 
Creek, Phoenix)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 107,100             -                     18,900               126,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
724T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Central Valley region - 
(Placeholder): Mobility 
Manager Position 
(Central Valley)

0 0 0 11.7L.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 36,000               -                     9,000                 45,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
723T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Central Arizona 
Council On 
Developmental 
Disabilities : 2 Raised 
Roof Vans w/lift, 1 
Passenger Van 
(Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek and east 
Mesa)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 131,100             -                     24,900               156,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
716T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Beatitudes Campus: 1 
Cutaway Van 
(Maricopa County)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 53,550               -                     9,450                 63,000               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.
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TABLE B:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2

MAG Transit 2017 PNP17-
725T 45010 Various (Regionwide)

Arizona Board of 
Regents for/on behalf 
of Northern Arizona 
University: Senior 
Companion Program - 
Door Through Door & 
More Transportation 
(Maricopa County 
including: Chandler, 
Fountain Hills, Gilbert, 
Glendale, Mesa, 
Paradise Valley, 
Phoenix, Scottsdale, 
and Tempe.)

0 0 0 30.09.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 78,465               -                     78,465               156,930             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

MAG Transit 2017 PNP15-
423T 49097 Various (Regionwide)

Developmental 
Enrichment Center: 1 
Wheelchair lift 
replacement 
(Northwest Phoenix 
area) 

0 0 0 11.42.
20 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2015 5,136                 -                     570                    5,706                 
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Phoenix Transit 2016 PHX16-
434T 12809 Citywide

Install bus stop 
improvements (1% 
enhancement)

0 0 0 ----- None ----- Transit 
Bus 5307 2016 475,160             -                     118,790             593,950             

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-
442T 12809 Citywide

Install bus stop 
improvements (1% 
enhancement)

0 0 0 ----- None ----- Transit 
Bus 5307 2017 475,160             -                     118,790             593,950             

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Phoenix Transit 2018 PHX18-
448T 12809 Citywide

Install bus stop 
improvements (1% 
enhancement)

0 0 0 ----- None ----- Transit 
Bus 5307 2018 475,160             -                     118,790             593,950             

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Phoenix Transit 2017 PHX17-
712T 17311 Regionwide

Program 
Administration Funds 
(Regionwide)

0 0 0 11.79.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 299,102             -                     -                     299,102             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

Surprise Transit 2017 SUR17-
401T 40702 Regionwide

Purchase bus: < 30 
foot - 2 Replace (dial-a-
ride)

0 0 0 11.12.
04 None ----- Transit 

Bus 5307 2017 122,400             21,600               -                     144,000             
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2023 VMR14-

105T 49041 I-10 WEST Phoenix

Fixed guideway 
corridor - Phx West - 
Preliminary 
Engineering/FEIS

0 0 0 13.71.
01 TLCP AZ-95-

X027
Transit 

Rail
CMAQ-

Flex 2014 1,456,512         364,128             -                     1,820,640         
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2023 VMR14-

106T 49041 I-10 WEST Phoenix

Fixed guideway 
corridor - Phx West - 
Preliminary 
Engineering 

0 0 0 13.71.
02 TLCP ----- Transit 

Rail
CMAQ-

Flex 2015 1,205,962         301,491             -                     1,507,453         
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.
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TABLE B:  Requested amendments and administrative modifications to the
 FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan1, TIP AMENDMENT #21

TIP Amendment #21 Reviewed By2

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2023 VMR18-

429T 49041 I-10 WEST Phoenix
Fixed guideway 
corridor - Phx West - 
Final Design

0 0 0 ----- TLCP ----- Transit 
Rail

CMAQ-
Flex 2018 6,650,539         1,662,635         -                     8,313,174         

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2018 VMR15-

433T 14195
Main Street/Gilbert Road 
Bus Turn-Around 
(Construct)

Main Street/Gilbert 
Road bus turn-around 
(construct)

0 0 0 ----- TLCP ----- Transit 
Rail 5307 2015 2,519,790         629,948             -                     3,149,738         

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2017 VMR15-

405T 23739 Regionwide Overhaul Brake 
resistors 0 0 0 ----- TLCP ----- Transit 

Rail 5337-FGM 2015 342,076             557,753             -                     899,829             
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2016 VMR12-

915T 13425

Tempe Streetcar: Rio 
Salado Parkway to Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey Lane with 
Downtown Mill Ave/Ash 
Loop 

Sitework 3 0 0 14.04.
40 TLCP ----- Transit 

Rail
5309-New 

Starts 2016 6,808,200         5,591,800         -                     12,400,000       
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2016 VMR14-

107T 13425

Tempe Streetcar: Rio 
Salado Parkway to Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey Lane with 
Downtown Mill Ave/Ash 
Loop 

Vehicle Acquisition 3 0 0 14.04.
40 TLCP ----- Transit 

Rail
5309-New 

Starts 2016 7,467,100         6,132,900         -                     13,600,000       
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2016 VMR16-

403T 13425

Tempe Streetcar: Rio 
Salado Parkway to Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey Lane with 
Downtown Mill Ave/Ash 
Loop 

Professional Services 3 0 0 14.08.
80 TLCP ----- Transit 

Rail
5309-New 

Starts 2016 2,580,500         2,119,500         -                     4,700,000         
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley Metro 
Rail Transit 2018 VMR11-

833T 13425

Tempe Streetcar: Rio 
Salado Parkway to Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey Lane with 
Downtown Mill Ave/Ash 
Loop 

Preliminary 
Engineering/FEIS 3 0 0 13.71.

01 TLCP AZ-95-
X009

Transit 
Rail

CMAQ-
Flex 2011 1,863,893         465,974             -                     2,329,867         

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMT17-

705T NEW Regionwide

Northwest Valley Dial-
A-Ride (Taxi subsidy 
service) (El Mirage, 
Peoria, Sun Cities, 
Surprise, Youngtown, 
and County)

0 0 0 30.09.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 220,044             -                     220,044             440,088             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMT17-

706T NEW Regionwide

East Valley RideChoice 
(Contract service) 
(Chandler, Gilbert, 
Mesa and Tempe)

0 0 0 30.09.
00 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 250,000             -                     250,000             500,000             Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2016 VMT16-

401 27060 Regionwide
Purchase bus: 
standard 40 foot - 1 
replace

0 0 0 11.12.
01 None ----- Transit 

Bus
5307-AVN 

UZA 2016 556,436             98,195               -                     654,630             
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.
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Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMT17-

707T NEW Regionwide Travel Training 0 0 0 30.09.
01 None ----- Transit 

Other 5310-MAG 2016 70,000               -                     17,500               87,500               Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 project.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMR13-

120T 41132 Regionwide
Purchase bus: 
articulated - 2 
replacement (Tempe)

0 0 0 ----- TLCP AZ-54-
0001

Transit 
Bus 5337-FGM 2013 1,467,452         258,962             -                     1,726,414         

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMR14-

391T 19422 Regionwide
Purchase bus:  
articulated - 2 replace 
(Tempe)

0 0 0 ----- None AZ-54-
0005

Transit 
Bus 5337-HI 2014 1,467,452         258,962             -                     1,726,414         

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMT12-

110T 45758 Regionwide

Mobility Management: 
Travel Training 
Program - FY2011 New 
Freedom funding

0 0 0 11.7L.
00 None AZ-57-

X016
Transit 

Bus 5317 2011 103,363             -                     56,888               160,251             
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMT14-

425T 4760 Regionwide Operating:Operating 
Assistance TBD 0 0 0 30.09.

01 None AZ-90-
X133

Transit 
Bus

5307-AVN 
UZA 2014 2,485,518         -                     2,485,518         4,971,036         

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMT14-

101T 36312 Regionwide: Fixed Route Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.

00 None AZ-90-
X131

Transit 
Bus 5307 2014 4,329,488         -                     1,082,372         5,411,860         

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 VMT13-

913TA 28971 Scottsdale Road/Rural 
Road corridor

Bus Rapid Transit right 
of way improvements 
(phase I) Scottsdale 
Rd./Rural Rd. Link

0 0 0 11.32.
02 TLCP AZ-90-

X131
Transit 

Bus 5307 2014 4,884,133         1,221,033         -                     6,105,166         
Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA Transit 2017 TMP14-

101T 6633 Tempe: Fixed Route Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.

00 None AZ-90-
X131

Transit 
Bus 5307 2014 2,638,896         -                     659,724             3,298,620         

Amend: Delete workphase. Project deleted as part 
of development of 2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming process.

Notes

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

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

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

5. Changes are in red font. Deletions are shown in strike through font. 

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

Fiscal 
Year

Est. Date 
Open

Length 
(miles)

Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Reimb. 
Fiscal 
Year

Fund 
Type

Regional 
Reimb. TR

AC
S Notes: RTP ID

VMR20-
102SSTZ 

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

Stations, Stops and 
Terminals

2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ             35,152          581,553                     -           616,705 2016 CMAQ         581,553 --

Amend: New listing. Advance from 
2020 to 2016.

ACI-LRT-10-03

VMR19-
102SSTZ 

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

Stations, Stops and 
Terminals

2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ             12,089          200,000                     -           212,089 2016 CMAQ         200,000 --

Amend: New listing. Advance from 
2020 to 2016. Switch funding 
source from STP-MAG to CMAQ.

ACI-LRT-10-03

VMR20-
102SSTZ2 

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

Stations, Stops and 
Terminals

2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ           106,406      1,760,369                     -       1,866,775 2016 CMAQ     1,760,369 --

Amend: New listing. Advance from 
2020 to 2016. Switch funding 
source from STP-MAG to CMAQ.

ACI-LRT-10-03

VMR31-
102VZ 

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

Vehicles 2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ             41,550          687,394                     -           728,944 2016 CMAQ         687,394 --

Amend: New listing. Advance from 
2020 to 2016.

ACI-LRT-10-03

VMR19-
102GTEZ

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

Guideway and 
Track Elements

2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ           452,455      7,485,345                     -       7,937,800 2016 CMAQ     7,485,345 --

No Change. Inclusion for display 
purposes only.

ACI-LRT-10-03

VMR18-
102PFZ

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

Professional 
Services

2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ           244,301      4,041,678                     -       4,285,979 2016 CMAQ     4,041,678 --

No Change. Inclusion for display 
purposes only.

ACI-LRT-10-03

VMR19-
102RWZ

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

ROW, Land and 
Improvements

2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ             12,090          200,000                     -           212,090 2016 CMAQ         200,000 --

No Change. Inclusion for display 
purposes only.

ACI-LRT-10-03

VMR18-
102SSCZ

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

Sitework and 
Special Conditions

2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ             75,976      1,256,939                     -       1,332,915 2016 CMAQ     1,256,939 --

No Change. Inclusion for display 
purposes only.

ACI-LRT-10-03

VMR21-
102SSCZ

Valley Metro 
Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert Rd 
LRT

Sitework and 
Special Conditions

2016 Dec-18 2.0 4 2 CMAQ             31,192          516,038                     -           547,230 2016 CMAQ         516,038 --

No Change. Inclusion for display 
purposes only.

ACI-LRT-10-03

Maricopa Association of Governments

Table C. ALCP Project Changes to the Fiscal Year 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and the Draft FY 2017 Arterial Life Cycle Program1

ALCP - IN TIP

1. Rows in the report are sorted in order by the following columns: Agency, RTP ID, Project Description, Fiscal Year, and Fund Type. Changes are in red font. 
Deletions are show in strike through font. 
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b;urred and difficult to read. The total am

ount of regional funding did not change.
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evenue Tables

The follow
ing table replaces Table 4 on page 22 of the Transportation Im

provem
ent Program

. The am
ounts listed for row

 totals did 
not sum

 correctly, understating the am
ount of revenue available for the TIP.

The follow
ing table replaces Table 19 on page 45 of the Transportation Im

provem
ent Program

. The am
ounts listed have been 

updated to better reflect operating and m
aintenance costs and revenues and included corrected revenue estim

ates.

P
age 9 of 9



Agenda Item #5I

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:  
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT: 
Update to Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds

SUMMARY: 
The MAG Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds (Guidelines) outlines the
priorities in which Federal Transit Administration funds are utilized for general public transit projects in the
MAG Region.   The original Guidelines document was approved on March 27, 2013.  It has been modified
twice with the latest modification approved on May 27, 2015.  The programming guidelines were developed
under the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) federal surface transportation funding
bill and as the region was recovering from an economic recession.  Updated Federal Legislation and shifting
transit needs under the current economic conditions have created the need to update the Guidelines to better
utilize federal funds for the MAG region.

A summary of the recommended changes to the Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit
Formula Funds, include:
! General reordering and format changes to improve readability are included.
! Section 202: Defines what a Transit Life Cycle Program Bus is. “Buses funded under the Transit

Life Cycle Program include any buses currently in the system as of January 1, 2016.”
! Section 500. Transportation Programming Priorities modifications include:

< Priority 1. Update based on Fixing America's Surface Transportation (FAST) Act
modifications: “Removed MAP 21 reference”

< Priority 2. Fixed the set amount for administration to $40,000 continuously. 
< Priority 3. Fund Preventive Maintenance/Operations/Complementary Americans With

Disabilities Act (ADA) Service for Avondale/Goodyear. TIP years were updated to 2016-
2021.

< Priority 7. Delete “Support the Transit Life Cycle Program (TLCP) regional transit supergrid
service,” duplicates Priority 8.

< Priority 8 becomes 7.
< Priority 9 becomes 8 and is modified to “Fund additional projects through a collaborative

process by assessing regional transit needs, implementing elements of adopted regional
efforts, and meeting regional performance based criteria.”

! Section 700. Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC): Modified to include updated clarified FAST
Act language. Lowers the funding amount to zero to address projected outstanding bus and bus
stop improvements. Funding amount will be evaluated annually for inclusion in the Programming
Guidebook.

! Section 800. Priority 8 Projects are defined as: “Any project request that is not part of Priorities
1 - 7 are addressed through Priority 8. Also included as part of Priority 8 are: 1a) any bus
expansion vehicle; 2b) advancement of replacement vehicles; and/or 3c) change in vehicle types
for replacement vehicles (i.e., 40’ standard to 60’); 4d) cost increases of replacement vehicles due
to special requests related to specs and/or technology that are not part of the standard fleet.”

! Section 802. Regional Transit Survey: Call for projects changes to a needs assessment via
survey, with funding balanced to address near term goals. Supports all planning and program
efforts and eliminates listing of specific studies that may limit eligibility.

! Section 803. Non-TLCP Bus Capital: defined as “Bus expansion purchases will be programmed
for replacement so long as the route remains in service.  Any discontinuation or significant change



in service will require the agency work through the Transit Service and Performance
Measures/Short Range Transit Priorities and competitive process.  These buses remain outside
the Transit Life Cycle Program.”

! Sections 1000, 1001, 1002 were added that mirror the MAG highway section policies included in
the MAG Federal Fund Programming Guidelines approved on June 24, 2015. Requires agencies
to submit a commitment letter, verify that the local funds are in place, and develop a schedule to
demonstrate when the milestones for the project will occur. Additionally, this allows for a one-time
project deferral and an appeal process.

! Glossary of Terms: Updated based on FAST Act.

Please refer to attached materials for the Draft Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit
Formula Funds that include the above listed modifications.

PUBLIC INPUT: 
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The recommended updates reflect the current transit needs of the region and create a more
collaborative planning and programming process.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: None.

POLICY: The Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds guidelines are being
updated to meet the requirements of the Fixing America's Surface Transportation (FAST) Act.

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of the updates to the Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:  
On June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of the updates to the Regional
Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal Co.
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski, ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa Co.
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley Metro/RPTA



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

The update to Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds was recommended for
approval at the May 26, 2016, MAG Transportation Review Committee meeting.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: David Janover
ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Mike Kies
Apache Junction: Shane Kiesow for Giao 
Pham
Buckeye: Jose Heredia for Scott Lowe

* Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
Chandler: R.J. Zeder for Dan Cook
El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum

* Florence: Jess Knudson
* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
Glendale: Debbie Albert, Vice Chair
Goodyear: Rebecca Zook

* Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
Maricopa County: Jennifer Toth
Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler

* Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
Peoria: Andrew Granger
Phoenix: Ray Dovalina

# Pinal County: Louis Andersen
Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef

# Scottsdale: Todd Taylor for Paul Basha
Surprise: Mike Gent
Tempe: Robert Yabes for Shelly Seyler
Valley Metro: John Farry

* Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Chris Hauser, El Mirage
* ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, Phoenix
# FHWA: Ed Stillings 

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Jim Hash,
Mesa

* Transportation Safety Committee: Dana
Alvidrez, Chandler

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

On May 17, 2016, the MAG Transit Committee voted to recommend approval of the update to the MAG
Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
ADOT: Jaclyn Birley for Mike Normand

  Avondale: Kristen Taylor, Vice Chair
# Buckeye: Andrea Marquez
  Chandler: Jason Crampton for RJ Zeder
# El Mirage: Jose Macias
* Gila River Indian Community, Vacant
# Gilbert: Kristin Myers
  Glendale: Kevin Link for Debbie Albert
# Goodyear: Christine McMurdy
# Maricopa: David Maestas
  Maricopa County DOT: Reed Kempton  
# Mesa: Jodi Sorrell 

Paradise Valley: Jeremy Knapp
  Peoria: Stuart Kent 
  Phoenix: Ken Kessler for Maria Hyatt, Chair
  Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef
  Scottsdale: Gregory P. Davies for 
    Madeline Clemann
  Surprise: Martín Lucero
  Tempe: Robert Yabes
* Tolleson: Vacant
  Valley Metro: Wulf Grote 
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
 # Participated (or attended) by teleconference + Participated (or attended) by videoconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Alice Chen, Transportation Planner III (602) 254-6300.
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 GUIDING PRINCIPLES 100.
1. The MAG Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) formula 

funds shall comply with all federal laws.  The Guidelines will be reviewed and updated for 
compliance as new state and federal laws are adopted, or as deemed necessary by Regional 
Council. 

The MAG Regional Programming Guidelines for FTA formula funds will incorporate policy 
direction, as appropriate, from Regional Council approved MAG Transportation Plans. 

The MAG Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds and changes to 
the Guidelines will be approved through the MAG Committee Process including the Transit 
Committee, the Transportation Review Committee, the Management Committee, the 
Transportation Policy Committee, and the Regional Council.  Please see Appendix A: MAG 
Committee Structure Chart. 

The MAG Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds, including  5307, 
JARC, 5340, 5337-FGM, 5337-HI Bus, 5339(d)(2), CMAQ, STP-AZ, are applicable to federal 
formula funds received from the Federal Transit Administration, and flexed Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds from the Arizona 
Department of Transportation (ADOT).   

The MAG Regional Programming Guidelines for FTA formula funds will abide by federal guidance 
regarding federal and local shares depending on funding and project type.   

FTA formula funds will be used within the period of apportionment.  Funds flexed from FHWA, 
have an extended period of availability, however due to the deficit at the federal level, it is the 
region’s goal to follow the same guidelines as FTA formula apportionments and program them 
within the appropriate years.  

Transit operators and recipients of federal funds are required to work with MAG and the City of 
Phoenix, the designated grant recipient, to submit information for the Transit Service Inventory 
Report/ Transit Asset Management Plan. The information is necessary to make informed 
programming decisions for a comprehensive, coordinated, transparent, data driven process. 

It is recognized that the Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA) is the agency 
designated to manage the Transit Life Cycle Program (TLCP). 
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 PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION SUPPORTED BY THE REGION 200.
TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

201. Regional Transportation Plan 
The MAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) that was approved in 2003 established the Transit 
Life Cycle Program (TLCP) that is supported by the regional half-cent sales tax/public 
transportation fund (PTF), federal funds from transit formula accounts, farebox receipts, transit 
discretionary awards, and ‘flexed’ highway funds from Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) 
and state Surface Transportation Program (STP-AZ).  Since the initial approval, the RTP has been 
updated several times. 

202. Transit Life Cycle Program  
The TLCP is a 20 year (2006-2026) program that includes: 

• Fleet replacement for all transit services – State of Good Repair Program: rural, 
local, regional, Express, RAPID, Bus Rapid Transit, vanpools, and dial-a-
ride/paratransit).  Buses funded under the Transit Life Cycle Program include any 
buses currently in the system as of January 1, 2016.   

• Construction and acquisition of high capacity and light rail transit corridors, 
including associated park and rides, transit centers, maintenance facility upgrades 
and vehicles. 

• Regional transit expansion program: Expansion of regional public transportation 
service including capital, procurement, and operations. 

• Regional Park and Rides identified from the 2000 Regional Park and Ride Study.  
Please note, locations and scopes may have been modified since 2000; no additional 
regional park and rides have been added. 

• Regional Transit Centers as identified in the 2003 RTP.  Please note, locations and 
scopes may have been modified since 2003; no additional regional transit centers 
have been added. 

• Regional operations and maintenance facilities to support an expanded regional 
transit system, including new and upgraded bus facilities, paratransit facilities, rural 
and vanpool facilities. 

• Local routes that are identified to turn into supergrid routes in the TLCP. Refer to 
the latest version of the TLCP for route detail. 

• ADA service, which is the service required by the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA) for all areas within ¾ mile of a fixed route; and alternative transportation 
services for ADA certified passengers. 

• Bus stop improvements Safety and Security 
• Intelligent Transportation System projects including fare collection and 

communication systems 
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The TLCP does not include: 

• Operations for local routes 
• Operations for light rail or other high capacity fixed guideway modes 
• Operations for vanpool services 
• Operations for non-ADA paratransit or alternative transportation services 
• Preventive maintenance 
• Expansion of local public transportation since 2003, including fleet purchase, 

replacements, and operations 
• Expansion of non-ADA paratransit/dial-a-ride service since 2003, including fleet 

purchase, replacements, and operations 
• Bike/Ped connections 

 PROGRAMMING PROJECTS FOR A NEW MAG TRANSPORTATION 300.
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM  

Through the MAG Committee process starting at the MAG Transit Committee, MAG programs 
transit projects to be funded with federal funds via the MAG Transportation Improvement 
Program while working cooperatively with MAG member agencies, the designated grant 
recipient (City of Phoenix), and the transit operators in the region: City of Phoenix, Regional 
Public Transportation Authority (RPTA), Valley Metro Rail (METRO), City of Glendale, City of 
Tempe, City of Scottsdale, and the City of Peoria.  The MAG TIP and RTP are updated biennially.   

Please see for Appendix B for a typical schedule. 

1. The Transit Life Cycle Program (TLCP) is updated annually and the projects are programmed 
using federal and Public Transportation Funds (PTF).  The program is updated as a 
coordinated effort between RPTA and METRO, working with the member agencies in the 
region.  It reflects the principles and goals as stated in the Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) and plans for funding of regional routes, capital projects and bus replacements 
according to its stated guiding principles.    

When developing a new TIP and an RTP, MAG/City of Phoenix will work with member agencies 
and collect information that goes into the Transit Service Inventory Report/Transit Asset 
Management Plan.   This information will be made available at the beginning of the fiscal year 
when programming a new TIP and RTP. 

When developing a new TIP and an RTP, RPTA will submit a project list from the TLCP to MAG. 

MAG will take the information from the Transit Service Inventory Report/Transit Asset 
Management Plan, the project list from the TLCP.  A draft listing of projects will be produced and 
reviewed with the MAG Transit Committee.   Based on estimate funding levels of federal funds 
and the draft listings of projects, a calculation will be made to determine funding available for 
the Regional Competitive Evaluation Process, Section 700. 
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If funding is available for the Regional Competitive Evaluation Process (Section 700), that 
process will move forward. 

Projects that are classified as TIP amendments that modify the work scope of a project, must be 
first approved by the modal technical committee (e.g. Street, Bicycle-Pedestrian, ITS, Safety, 
Transit) from which the project was first programmed and then proceed through an approval 
process that includes the Transportation Review Committee, the Management Committee, the 
Transportation Policy Committee and the Regional Council. All other TIP amendments and 
Administrative Modifications will begin the approval process at the Transportation Review 
Committee and include the policy committees as listed above Project changes that are classified 
as clerical corrections do not require additional approval actions. 

 TRANSIT PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 400.
The Transit Program of Projects is a list of transit projects for a given fiscal year, that is 
reconciled with the actual Federal apportionments and allocations that are approved by 
Congress.  The schedule for MAG to move forward with a Transit Program of Projects is 
dependent on Congressional action.  Please Appendix B. 

 TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMMING PRIORITIES 500.
1. Provide services and improvements as required by law 

2. Provide funding for support services for grant management to the designated recipient, the 
City of Phoenix.   

3. Fund Preventive Maintenance/Operations/Complementary ADA Service. 

• Preventive maintenance funding for the Phoenix-Mesa-Glendale UZA would be 
distributed based on approved methodology outlined in Section 400.  The baseline 
funding would be 25% of 5307 funds. 

• Avondale/Goodyear UZA would receive operations funding in line with 2012 for the 
FY TIP years 2014-2018.   

4. Fund the Job Access Reverse Commute program using the process outlined in Section 703 
Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC).  

5. Support the Transit Life Cycle Program (TLCP) capital bus program 

6. Support the TLCP capital facility program 

7. Support the other TLCP projects as the program is updated. 

8. Fund additional projects based through a collaborative process by assessing regional transit 
needs, implementing elements of adopted regional efforts, and meeting regional 
performance based criteria.  For additional information see 800. 
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 PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE DISTRIBUTION METHODOLOGY 600.
FOR 5307 FORMULA FUNDS 

On May 25, 2011, the MAG Regional Council approved the current methodology for 
programming Preventive Maintenance (PM) for the MAG region.   This methodology is applied 
for FY2012 and beyond, and is done so ‘phasing out’ of the old methodology between FY2012 
and FY2014. 

1. The preventive maintenance distribution methodology first distributes the amounts 
between the bus and rail program based on operating expense, then distributes funds for 
bus operators based on a combination of passenger and vehicle revenue miles.  Passenger 
miles are weighted by 10 percent and vehicle revenue miles are weighted by 90 percent.  
The distribution methodology is updated annually using the most recent NTD published 
data.   

Federal funds for preventive maintenance for fiscal years 2012-2015 will be distributed based on 
a ‘phase out’ approach and use the May 25, 2011 approved preventive maintenance distribution 
methodology.  Beginning in FY2012 the allocations, as identified in the adopted July 2010 
FY2011-2015 MAG TIP for each operating agency, will be reduced by 25 percent each year, and 
an additional 25 percent for each subsequent year (50 percent reduction in 2013, 75 percent 
reduction in 2014), the remaining federal funds will be distributed using the new methodology.  
Beginning in FY2015, and continuing in the future, PM funds will be completely distributed 
under the new methodology.   

Transit Operators Eligible for Operating Assistance in Large Urbanized Areas may choose utilize 
Operating Assistance in lieu of Preventive Maintenance.1  This option does not change the 
agency’s allocation or the regional allocation formula for Preventive Maintenance. 

Transit Operator will need to exhaust all Preventive Maintenances has exhausted may choose to 
utilize Operating Assistance for Complementary ADA Service in lieu of Preventive Maintenance. 
This option does not change the agency’s allocation or the regional allocation formula for 
Preventive Maintenance. 

1 Eligible operators are public entities that operate fixed route bus service with 100 or fewer 
buses in maximum peak hour service, and that operate transit service in a large urbanized area.   
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 JOB ACCESS REVERSE COMMUTE (JARC) 700.
Under SAFTEA-LU, the MAG region was allocated $1.8 million in FY 2012 specifically for JARC 
eligible projects.  With the passage of MAP-21, JARC dedicated funding was repealed. However, 
JARC projects are eligible under 5307 formula funds.  Under the FAST-Act, provisions and 
eligibility for JARC remain unchanged. 

JARC eligibility includes private and public agencies, operations and capital projects under MAP-
21 do not have to be derived from the Human Service Coordination Plan.  FTA encourages 
MPO’s and recipients to continue the coordinated planning process in identifying and 
developing projects for funding.  The plan is updated annually and can be found on the MAG 
website.     

MAG will lead the JARC evaluation process coordinating with the MAG Transit Committee and 
MAG Human Services Division. Applications would be a coordinated effort between MAG Transit 
Committee and MAG Human Services Division with final approval from MAG Regional Council. 

The MAG Region will, through the Transportation Programming Guidebook, determine a sub-
allocation toward JARC eligible activities in the MAG Planning region. Funding emphasis will be 
for non-profit organizations and other activities that fulfill the “spirit” of the program.  Funding 
amounts and the future of the program will be reviewed annually/biannually or during TIP 
development cycles 

In the event there are unutilized JARC funds, the balance will be distributed as Preventive 
Maintenance utilizing the existing methodology. 

 

 “PRIORITY 8” PROJECTS (PHOENIX-MESA UZA) 800.
Any project request that is not part of Priorities 1 - 7 are addressed through Priority 8. Also 
included as part of Priority 8 are: a) any bus expansion vehicle, b) advancement of replacement 
vehicles, and/or c) change in vehicle types for replacement vehicles (i.e. 40’ standard to 60’), d) 
cost increases of replacement vehicles due to special requests related to specs and/or 
technology that is not part of the standard fleet. 

801. REGIONAL COMPETITIVE EVALUATION PROCESS 
The Phoenix-Mesa-Glendale UZA will conduct a Regional Competitive Evaluation Process to 
program remaining Federal Transit Funds.  The process will be initiated every two year, 
consistent with the Regional Transportation Improvement Programming (TIP) cycle or as 
necessary, per the recommendation of the Transit Committee.  The application will be made 
available on the MAG website. 
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The Transit Committee may request a Competitive Evaluation Process during the non-TIP 
Programming years; however, it is recommended that the process is not conducted more than 
once a year. In the event it is necessary to program a balance of funds subject to FTA obligation 
and/or utilization deadlines, the Committee may recommend:  

1. Funding additional projects submitted during the evaluation process but not initially chosen; 

2. Increasing funding of awarded projects;  

3. Allocating additional resources to regional Preventive Maintenance; 

4. Other options subject to MAG Regional Council Approval. 

802. REGIONAL TRANSIT SURVEY  
In lieu of a Competitive Process, the Transit Committee may elect to request that MAG conduct 
a Regional Survey to access the needs of the region and fund projects under Priority 8 and 
through a collaborative discussion at the Transit Committee. The process will be initiated every 
two year, consistent with the Regional Transportation Improvement Programming (TIP) cycle or 
as necessary, per the recommendation of the Transit Committee. 

The process will focus funding implementation of on-going and existing regional planning efforts 
at Valley Metro and MAG. 

803. NON-TLCP BUS CAPITAL  
Bus expansion purchases will be programmed for replacement so long as the route remains in 
service.  Any discontinuation or significant change in service will require the agency work 
through the TSPM/SRTP and competitive process.  These buses remain outside the Transit Life 
Cycle Program. 

 AVONDALE-GOODYEAR UZA 900.
The utilization of Avondale-Goodyear (AVN-GDY) UZA Federal Transit Funds will be discussed 
during working group meetings comprising members of the AVN-GDY UZA.  The interested 
members will conduct a sub-regional discussion with general guidelines and adhering to Arizona 
Open Meeting Laws under A.R.S. § 38-431.  Recommendations from the working group would 
be reviewed by the Transit Committee and forwarded to MAG Regional Council for approval.  
Additional guidelines may be evaluated and established as the UZA’s Transit planning and 
network becomes more established. 
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 PROGRAMMING OF TRANSIT FEDERALLY FUNDED NON-TLCP 1000.
PROJECTS 

Applies to Non-TLCP projects. 

a. Before federal funds may be programmed within the next two fiscal years of the TIP, the 
lead agency must develop a project work schedule that demonstrates a reasonable 
expectation of project implementation. The timeline should be consistent with the standard 
development timeline of federally funded projects of similar complexity. 

b. Submit a commitment letter signed by the Lead Agency (City/County/Town/Community/ 
RPTA) manager or designee and copies of the current draft of the agency’s CIP that 
demonstrate local funding for the project.  

1001. PROJECT DEFERRALS 
a. Type of action. Project deferrals are TIP amendments. 

b. First time deferrals. Agencies may defer a project one time without justification. The year to 
be deferred to will be determined in coordination with MAG staff and will be based on the 
availability of federal funding in the year to be programmed, the status of the project  and 
the minimum time needed to complete the project. Typically this will not exceed two years. 

c. If the project has already submitted a commitment letter and project schedule, an updated 
commitment letter and project schedule will be required in order to defer a project. 

d. Approval actions for first time deferrals. The Approval of a fist time deferral will begin at 
the Transportation Review Committee and will include the Management Committee, the 
Transportation Policy Committee and the Regional Council. 

e. Additional deferrals. Additional deferrals require the successful completion of the approval 
process identified in appeals process. 

1002. PROJECT APPEALS PROCESS 
a. Purpose.  The purpose of the appeals process is to provide project sponsors with the 

opportunity to halt the deletion of projects or in cases where the project has previously 
been deferred, to request a second deferral for the project. 

b. Appeals request. To request an appeal, the project sponsor must send an e-mail or provide 
other written notice to MAG staff. 
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c. Appeals Schedule. Beginning at the modal technical committee from which the project 
originated and proceeding through the Transportation Review Committee, the Management 
Committee and the Regional Council, the project sponsor will provide a presentation and 
written documentation supporting their appeals request. The hearing committees will then 
engage in a question and answer session with the project sponsor and take action on 
whether to approve or disapprove the request. A written record on the question and answer 
session, as well as the action of the committee, will be provided to all subsequent 
committees hearing the appeal. 

d. Presentation Requirements. The presentation will be provided by the member agency staff 
and will accomplish the following: 

i. Identification and explanation of specific problems or issues beyond the control of the 
agency other than financial issues that have caused the delay (e.g. the actions of outside 
actors), failure to achieve a required milestone or need to defer the project. 

ii. Demonstration of financial commitment (e.g. staff time, funds) by the agency to develop 
the project prior to the rescheduling or deletion decision. 

iii. A revised schedule and plan that addresses the specific issues identified. 

iv. If a project has been previously deferred, demonstration that the previous cause of 
delay has been addressed and/or explanation of why the revised approach will address 
the problem causing the delay. 

e. “Beyond the control of the agency”.  For the purpose of the hearing the phrase “beyond 
the control of the agency” refers to actions for which a project sponsor does not have 
decision making authority – e.g. the actions of third parties such as utility companies, 
railroads, property owners, the courts, other governmental agencies; and reviewing 
agencies who may fail to provide timely reviews and approvals. Actions also not under the 
control of a sponsor also include issues that could not have been reasonably anticipated 
when the project was initiated such as the discovery archaeological artifacts, hazardous 
materials, or impacts to endangered or threatened species in areas where none of these 
issues had been encountered or known to exist previously. 

Actions within the control of a sponsoring agency may not be used to justify an appeal. 
These include the allocation of funding and staff time, project management, scheduling 
decisions, and the coordination of the project with other projects in the agency’s boundaries 
such as developer or other agency projects. 
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APPENDIX B:  MAG DRAFT SMOOTHED URBANIZED AREA 
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APPENDIX C: TRANSIT PROGRAMMING CYCLE 

Transit Programming Process 

Typical Schedule 

2012 

June Send Transit Service Inventory/Transit Asset Management Plan workbook to 
agencies and transit operators. 

August DUE DATE for Transit Service Inventory Workbook/Transit Asset Management 
Plan submittal  

September MAG Transit Committee 

October 
Transit Service Inventory Report Available 

TLCP project listing and funding are submitted to MAG. 

November MAG conducts analysis of TLCP funding requirements, baseline Preventive 
Maintenance funding and available funds for regionally competitive projects. 

December MAG Committees as need 

2013 

January  MAG Committees as need 

February MAG Transit Committee – Regional competitive process initiated 

March 

Potential projects qualifying information and applications due  

MAG Transit Committee reviews initial submittals 

Applications sent to evaluation committee  

April 
Committee provides initial ranking to MAG 

Committee meets to evaluation project during interview process 

May 
Transit Committee to review and recommend projects 

MAG TRC, TPC, Management, RC for approval 

June MAG Committees as need, public input 

July MAG Committees as need, public input 

August MAG TIP and RTP Approved 
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APPENDIX D: APPLICANT RESOURCES 

Census 2010 – For data related to Census 2010: http://2010.census.gov/2010census/# 

Human Services Coordination Plan – Federal legislation requires applicants who receive federal funding to 
comply with a locally derived plan. A prioritized list of strategies is developed to improve efficiencies in service 
delivery. It is the goal of every plan to coordinate and collaborate on resources to help the most vulnerable in 
our region move throughout the community.  The plan may be found here: 
http://www.azmag.gov/Documents/EaPWD_2012-05-01_Final-FY2013-Human-Services-Coordination-
Transportation-Plan.pdf 

Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC) – The Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) program was established 
to address the unique transportation challenges faced by welfare recipients and low-income persons seeking 
to obtain and maintain employment. Many new entry-level jobs are located in suburban areas, and low-
income individuals have difficulty accessing these jobs from their inner city, urban, or rural neighborhoods. In 
addition, many entry level-jobs require working late at night or on weekends when conventional transit 
services are either reduced or non-existent. Finally, many employment related-trips are complex and involve 
multiple destinations including reaching childcare facilities or other services.  JARC circular may be found here: 
http://www.fta.dot.gov/13093_7172.html 

MAG- 21 – Updates to MAP-21 as provided by the Federal Administration can be found here: 
http://www.fta.dot.gov/map21/ 

MAG Population Data – Data for project application must be from documented sources.  Population data not 
available from Census 2010 may be requested from MAG Information services.  Assistance may be provided to 
applicants without GIS capabilities. http://azmag.gov/Information_Services/default.asp 

MAG Transit Committee – For upcoming agenda items and additional resources, view the MAG transit 
committee web site: http://www.azmag.gov/Committees/Committee.asp?CMSID=1162 

MAG Transportation Improvement Program – 
http://www.azmag.gov/Projects/Project.asp?CMSID2=1140&MID=Transportation 

MAG Urbanized Areas – To view the draft maps of the smoothed Urbanized Areas: 
http://www.azmag.gov/Documents/TIP_2012-12-04_Smoothed-Boundaries-for-Urban-Areas-2000-and-Draft-
2010.pdf 

Transit Operators Eligible for Operating Assistance – Eligible operators are public entities that operate fixed 
route bus service with 100 or fewer buses in maximum peak hour service, and that operate transit service in a 
large urbanized area. This provision does not affect the continued availability of operating assistance for public 
transportation operators in urbanized areas with populations between 50,000 and 199,999.  The list may be 
found here: http://www.fta.dot.gov/documents/Table_3-A_Revised_12-7-12.xlsx 

iv 

http://2010.census.gov/2010census/
http://www.azmag.gov/Documents/EaPWD_2012-05-01_Final-FY2013-Human-Services-Coordination-Transportation-Plan.pdf
http://www.azmag.gov/Documents/EaPWD_2012-05-01_Final-FY2013-Human-Services-Coordination-Transportation-Plan.pdf
http://www.fta.dot.gov/13093_7172.html
http://www.fta.dot.gov/map21/
http://azmag.gov/Information_Services/default.asp
http://www.azmag.gov/Committees/Committee.asp?CMSID=1162
http://www.azmag.gov/Projects/Project.asp?CMSID2=1140&MID=Transportation
http://www.azmag.gov/Documents/TIP_2012-12-04_Smoothed-Boundaries-for-Urban-Areas-2000-and-Draft-2010.pdf
http://www.azmag.gov/Documents/TIP_2012-12-04_Smoothed-Boundaries-for-Urban-Areas-2000-and-Draft-2010.pdf
http://www.fta.dot.gov/documents/Table_3-A_Revised_12-7-12.xlsx
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APPENDIX E: GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

A.R.S. § 38-431 – Arizona Revised Statute pertaining to Public Meetings and Proceedings.  

Applicant/Designated Recipient (for this application only) – The organization or entity submitting a grant 
application to the FTA on behalf of the subrecipient. The City of Phoenix is the “Applicant” to the FTA and the 
designated recipient of the awarded funds.  

Asset Management – A system that includes functionality for:   

1. Storing a complete asset inventory; 

Recording condition and performance data for the inventory; 

Identifying deficiencies in existing assets; 

Providing decision support capability for predicting future conditions and needs; 

Tracking data on work accomplishments, including maintenance actions and capital projects; and 

Supporting monitoring and reporting. 

Competitive Selection Process – A process to choose which projects will be funded. The process is conducted 
by the Maricopa Association of Governments, in coordination with member agencies in the Transit Committee 
and working with City of the Phoenix, the designate grant recipient.  

Designated Recipient  – Any local or state agency applying for and receiving grant funds directly from and 
authorized by FTA. City of Phoenix is the designated recipient for Section 5307, 5337, 5339, 5309, STP-AZ and 
CMAQ funds.   

FAST Act - On December 4, 2015, President Obama signed the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) 
Act (Pub. L. No. 114-94) into law—the first federal law in over a decade to provide long-term funding certainty 
for surface transportation infrastructure planning and investment. The FAST Act authorizes $305 billion over 
fiscal years 2016 through 2020 for highway, highway and motor vehicle safety, public transportation, motor 
carrier safety, hazardous materials safety, rail, and research, technology, and statistics programs. 

Federal Share – amount of funds being requested as part of the grant application. 

FTA – Federal Transit Administration, the implementing agency of the US Department of Transportation for all 
federal transit programs. 

Local Share – the amount of funds the sponsoring local agencies will invest in the project. 

MPO – Metropolitan Planning Organization – a regional planning agency representing a predominately urban 
area, encompassing all or part of a county.  MAG is the regional MPO.  

MAP-21 - Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21).  On July 6, 2012 President Obama 
signed into law a new two-year transportation authorization, entitled Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 
Century (MAP-21). The new law authorizes $10.6 billion in FY 2013 and $10.7 billion in FY 2014 for public 
transportation. MAP-21 will take effect on October 1, 2012. Until then, FTA will continue to manage agency 
programs under existing law (SAFETEA-LU), which expires on September 30, 2012. 

v 
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Subrecipient (For this application) – Any recipient of grants or grant funding from the designated recipient 
which originated with a federal agency (e.g., FTA). Generally, a subrecipient is the applicant selected by the 
designated recipient to receive funding for their project.   

State of Good Repair – Projects that emphasizes one or more of the following concepts: 

1. Maintaining rolling stock and infrastructure as needed;         

Performing maintenance, repair, rehabilitation and renewal; and/or 

Reducing or eliminating an agency’s backlog of unmet capital needs. 

Transit Accessibility – Projects that aim to improve accessibility to transit for bicyclists, pedestrians and other 
non-motorized users.  Examples may include bus stop improvements, sidewalk, safety, lighting, shading, and 
information.  

Eligible operators are public entities that operate fixed route bus service with 100 or fewer buses in maximum 
peak hour service, and that operate transit service in a large urbanized area. This provision does not affect the 
continued availability of operating assistance for public transportation operators in urbanized areas with 
populations between 50,000 and 199,999. 

 

vi 



Agenda Item #5J

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:  
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT: 
Draft Fiscal Year 2017 Arterial Life Cycle Program

SUMMARY:  
A.R.S. 28-6352 (B) requires MAG to develop a budgeting process that ensures 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 81 of the original 94 Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) arterial projects and maintains the fiscal constraint of the life cycle program over the remainder
of the 20-year sales tax.  The projects follow the priorities established in the RTP.  In some cases, projects
are advanced, deleted, deferred, exchanged, or substituted per the ALCP Policies and Procedures
(Policies).  Every year, the program is updated based on new revenue forecasts and changes to project
schedules. 

In early January, MAG distributed ALCP project workbooks to each lead agency to update and/or verify
their project schedules and costs. The information that was returned by each lead agency was used to
generate MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) listings included as part of the Draft Fiscal Year
(FY) 2017-2021 MAG TIP.  The TIP listings also include proposed changes to five projects programmed
in the ALCP. In accordance with the Policies, specific proposed changes must be recommended by the
MAG Street Committee before the changes may be included in the draft ALCP. The MAG Street
Committee heard proposed project changes to the draft FY 2017 ALCP on January 12, 2016 and February
9, 2016. These changes included:

• Replace the Val Vista Drive: Southern Avenue to University Drive project with Baseline
Road: 24th Street to Consolidated Canal (January 12, 2016 Street Committee)

• Expansion in scope of the Southern Avenue at Higley Road intersection improvement
project to a corridor improvement project on Southern Avenue from Greenfield Road to
Higley Road (February 9, 2016 Street Committee)

• Expansion in scope of the Southern Avenue at Lindsay Road intersection improvement
project to a corridor improvement project on Southern Avenue from Gilbert Road to Val
Vista Drive (February 9, 2016 Street Committee)

• Expansion in scope of the University Drive: Higley Road to Hawes Road project to
University Drive: Higley Road to 88th Street (February 9, 2016 Street Committee)

• Expansion in scope of the Val Vista Drive: Baseline Road to Southern Avenue project to Val
Vista Drive: Baseline Road to Pueblo Avenue

The above projects also underwent an analysis using the ALCP Project Change Tool. With the exception
of the University Drive: Higley Road to 88th Street project, all proposed changes received a higher ALCP
Project Change score than the original projects.

The information that was returned by each lead agency in the project workbook was also used as the basis
for reimbursement advancements and deferrals. Programmed reimbursements were adjusted if the work
was deferred beyond the programmed reimbursement year. Further, programmed reimbursements were
deferred in accordance with the programming principles set forth in the draft Policies. As a result of the



deferrals,  reimbursements were advanced consistent with the priorities identified in the draft Policies and
project readiness. 

The ALCP is funded from the half-cent sales tax, also known as  the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF),
and federal transportation revenues. The last RARF forecast, released by the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) in the fall of 2015, indicated a 4.89 percent increase in program revenues over the
previous year’s forecast. The projection of federal revenue into the program also increased under the new
federal transportation authorization act, Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act). The total
increase in federal revenue into the program is projected at 6.15 percent over last year’s forecast.

The increase in forecasted RARF and federal revenues has resulted in a program surplus totaling $20.3
million. Due to the small surplus, the draft FY 2017 ALCP continues the temporary elimination of program
inflation and bonding.

Please refer to the enclosed draft FY 2017 ALCP Workbook and copies of the proposed project change
requests. TIP listings have been included as part of the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program agenda item.

PUBLIC INPUT: 
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2017 ALCP meets the legal requirement of MAG for the arterial street
component of the RTP. If the proposed Draft FY 2017 ALCP is approved, it will allow jurisdictions and MAG
to complete Project Overviews, enter into Project Agreements and allow Lead Agencies to receive regional
reimbursements for FY 2017 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 $1.616 billion. This information also will be reflected in the MAG Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP
and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.

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

ACTION NEEDED: 
Approval of the Draft FY 2017 Arterial Life Cycle Program, amendments and modifications to the 2035
Regional Transportation Plan, and inclusion into the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item is on the June 15, 2016, Transportation Policy Committee agenda.  An update will be provided
on action taken by the Committee. 

On June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of the draft FY 2017 Arterial
Life Cycle Program, amendments and modifications to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan, and
inclusion into the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
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Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa

Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

On May 26, 2016, the MAG Transportation Review Committee recommended approval of the draft FY
2017 Arterial Life Cycle Program, amendments and modifications to the 2035 Regional Transportation
Plan, and inclusion into the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: David Janover
ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Mike Kies
Apache Junction: Shane Kiesow for Giao 
Pham
Buckeye: Jose Heredia for Scott Lowe

* Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
Chandler: R.J. Zeder for Dan Cook
El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum

* Florence: Jess Knudson
* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
Glendale: Debbie Albert, Vice Chair
Goodyear: Rebecca Zook

* Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
Maricopa County: Jennifer Toth
Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler

* Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
Peoria: Andrew Granger
Phoenix: Ray Dovalina

# Pinal County: Louis Andersen
Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef

# Scottsdale: Todd Taylor for Paul Basha
Surprise: Mike Gent
Tempe: Robert Yabes for Shelly Seyler
Valley Metro: John Farry

* Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Chris Hauser, El Mirage
* ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, Phoenix
# FHWA: Ed Stillings 

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Jim Hash,
  Mesa

* Transportation Safety Committee: 
  Dana Alvidrez, Chandler

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.    + Attended by Videoconference
# Attended by Audioconference
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On May 10, 2016, the MAG Street Committee reviewed the draft FY 2017 Arterial Life Cycle Program –
Reimbursement Listings.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Chris Hauser,  El Mirage,, Chair
Susan Anderson for Eric Boyles, ADOT
Emile Schmid, Apache Junction
David Janover, Avondale

* Jose Heredia, Buckeye
Kevin Lair, Chandler
Aryan Lirange, FHWA
Jess Knudson for Wayne Costa, Florence
Tim Oliver, Gila River Indian Community
Ken Morgan, Gilbert

# Patrick Sage, Glendale
* Hugh Bigalk, Goodyear
* Bill Fay, City of Maricopa
# Maria Angelica Deeb, Mesa

Robert Woodring, Maricopa  County
Mike Gillespie, Litchfield Park

* James Shano, Paradise Valley
Kini Knudson, Vice Chair, Phoenix

   Angeline To for Scott Bender, Pinal County
Ben Wilson, Peoria

* Janet Martin, Queen Creek
# Jennifer Jack, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
      Indian Community

Andrew Merkley for Phil Kercher, Scottsdale
Dana Owsiany, Surprise
German Piedrahita, Tempe
Jamie McCracken, Tolleson

# Grant Anderson, Youngtown

* Members neither present nor represented by Proxy          # Members attending by phone
@Ex-officio member, non voting member

On February 9, 2016, the MAG Street Committee recommended to include proposed project changes to
the Southern Avenue at Higley Road, Southern Avenue at Lindsay Road, University Drive: Higley Road
to Hawes Road, and Val Vista Drive: Baseline Road to Southern Avenue projects in the draft Fiscal Year
2017 ALCP.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Chris Hauser, El Mirage, Chair
Eric Boyles for Susan Anderson, ADOT
Emile Schmid, Apache Junction
David Janover, Avondale

* Jose Heredia, Buckeye
Kevin Lair, Chandler

@Ed Stillings for Aryan Lirange, FHWA
* Wayne Costa, Florence

Gregory McDowell for Tim Oliver, Gila            
River Indian Community
Ken Morgan, Gilbert
Patrick Sage, Glendale

* Hugh Bigalk, Goodyear
* Bill Fay, City of Maricopa

Maria Angelica Deeb, Mesa

Robert Woodring, Maricopa  County
Mike Gillespie, Litchfield Park

* James Shano, Paradise Valley
Jenny Grote, Phoenix
John Kraft for Scott Bender, Pinal County
Ben Wilson, Peoria

* Janet Martin, Queen Creek
Jennifer Jack, Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
  Indian Community
Andrew Merkley for Phil Kercher, Scottsdale
Dana Owsiany, Surprise
German Piedrahita, Tempe

# Jamie McCracken, Tolleson
# Grant Anderson, Youngtown

* Members neither present nor represented by Proxy          # Members attending by phone
@Ex-officio member, non voting member

On January 12, 2016, the MAG Street Committee recommended to include a proposed project change to
the Val Vista Drive: Southern Avenue to University Drive project in the draft Fiscal Year 2017 ALCP.
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MEMBERS ATTENDING
Chris Hauser, El Mirage, Chair
Eric Boyles for Susan Anderson, ADOT
Emile Schmid, Apache Junction
David Janover, Avondale
Jose Heredia, Buckeye
Kevin Lair, Chandler

@Tom Deitering for Aryan Lirange, FHWA
* Wayne Costa, Florence

Tim Oliver, Gila River Indian Community
Kristin Myers for Ken Morgan, Gilbert
Robert Woodring for Lee Jimenez, Maricopa
  County

* Mike Gillespie, Litchfield Park
* James Shano, Paradise Valley

Jenny Grote, Phoenix

Angeline To for Scott Bender, Pinal County
Ben Wilson, Peoria
Janet Martin, Queen Creek
Jennifer Jack, Salt River Pima-Maricopa  

      Indian Community
Patrick Sage, Glendale

# Hugh Bigalk, Goodyear
* Bill Fay, City of Maricopa

Maria Angelica Deeb, Mesa
Andrew Merkley for Phil Kercher, Scottsdale
Dana Owsiany, Surprise
German Piedrahita, Tempe
Jason Earp, Tolleson

# Grant Anderson, Youngtown

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy          # Members attending by phone
@Ex-officio member, non voting member

CONTACT PERSON: 
John Bullen, Transportation Planner III, (602) 254-6300
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 $                    - 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2008/2009
1

C
O

 
 

0.137
0.217

RA
RF

RO
W

2009/2010
1

C
O

 
 

 
1.863

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2011/2012
1

D
/C

O
 

 
 

 

Ray Rd at D
obson Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A

II-RA
Y-20-03

 $      6,683,456 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

Ray Rd at D
obson Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents Phase I
A
II-RA

Y-20-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2014-2016

2
D

 
 

 
 

 
0.015

0.019
0.022

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2016/2017
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.210

Ray Rd at D
obson Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents Phase II
A
II-RA

Y-20-03-B
STP-M

A
G

D
ES

2025
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.660

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2026
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.063

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2027
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

4.728

Ray Rd at M
cC

lintock D
r: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
II-RA

Y-40-03
 $      3,775,192 

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2025
2

D
0.191

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2026
2

D
0.546

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2027
2

D
3.039

O
cotillo Rd: G

ilbert Rd to 148th Street
A
C
I-O

C
T-10-03

 $      3,177,956 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2017
 

 
 

 
 

0.820

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2025
 

 
 

 
 

0.055

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2027
 

 
 

 
 

2.303

Cooper Rd: South of Q
ueen Creek Rd to Riggs Rd

A
C
I-C

O
P-10-03

 $      8,384,129 
 $     3,775,521 

C
ooper Rd: South of Q

ueen C
reek Rd to C

handler H
eights

A
C
I-C

O
P-10-03-A

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2017
 

 
 

 
 

0.588

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2018
 

 
 

 
 

4.202

C
ooper Rd: C

handler H
eights to Riggs Rd

A
C
I-C

O
P-10-03-B

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2017
 

 
 

 
 

0.572
1.009

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2019
 

 
 

 
 

3.022
2.767

C
ooper Rd: South of Q

ueen C
reek Rd to Riggs Rd

A
C
I-C

O
P-10-03-C

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2016
 

 
 

 
 

1.037

CH
A

N
D

LER/G
ILBERT

 
 

 
 

 

Q
ueen Creek Rd: A

rizona A
ve to H

igley Rd
A

CI-Q
N

C-10-03
 $      4,432,804 

 $     5,112,093 
 

 
 

 
 

Q
ueen C

reek Rd: A
rizona A

ve 
to M

cQ
ueen Rd (C

H
N

)
A
C
I-Q

N
C
-10-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2005-2008
2

C
O

 
 

 
0.307

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2005-2008
2

C
O

 
 

 
1.393

 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2008/2009
2

C
O

 
 

 
3.972

 

Q
ueen C

reek Rd: M
cQ

ueen Rd 
to G

ilbert Rd (C
H

N
)

A
C
I-Q

N
C
-10-03-B

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2013-2015
2

 
 

 
 

 
1.515

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2016
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.500
0.787

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2018
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

4.433
4.325

Q
ueen C

reek Rd: V
al V

ista 
D

r to H
igley Rd (G

IL)
A
C
I-Q

N
C
-10-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2010/2011
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

 
1.346

RA
RF

RO
W

2010/2011
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

 
1.072

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2011/2012
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

 
8.474

 
 

 
 

 

El M
irage Rd: N

orthern A
ve to Bell Rd (Phase I)

A
C
I-ELM

-20-03
 $    19,992,957 

 $                  - 

RA
RF

D
C
R

2
A

1.105
0.342

El M
irage Rd: Bell 

Rd to Picerne D
r (M

C
)

A
C
I-ELM

-20-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2011/2012

2

RA
RF

RO
W

2011-2013
2

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2013/2014
2

4.253

El M
irage Rd: N

orthern to C
actus (M

C
)

A
C
I-ELM

-20-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2012-2014

2
0.669

El M
irage Rd: C

actus to G
rand &

 Thunderbird Rd: 127th A
ve to 

G
rand (ELM

)
A
C
I-ELM

-20-03-C
RA

RF
D

ES
2012-2016

2
0.853

0.194
0.065

El M
irage Rd: N

orthern 
A
ve to Peoria A

ve (M
C
)

A
C
I-ELM

-20-03-D
RA

RF
D

ES
2014-2016

2
0.009

0.142
0.497

RA
RF

RO
W

2014-2016
2

0.087
0.017

0.047
0.200

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2017/2018
2

D
5.540

3.789

Thunderbird Rd: 127th A
ve to G

rand A
venue (ELM

)
A
C
I-ELM

-20-03-E
RA

RF
RO

W
2015/2016

1.528
1.373

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2016/2017
0.284

1.965

El M
irage Rd: Peoria 

A
ve to C

actus Rd (ELM
)

A
C
I-ELM

-20-03-F
RA

RF
RO

W
2015/2016

2
0.227

0.293

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2016/2017
2

D
0.098

1.090
4.247

El M
irage Rd: N

orthern A
ve to Bell Rd (Phase II)

A
C
I-ELM

-30-03
 $    13,526,562 

 $                  - 
RA

RF

El M
irage Rd: C

actus to G
rand A

venue (ELM
)

A
C
I-ELM

-30-03-A
RA

RF
RO

W
2015/2016

3

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2016/2017
3

0.026
7.380

3.800
2.346

El M
irage Rd:  G

rand A
venue to Picerne D

rive
A
C
I-ELM

-30-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2031

3
D

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2031
3

D

FO
U

N
TA

IN
 H

ILLS
 

 
 

 
 

Shea Blvd: Palisades Blvd to Cereus W
ash

A
CI-SH

A
-10-03

 $      2,173,729 
 $        691,851 

 
 

 
 

 

EL M
IRA

G
E/M

A
RICO

PA
 CO

U
N

TY
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

Shea Blvd: Palisades Blvd 
to Fountain H

ills Blvd
A
C
I-SH

A
-10-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2009/2010
1

C
O

 
 

 
0.248

Shea Blvd: Technology 
D

r to C
ereus W

ash
A
C
I-SH

A
-10-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2009-2012
1

D
 

 
 

0.064
0.056

0.033
0.067

0.028
0.036

0.046

RA
RF

RO
W

2012-2014
1

D
 

 
 

0.004
0.003

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2015/2016
1

D
 

 
 

 
2.339

0.407
0.043

Shea Blvd: Palisades Blvd 
to Technology D

r
A
C
I-SH

A
-10-03-C

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2018
1

D
0.049

RA
RF

D
ES

2018-2020
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.505

RA
RF

RO
W

2019/2020
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.135

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2020/2021
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.721
0.721

0.692

G
ILBERT

 
 

 
 

 

Elliot Rd at C
ooper Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-ELT-30-03

 $      4,140,267 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2018
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.492

RA
RF

RO
W

2018
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.840

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2018/2019
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.808

Elliot Rd at G
ilbert Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-ELT-40-03

 $      3,775,172 
 $     3,600,121 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2018
3

 
 

 
 

 
0.739

RA
RF

RO
W

2018
3

 
 

 
 

 
0.840

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2018/2019
3

 
 

 
 

 
2.196

3.600

Elliot Rd at G
reenfield Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-ELT-10-03

 $      3,774,218 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2021
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.869

RA
RF

RO
W

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.840

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.066

Elliot Rd at H
igley Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-ELT-20-03

 $      3,775,192 
 $     1,136,823 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.869

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.840

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.066

1.137

Elliot Rd at V
al V

ista D
r: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-ELT-50-03

 $      3,775,192 
 $        699,021 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2019
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.217

RA
RF

RO
W

2020
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.760

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2020
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.797

0.699

G
erm

ann Rd: G
ilbert Rd to Pow

er Rd
A

CI-G
ER-20-03

 $    15,746,330 
 $     1,458,151 

 
 

 
 

 

G
erm

ann Rd: G
ilbert Rd 

to V
al V

ista D
r

A
C
I-G

ER-20-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2016/2017

1
D

 
 

 
 

 
0.819

RA
RF

RO
W

2017
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.886

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2017/2018
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.181
8.580

3.480
1.458

G
erm

ann Rd: V
al V

ista D
r 

to H
igley Rd

A
C
I-G

ER-20-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2013-2015

1
D

 
 

 
 

 
0.622

RA
RF

RO
W

2014-2016
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.605
0.024

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2015/2016
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.424
1.942

0.800

G
reenfield Rd: Elliot Rd to Ray Rd

A
C
I-G

RN
-10-03

 $      3,775,173 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2027
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.419

RA
RF

RO
W

2027
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.801

0.801

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2027
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.877

0.877

G
uadalupe Rd at C

ooper Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-G

U
D

-30-03
 $      2,598,066 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2012-2016
1

D
 

 
 

0.357
0.188

0.261
0.123

0.123

RA
RF

RO
W

2012-2016
1

D
 

 
 

0.020
0.003

0.035
0.625

0.625

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2016/2017
1

D
 

 
 

0.008
0.111

0.111
2.598

G
uadalupe Rd at G

ilbert Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-G

U
D

-40-03
 $                    - 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2013-2015
1

D
/C

O
 

 
 

 
0.092

0.587

RA
RF

RO
W

2013/2014
1

D
/C

O
 

 
 

 
0.640

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2014-2016
1

D
/C

O
 

 
 

 
2.455

2.737

G
uadalupe Rd at G

reenfield Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-G

U
D

-10-03
 $      2,992,255 

 $     1,919,430 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
4

 
 

 
 

0.288

RA
RF

RO
W

2022
4

 
 

 
 

0.545

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.159

1.919
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

G
uadalupe Rd at Pow

er Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-G

U
D

-20-03
 $      2,378,665 

 $     3,901,107 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2024-2026
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2024-2026
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025/2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.379

3.901

G
uadalupe Rd at V

al V
ista D

r: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-G

U
D

-50-03
 $      3,775,192 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.239

RA
RF

RO
W

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.840

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.696

Ray Rd: V
al V

ista D
r to Pow

er Rd
A
C
I-RA

Y-10-03
 $    16,683,077 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2020
4

1.651

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2021
4

2.100

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2022/2022
4

6.880

STP-M
A
G

SA
V
E

2026
4

1.369
4.683

Ray Rd at G
ilbert Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-RA

Y-30-03
 $                    - 

 $     3,774,710 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2024-2026
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.208

RA
RF

RO
W

2024/2025
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.840

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025/2026
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.727

V
al V

ista D
r: W

arner Rd to Pecos Rd
A
C
I-V

A
L-20-03

 $                    - 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2004
2

A
/C

O
 

0.600
 

 
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2005
2

A
/C

O
 

1.248
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2005/2006
2

A
/C

O
 

1.616
6.934

 
 

W
arner Rd at C

ooper Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-W

N
R-10-03

 $                    - 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2008
1

C
O

 
 

 
0.514

0.064

RA
RF

RO
W

2009/2010
1

C
O

 
 

 
0.585

0.049

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2009/2010
1

C
O

 
 

 
0.205

2.283

W
arner Rd at G

reenfield Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-W

RN
-20-03

 $      3,774,768 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2021
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.334

RA
RF

RO
W

2021
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.840

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2022
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.601

 
 

 
 

 

Pow
er Rd: Santan Fw

y to Chandler H
eights

A
C
I-PW

R-10-03
 $                    - 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 

Pow
er Rd at Pecos Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents (G
IL)

A
C
I-PW

R-10-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2008

4
A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.064

RA
RF

RO
W

2008/2009
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.048

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2008
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

5.032

Pow
er Rd: Santan Fw

y 
to Pecos Rd (M

ES)
A
C
I-PW

R-10-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2010-2012

4
A
/C

O
 

 
 

1.280

RA
RF

RO
W

2010-2012
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

2.210

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2012-2014
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

4.700
7.257

Pow
er Rd: Pecos Rd 

to C
handler H

eights (G
IL)

A
C
I-PW

R-10-03-C
RA

RF
D

ES
2023/2024

4
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2023/2024
4

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024/2025
4

 
 

 
 

 

Pow
er Rd: Baseline Rd to Santan Fw

y
A
C
I-PW

R-20-03
 $      8,192,650 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

Pow
er Rd: East M

aricopa Floodw
ay to Santan Fw

y/Loop 202 (M
ES)

A
C
I-PW

R-20-03-A
RA

RF
PRE D

ES/ D
ES

2008-2010, 
2020

2
D

 
 

 
0.834

RA
RF

RO
W

2021
2

D
 

 
 

1.534

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2022
2

D
 

 
 

5.824

Pow
er Rd: Baseline Rd to East M

aricopa Floodw
ay (M

C
)

A
C
I-PW

R-20-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2007

2
A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.251
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2007
2

A
/C

O
 

 
 

2.627
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2008/2009
2

A
/C

O
 

 
 

4.882
 

M
A

RICO
PA

 CO
U

N
TY

 
 

 
 

 

D
obson Rd: Bridge over Salt River

A
C
I-D

O
B-10-03

 $    18,632,402 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

D
C
R

2009
1

 
 

 
 

 

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2020
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.800

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2023
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2023
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

7.886
7.946

El M
irage Rd: Bell Rd to Jom

ax Rd
A

CI-ELM
-10-03

 $         852,764 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

El M
irage Rd: Bell Rd 

to D
eer V

alley D
rive

A
C
I-ELM

-10-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2006-2009

3
A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.604

RA
RF

RO
W

2003-2007
3

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

1.036

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2010/2011
3

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

2.561
4.620

RA
RF

SA
V
E

2020
0.853

El M
irage Rd: L303 to Jom

ax
A
C
I-ELM

-10-03-C
RA

RF
D

ES
2024

3
D

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2026/2017
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

G
ILBERT/M

A
RICO

PA
 CO

U
N

TY/M
ESA

/Q
U

EEN
 CREEK
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

El M
irage Rd: D

eer 
V
alley D

r to L303
A
C
I-ELM

-10-03-D
RA

RF
D

ES
2008

3
A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
0.577

RA
RF

RO
W

2009
3

A
/C

O
1.167

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2009
3

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
3.790

G
ilbert Rd: Bridge over Salt River

A
C
I-G

IL-20-03
 $    12,604,747 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

STU
D

Y
2009

2
A

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

EA
2009

2
A

 
 

 
 

 

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2016/2017
2

 
 

 
 

 
1.400

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2018-2020
2

 
 

 
 

 
12.605

Jom
ax Rd: SR-303L to Sun V

alley Parkw
ay 

A
C
I-JM

X-10-03
 $      6,830,090 

 $   17,761,177 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2026
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

6.830
17.761

M
cKellips Rd: Bridge over Salt River

A
C
I-M

C
K-30-03

 $                    - 
 $   14,004,748 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

EA
2025/2026

2
D

 
 

 
 

 

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2026/2027
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.680

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2027/2028
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

11.325

M
cKellips Rd: Loop 101 to 

SRP-M
IC

/A
lm

a School Rd
A
C
I-M

C
K-40-03

 $    22,304,707 
 $   14,567,434 

 
 

 
 

 

STP-M
A
G

PRE-D
ES

2013-2016
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.581

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2017
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.750

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2019
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.840

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2019/2020
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

4.670
2.000

STP-M
A
G

SA
V
E

4
 

 
 

 
 

2.215
11.830

14.567

N
orthern Pkw

y: Sarival to G
rand (Phase I)

A
CI-N

O
R-30-03

 $                    - 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
Sarival to D

ysart
A
C
I-N

O
R-30-03-A

STP-M
A
G

PRE-D
ES

2003-2011
1

D
/C

O

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2011/2012
1

D
/C

O
3.197

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2010/2011
1

D
/C

O
7.000

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2011-2013
1

D
/C

O
9.396

38.025
0.494

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
RO

W
 Protection

A
C
I-N

O
R-30-03-B

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2003-2011
1

D
/C

O
2.601

N
orthern Pkw

y: Sarival to G
rand (Phase II)

A
CI-N

O
R-10-03

 $    64,415,531 
 $                  - 

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
Sarival to D

ysart
A
C
I-N

O
R-10-03-A

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2014
3

A
2.400

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
D

ysart to 111th
A
C
I-N

O
R-10-03-B

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2012-2015
3

A
1.770

0.651
0.560

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2012-2015
3

A
0.687

1.995
3.346

4.500
0.500

STP-M
A
G

U
TIL

2014-2015
0.469

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2018/2019
3

9.430
19.605

N
orthern Parkw

ay: Reem
s and Litchfield O

verpasses
A
C
I-N

O
R-10-03-C

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2012/2013
3

A
0.228

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2014/2015
3

A
0.120

6.866

N
orthern Parkw

ay: N
orthern A

ve at Loop 101
A
C
I-N

O
R-10-03-D

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2017/2018
3

0.339
0.339

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2018
3

0.047

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2018/2020
3

0.283
1.886

7.293

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
D

ysart O
verpass

A
C
I-N

O
R-10-03-E

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2017/2018
3

0.433
0.400

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2019
3

9.879

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
111th A

ve to G
rand

A
C
I-N

O
R-10-03-F

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2020/2021
3

6.710
6.710

N
orthern Pkw

y: Sarival to G
rand (Phase III)

A
CI-N

O
R-20-03

 $    88,565,731 
 $                  - 

N
orthern Parkw

ay: El M
irage A

lternative A
ccess

A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-A

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2019
4

0.248

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2021
4

2.667

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
El M

irage O
verpass

A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-B

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2019
4

1.594

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2020/2021
4

7.252
12.669

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
A
gua Fria to 111th

A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-C

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2022
4

0.228

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2023
4

2.589

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
111th to 107th

A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-D

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2022
4

0.912

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2023
4

3.112

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2023/2024
4

9.299
2.100

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
107th to 99th

A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-E

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2022
4

1.048

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2023/2024
4

5.646
1.400

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2024/2025
4

8.102
4.376

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
Loop 101 to 91st 

A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-F

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2024
4

0.299

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2025
4

0.436

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2026
4

2.841

N
orthern Pkw

y: 91st to G
rand A

ve Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-G

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2025-2026
4

5.907
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R
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ouncil
6

RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
RO

W
 Protection

A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-H

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2022-2026
4

N
orthern Parkw

ay: 
U

ltim
ate C

onstruction
A
C
I-N

O
R-20-03-I

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2025-2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.500

12.340

M
ESA

 
 

 
 

 

Broadw
ay Rd: D

obson 
to C

ountry C
lub D

r
A
C
I-BD

W
-10-03

 $      3,751,327 
 $     4,741,440 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2008, 2010, 
2019

1
D

 
 

0.080
0.001

0.404

RA
RF

D
ES

2020
1

D
 

 
 

0.615
0.376

RA
RF

RO
W

2020/2021
1

D
 

 
 

1.576
1.151

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2021/2022
1

D
 

 
 

1.157
3.215

C
ountry C

lub D
r at U

niversity D
r: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-C

C
B-10-03

 $      8,325,007 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2019
3

 
 

 
 

0.067

RA
RF

D
ES

2020/2021
3

 
 

 
 

0.070
0.070

RA
RF

RO
W

2020/2021
3

D
 

 
 

 
1.242

1.242

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2022/2023
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.614
3.019

Crism
on Rd: Broadw

ay Rd to G
erm

ann Rd
A

CI-CRS-10-03
 $    12,405,628 

 $     9,918,681 
 

 
 

 
 

C
rism

on Rd: Broadw
ay Rd 

to G
uadalupe Rd

A
C
I-C

RS-10-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2025

4
 

 
 

 
 

1.254

RA
RF

RO
W

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.762

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
4.903

C
rism

on Rd: G
uadalupe 

Rd to Ray Rd
A
C
I-C

RS-10-03-B
STP-M

A
G

D
ES

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.216

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.893

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.300

3.997

D
obson Rd at G

uadalupe Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-D

O
B-10-03

 $                    - 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2008
1

C
O

 
 

0.077
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2008-2010
1

C
O

 
 

0.029
0.077

0.125

RA
RF

RO
W

2009-2010
1

C
O

 
 

 
0.013

0.344

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2010/2011
1

D
/C

O
 

 
 

0.042
1.416

D
obson Rd at U

niversity D
r: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
II-D

O
B-20-03

 $                    - 
 $     4,920,757 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2026
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.457

RA
RF

RO
W

2027
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.440

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2027
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

3.024

Elliot Rd: Pow
er Rd to M

eridian Rd
A

CI-ELT-10-03
 $    22,326,286 

 $     8,646,498 
 

 
 

 
 

Elliot Rd: Pow
er Rd to Ellsw

orth Rd
A
C
I-ELT-10-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2017
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.200
0.300

1.364
0.915

RA
RF

RO
W

2018
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.575
2.743

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2019
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

5.000
3.724

4.989

Elliot Rd: Ellsw
orth Rd to M

eridian 
A
C
I-ELT-10-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2017
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.200
0.300

0.214

RA
RF

RO
W

2018
4

A
2.810

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2019
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

5.000
2.440

Elliot Rd: Pow
er Rd to M

eridian Rd
A
C
I-ELT-10-03-C

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2016
0.200

G
ilbert Rd at U

niversity D
r: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
II-G

IL-10-03
 $                    - 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2007
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
0.188

RA
RF

RO
W

2007
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
0.495

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2009/2010
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
2.058

G
reenfield Rd: U

niversity Rd to Baseline Rd
A

CI-G
RN

-20-03
 $                    - 

 $     6,584,626 
 

 
 

 
 

G
reenfield Rd: Baseline 

Rd to Southern A
ve

A
C
I-G

RN
-20-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2008/2009
1

C
O

 
 

0.454
 

0.079

RA
RF

RO
W

2008-2010
1

C
O

 
 

0.001
0.016

0.198
0.006

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2010
1

D
/C

O
 

 
 

 
1.619

3.404

G
reenfield Rd: Southern 

A
ve to U

niversity Rd
A
C
I-G

RN
-20-03-B

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2021
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.536

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.233

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.596

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023/2024
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

3.219

H
aw

es Rd: Broadw
ay 

Rd to Ray Rd
A

CI-H
W

S-10-03
 $    11,522,832 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

H
aw

es Rd: Broadw
ay Rd to U

S60
A
C
I-H

W
S-10-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 

H
aw

es Rd: Baseline Rd to Elliot Rd
A
C
I-H

W
S-10-03-B

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.696

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.088

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2026/2027
4

D
 

 
 

 
 

4.323

H
aw

es Rd: Elliot Rd 
to Santan Freew

ay
A
C
I-H

W
S-10-03-C

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.253

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.350

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2026/2027
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.116

STP-M
A
G

SA
V
E

1.695
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R
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

H
aw

es Rd: Santan Freew
ay 

to Ray Rd
A
C
I-H

W
S-10-03-D

RA
RF

D
ES

2009/2010
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.061

RA
RF

RO
W

2009/2010
4

A
/C

O
0.002

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2010/2011
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.354

Lindsay Rd at Brow
n Rd: 

Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
II-LN

D
-10-03

 $      3,918,744 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

C
M

A
Q

D
ES

2021
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.344

C
M

A
Q

RO
W

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.439

C
M

A
Q

C
O

N
ST

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.137

M
cKellips Rd: East of Sossam

an to M
eridian

A
CI-M

CK-10-03
 $    12,283,308 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

M
cKellips Rd: East of 

Sossam
an to C

rism
on Rd

A
C
I-M

C
K-10-03-A

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.205

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.855

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
7.224

M
cKellips Rd: C

rism
on 

Rd to M
eridian Rd

A
C
I-M

C
K-10-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 

M
cKellips Rd: G

ilbert Rd to Pow
er Rd

A
CI-M

CK-20-03
 $    18,470,649 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

M
cKellips Rd at Lindsay Rd: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-M

C
K-20-03-A

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2008,2021
1

D
 

 
0.043

0.043

C
M

A
Q

D
ES

2022
1

D
0.166

C
M

A
Q

RO
W

2022
1

D
 

 
 

0.796

C
M

A
Q

C
O

N
ST

2023
1

D
 

 
 

5.132

M
cKellips Rd at G

reenfield Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-M

C
K-20-03-B

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2008
1

 
 

0.040
 

C
M

A
Q

D
ES

2024
1

D
 

 
 

 
0.040

0.168

C
M

A
Q

RO
W

2024
1

D
 

 
 

 
0.045

C
M

A
Q

C
O

N
ST

2025
1

D
 

 
 

 
2.377

M
cKellips Rd at H

igley Rd: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-M

C
K-20-03-C

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2008,2021
1

D
 

 
0.040

 
0.041

C
M

A
Q

D
ES

2022
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.530

C
M

A
Q

RO
W

2022
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.763

C
M

A
Q

C
O

N
ST

2023/2024
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.486
2.491

M
cKellips Rd at Recker Rd: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-M

C
K-20-03-E

C
M

A
Q

D
ES

2024
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.566

C
M

A
Q

RO
W

2025
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.803

C
M

A
Q

C
O

N
ST

2026
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.024

M
cKellips Rd at V

al V
ista D

r: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-M

C
K-20-03-F

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2008
1

D
 

 
0.040

 
 

M
esa D

r: Southern A
ve to U

S60 and M
esa D

r to Broadw
ay Rd

A
CI-M

ES-10-03
 $    11,636,730 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 

M
esa D

r: U
S 60 to Southern A

ve
A
C
I-M

ES-10-03-A
RA

RF
PRE-D

ES
2008/2009

1
 

 
0.044

0.015

RA
RF

D
ES

2010-2012
1

D
 

 
 

0.192
0.612

0.356

RA
RF

RO
W

2009-2012
1

D
 

 
 

0.002
0.004

0.217
0.950

0.294
0.044

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2012-2015
1

D
 

 
 

 
1.093

3.879
3.147

4.277
0.792

0.108

M
esa D

r: 8th A
venue to M

ain Street
A
C
I-M

ES-10-03-B
RA

RF
PRE-D

ES
2010

1
 

 
 

0.056

RA
RF

D
ES

2014-2016
1

D
 

 
 

0.132
0.056

0.466

RA
RF

RO
W

2016/2017
1

D
 

 
 

 
1.854

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2017
1

D
 

 
 

 
2.000

7.209

Pecos Rd: Ellsw
orth Rd 

to M
eridian Rd

A
C
I-PEC

-10-03
 $    15,381,130 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2020
1

D

RA
RF

D
ES

2021
1

D
 

 
 

 
1.425

RA
RF

RO
W

2021/2022
1

D
 

 
 

 
6.140

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2021/2022
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

7.816

Ray Rd: Sossam
an Rd to M

eridian Rd
A

CI-RA
Y-20-03

 $         600,777 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

Ray Rd: Sossam
an Rd  

to Ellsw
orth Rd

A
C
I-RA

Y-20-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2009

4
A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.266

RA
RF

RO
W

2009
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.010

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

 2010/ 2011
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

2.748

Ray Rd: Ellsw
orth Rd to Signal Butte

A
C
I-RA

Y-20-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2013

4
A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2013
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2013-2015
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

Ray Road: Signal Butte to M
eridian

A
C
I-RA

Y-20-03-C
RA

RF
C
O

N
ST

2015
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.601

Signal Butte Rd: Broadw
ay to Pecos Rd

A
CI-SG

B-10-03
 $    33,033,968 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

Signal Butte Rd: Broadw
ay Rd to Elliot

A
C
I-SG

B-10-03-A
STP-M

A
G

D
ES

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.689

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.664

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
6.340

Signal Butte Road:  Elliot Rd to Ray Rd
A
C
I-SG

B-10-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2009-2012

4
A

 
 

 
 

 
0.859

RA
RF

RO
W

2014
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.222

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2012-2016
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

7.596

Signal Butte Rd: Ray 
Rd to Pecos Rd

A
C
I-SG

B-10-03-C
STP-M

A
G

D
ES

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.688

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.864

1.200

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2025/2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
5.912
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R
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

Southern A
ve: Country

 Club D
r to Recker Rd

A
CI-SO

U
-10-03

 $    28,946,521 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

Southern A
ve: C

ountry 
C
lub D

r to Recker Rd
RA

RF
STU

D
Y

2007
1

 
 

 
 

Southern at C
ountry C

lub D
r: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SO

U
-10-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2007, 2012, 
2019

1
D

 
 

 
0.342

RA
RF

D
ES

2019
1

D
0.350

RA
RF

RO
W

2020
1

D
 

 
 

1.443

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2020-2021
1

D
 

 
 

4.676

Southern A
ve at Stapley D

r: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-SO

U
-10-03-B

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2007
1

 
 

0.119
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

 2009- 2013, 
2019

1
D

 
 

 
0.049

0.051
0.058

0.317
0.365

RA
RF

RO
W

2020
1

D
 

 
 

3.675

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2019-2021
1

D
 

 
 

 
7.488

Southern A
ve: G

ilbert Rd to V
al V

ista D
r

A
C
I-SO

U
-10-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2017
1

D
 

 
 

0.100
0.148

RA
RF

RO
W

2018
1

D
 

 
 

0.250

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2019
1

D
 

 
 

1.132
2.570

0.516

Southern A
venue: G

reenfield Rd to H
igley Rd

A
C
I-SO

U
-10-03-D

RA
RF

D
ES

2017
1

D
 

 
 

 
0.248

RA
RF

RO
W

2019
1

D
 

 
 

 
0.132

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2019/2020
1

D
 

 
 

 
0.418

0.500
1.964

2.973

Southern A
venue A

rea D
C
R

A
C
I-SO

U
-10-03-E

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2015/2016
0.105

Southern A
ve: Sossam

an to M
eridian

A
CI-SO

U
-20-03

 $                    - 
 $   13,310,248 

 
 

 
 

 

Southern A
ve: Sossam

an 
Rd to C

rism
on Rd

A
C
I-SO

U
-20-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2023/2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.097

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.291

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.625

Southern A
ve: C

rism
on 

Rd to M
eridian Rd

A
C
I-SO

U
-20-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.731

RA
RF

RO
W

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.194

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.371

Stapley D
r at U

niversity D
r: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
II-STA

-10-03
 $      7,784,970 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2019/2020
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.498

RA
RF

RO
W

2019/2020
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.653

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2020-2022
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

5.633

U
niversity D

r: Val Vista D
r to H

aw
es Rd

A
CI-U

N
V-10-03

 $    20,222,335 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

U
niversity D

r: V
al V

ista 
D

r to H
igley Rd

A
C
I-U

N
V
-10-03-A

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2023/2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.550

0.550

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.521

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
6.584

U
niversity D

r: H
igley Rd

 to Sossam
an Rd

A
C
I-U

N
V
-10-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.005

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.284

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023/2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
4.729

U
niversity D

r: Sossam
an Rd to
88th St

A
C
I-U

N
V
-10-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2016
4

A
0.092

RA
RF

RO
W

2016
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

0.007

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2016/2017
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

1.000
1.387

Val Vista D
r: U

niversity D
r to Baseline Rd

A
CI-VA

L-10-03
 $         839,566 

 $     4,722,381 
 

 
 

 
 

V
al V

ista D
r: Baseline Rd to U

S-60
A
C
I-V

A
L-10-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2016
3

 
 

 
 

 
0.144

RA
RF

RO
W

2017
3

0.089

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2018
3

 
 

 
 

 
0.607

V
al V

ista D
r: U

S-60 to Pueblo
A
C
I-V

A
L-10-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2018
3

D
0.594

RA
RF

RO
W

2019
3

D
0.760

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2020
3

D
5.026

RA
RF

SA
V
E

2023
1.100

Baseline Rd: 24th Sreet to C
onsolidated C

anal
A
C
I-BSL-20-03

RA
RF

D
ES

2016
0.661

RA
RF

RO
W

2017
0.037

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2017
2.720

4.722

M
esa M

ain Street: M
esa D

r to G
ilbert Rd Light Rail Extension

A
C
I-LRT-10-03

 $    81,550,160 
 

 
 

 
 

STP-M
A
G

FLEX
2013-2019

17.272
15.857

14.000
3.570

11.266

C
M

A
Q

FLEX
2013-2019

 
 

 
 

 
8.749

13.494
15.572

16.729
23.457

7.434
1.033

4.933

PEO
RIA

 
 

 
 

 

Beardsley Connection: SR-101L to Beardsley Rd at 83rd 
A

ve/Lake Pleasant Pkw
y

A
CI-BRD

-10-03
 $                    - 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

Beardsley Rd: Loop 101 to 83rd A
ve/Lake Pleasant Parkw

ay
A
C
I-BRD

-10-03-A
STP-M

A
G

D
ES

2007
1

C
O

 
 

 

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2007
1

C
O

 
 

 

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2009/2010
1

C
O

 
 

 
6.125

Loop 101 at Beardsley 
Rd/U

nion H
ills D

r
A
C
I-BRD

-10-03-B
STP-M

A
G

D
ES

2007
1

C
O

 
 

 

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2007
1

C
O
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2009/2010
1

C
O

 
 

 
10.851

83rd A
ve: Butler Rd 

to M
ountain V

iew
A
C
I-BRD

-10-03-C
RA

RF
D

ES
2011/2012

2
C
O

0.584

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2012/2013
2

C
O

0.977
1.665

75th A
ve at Thunderbird Rd: Intersection Im

provem
ent

A
C
I-BRD

-10-03-D
RA

RF
D

ES
2010-2012

2
C
O

0.462

RA
RF

RO
W

2011/2012
2

C
O

0.270
0.061

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2012/2013
2

C
O

1.000
0.099

H
appy Valley Rd: L303 to 67th A

ve
A

CI-H
PV-10-03

 $      1,895,430 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

H
appy V

alley Rd: A
gua Fria to Loop 303

A
C
I-H

PV
-10-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2028
4

 
 

 
 

 

H
appy V

alley Rd: Lake Pleasant Pkw
y to 67th A

ve
A
C
I-H

PV
-10-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2008/2009
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
2.047

RA
RF

RO
W

2008/2009
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
4.842

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2008-2010
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
4.729

9.016

H
appy V

alley Rd: Lake Pleasant Parkw
ay to A

gua Fria
A
C
I-H

PV
-10-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2016
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

1.895

RA
RF

RO
W

2018
4

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2019
4

 
 

 
 

 
11.114

Lake Pleasant Pkw
y: U

nion H
ills to SR74

A
CI-LKP-10-03

 $                    - 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

Lake Pleasant Pkw
y: 

W
est W

ing Parkw
ay to Loop 303

A
C
I-LKP-10-03-A

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2010
2

A
 

 
 

 
0.735

RA
RF

D
ES

2011-2013
2

 
 

 
 

1.258
0.842

RA
RF

RO
W

2011/2012
2

0.652
1.035

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2013-2015
2

 
 

 
 

 
11.023

Lake Pleasant Pkw
y: U

nion 
H

ills to D
ynam

ite Rd
A
C
I-LKP-10-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2003
2

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2011
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2006/2008
2

A
/C

O
7.027

7.263
8.044

4.793
 

Lake Pleasant Pkw
y:

Loop 303 to SR-74/C
arefree H

w
y

A
C
I-LKP-10-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2027
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2012
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2028/2029
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

PH
O

EN
IX

 
 

 
 

 

A
venida Rio Salado: 51st 

A
ve to 7th Street

A
CI-RIO

-10-03
 $                    - 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

A
venida Rio Salado Phase I: 51st A

ve to 43rd A
ve and

35th A
ve to 7th Street

A
C
I-RIO

-10-03-A
STP-M

A
G

STU
D

Y
2007

2
A

 
 

 
 

 

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2010/2011
2

A
 

 
 

 
 

1.000

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2012/2013
2

 
 

 
 

 
23.189

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2013-2016
2

 
 

 
 

 
6.168

13.097
1.240

A
venida Rio Salado Phase II: 51st A

ve to 35th A
ve,

7th A
ve, and 7th Street

A
C
I-RIO

-10-03-B
STP-M

A
G

C
O

N
ST

2017/2019
2

D

Black M
ountain Blvd: SR-51 and Loop 101/Pim

a Fw
y to Pinnacle 

Peak Rd
A
C
I-BM

T-10-03
 $                    - 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

STP-M
A
G

STU
D

Y
2007

1
 

 
 

 
 

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2011-2015
1

D
 

 
 

 
1.300

0.579
2.060

0.311

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2013-2015
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.355

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2013-2016
1

D
 

 
 

 
 

6.496
10.429

H
appy Valley Rd:67th 

A
ve to I-17

A
CI-H

PV-20-03
 $                    - 

 $   13,291,635 
 

 
 

 
 

H
appy V

alley Rd: 
I-17 to 35th A

ve
A
C
I-H

PV
-20-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2003
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.587

RA
RF

RO
W

2004
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.011

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2005
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

4.745
0.078

H
appy V

alley Rd: 
35th A

ve to 43rd A
ve

A
C
I-H

PV
-20-03-B

RA
RF

PRED
ES

2008
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
4

0.401

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.449

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.383
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

H
appy V

alley Rd: 
43rd A

ve to 55th A
ve

A
C
I-H

PV
-20-03-C

RA
RF

PRED
ES

2009
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
v

0.457

RA
RF

RO
W

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.214

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2028/2029
4

 
 

 
 

 
3.999

H
appy V

alley Rd: 
55th A

ve to 67th A
ve

A
C
I-H

PV
-20-03-D

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.457

RA
RF

RO
W

2026
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2028/2029
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.853

Sonoran Blvd: 15th 
A

ve to Cave Creek
A

CI-SO
N

-10-03
 $                    - 

 $                  - 

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2008
2

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2009, 2011
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

 
4.235

RA
RF

RO
W

2009, 2011
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

 
7.590

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2011-2013
2

C
o

 
 

 
 

 
6.384

5.170
9.194

SCO
TTSD

A
LE/CA

REFREE
 

 
 

 
 

Pim
a Rd: SR101L to H

appy Valley Rd and D
ynam

ite Rd to Cave 
Creek Rd

A
CI-PM

A
-10-03

 $    65,763,138 
 $        625,201 

 
 

 
 

 

Pim
a Rd: Thom

pson Peak Pkw
y to Pinnacle Peak (SC

T)
A
C
I-PM

A
-10-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2005-2012
2

C
O

 
 

0.440
0.748

0.518
0.189

RA
RF

RO
W

2009-2012
2

C
O

 
 

 
0.008

0.025
0.532

0.061

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2010-2012
2

C
O

 
 

 
2.029

6.610
6.686

H
appy V

alley Rd: Pim
a Rd to A

lm
a School Rd

A
C
I-PM

A
-10-03-B

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2019
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.035

RA
RF

D
ES

2019
2

D
0.840

RA
RF

RO
W

2019
2

D
0.770

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2020
2

D
5.302

Pim
a Rd: Pinnacle Peak 

to H
appy V

alley Rd (SC
T)

A
C
I-PM

A
-10-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2017
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.345

RA
RF

RO
W

2018
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.190

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2019/2020
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

3.200
10.255

Pim
a Rd: D

ynam
ite Blvd 

to Stagecoach Rd (SC
T)

A
C
I-PM

A
-10-03-D

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

5.390

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

5.950

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

26.552

Pim
a Rd: Stagecoach Rd 
to C

ave C
reek (C

FR)
A
C
I-PM

A
-10-03-E

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023/2024
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.387
3.546

0.625

Pim
a Rd: SR101L to 

Thom
pson Peak Pkw

y (SC
T)

A
C
I-PM

A
-10-03-F

RA
RF

D
ES

2004-2008
2

A
/C

O
 

 
 

1.061
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2006-2008
2

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2006-2008
2

A
/C

O
 

 
 

12.578
 

SCO
TTSD

A
LE

 
 

 
 

 

C
arefree H

w
y: C

ave C
reek 

Rd to Scottsdale Rd
A
C
I-C

FR-10-03
 $      8,011,907 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.376

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.818
2.818

Loop 101 N
orth Frontage Rds: Pim

a/Princess D
r to Scottsdale Rd

A
CI-SFN

-10-03
 $                    - 

 $   29,014,102 
 

 
 

 
 

Loop 101 N
 Frontage Rd: 

H
ayden Rd to Scottsdale Rd 

A
C
I-SFN

-10-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2007/2008

1
C
O

 
 

0.611
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2008
1

C
O

 
 

0.006
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2008/2009
1

C
O

 
 

2.420
0.708

 

Loop 101 N
 Frontage Rd: Pim

a Rd/Princess D
r to H

ayden Rd
A
C
I-SFN

-10-03-B
RA

RF
PRE-D

ES
2027

1
D

 
 

 
0.257

RA
RF

D
ES

2027
1

D
 

 
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2028
1

D
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2028
1

D
 

 
 

28.757

M
iller Rd/SR-101L U

nderpass
A
C
I-M

LR-10-03
 $    14,004,748 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

PRE-D
ES

2017
3

0.700

STP-M
A
G

D
ES

2022
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

0.700

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2023
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

3.435

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2023
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

9.169

Pim
a Rd: H

appy V
alley Rd to D

ynam
ite Blvd

A
C
I-PM

A
-20-03

 $    23,747,179 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.145

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

2.367

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

19.235

Pim
a Rd: M

cKellips Rd to Via Linda
A

CI-PM
A

-30-03
 $    23,184,790 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

Pim
a Rd: V

ia Linda to V
ia D

e V
entura

A
C
I-PM

A
-30-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2015
1

D
0.009

0.063
0.281

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2018
1

D
0.986

Pim
a Rd: V

ia D
e V

entura to Krail St
A
C
I-PM

A
-30-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2010
1

D
/C

O
0.744

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2010-2012
1

D
/C

O
6.719

Pim
a Rd: Krail St to C

haparral Rd
A
C
I-PM

A
-30-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2016-2018
1

D
0.500

0.756

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2018/2019
1

D
3.500

4.707
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

Pim
a Rd: C

haparral 
Rd to Thom

as Rd
A
C
I-PM

A
-30-03-D

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
1

D
0.501

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
1

D
5.825

Pim
a Rd: Thom

as Rd to 
M

cD
ow

ell Rd
A
C
I-PM

A
-30-03-E

RA
RF

D
ES

2023
1

D
0.539

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
1

D
5.590

Scottsdale A
irpark A

rea Capacity Im
provem

ents
A

CI-SA
T-10-03

 $    54,433,254 
 $              564 

 
 

 
 

Frank Lloyd W
right Blvd at Loop

 101 Traffic Interchange
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2022

3
D

 
 

 
1.408

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
3

D
0.350

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
3

D
4.225

Raintree D
r  at Loop 101

 Traffic Interchange
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-B
RA

RF
PRE-D

ES/ D
ES

2022
3

D
0.704

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
3

D
0.350

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
3

D
2.112

N
orthsight Blvd: H

ayden Rd to 
Frank Lloyd W

right Blvd
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-C
RA

RF
D

ES
2011-2013

3
A
/C

O
0.404

0.496
0.069

0.021

RA
RF

RO
W

2012/2013
3

A
/C

O
0.014

0.424
3.133

0.007

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2013-2015
3

A
/C

O
0.429

3.547
0.831

Frank Lloyd W
right Frontage Rd: N

orthsight Blvd to G
reenw

ay-
H

ayden Loop
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-D
RA

RF
D

ES
2022

3
D

0.704

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
3

D
1.408

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024
3

D
5.633

Redfield Rd: Raintree D
r to H

ayden Rd
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-E
RA

RF
D

ES
2016

3
0.100

RA
RF

RO
W

2016
3

0.050

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2019
3

1.350

Raintree D
rive: Scottsdale Rd to H

ayden Rd
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-F
RA

RF
D

ES
2015-2017

3
0.146

0.480
1.874

RA
RF

RO
W

2018
3

4.000

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2018/2019
3

6.000
3.474

Raintree D
r: H

ayden Rd to Loop 101
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-G
RA

RF
D

ES
2018

3
0.704

RA
RF

RO
W

2019
3

1.050

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2020
3

4.550

Frank Lloyd W
right Blvd at 76th/78th/82nd St  Intersection 

Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-H
RA

RF
D

ES
2012/2013

3
A

0.065

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2014
3

A
0.333

Southbound Loop 101 Frontage Road C
onnections

A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-I
RA

RF
D

ES
2015

3
0.012

0.082
0.258

RA
RF

RO
W

2017
3

1.204

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2018
3

1.496

H
ayden Rd at Loop 101 

Interchange Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-J
STP-M

A
G

D
ES

2023
3

D
0.955

STP-M
A
G

RO
W

2024
3

D
0.775

STP-M
A
G

C
O

N
ST

2025/2026
3

D
4.826

4.871
0.001

A
irpark D

C
R

A
C
I-SA

T-10-03-K
RA

RF
D

ES
2013

0.229
0.461

0.050

Scottsdale Rd: Thom
pson Peak Pkw

y to Jom
ax Rd

A
CI-SCT-10-03

 $      7,928,377 
 $                  - 

 
 

 
 

 

Scottsdale Rd: Thom
pson Peak Pkw

y to Pinnacle Peak Pkw
y

Phase I
A
C
I-SC

T-10-03-A
RA

RF
PRE D

ES
2009-2011

2
C
O

 
 

 
 

0.694
0.063

RA
RF

D
ES

2011/2012
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

0.610
0.006

RA
RF

RO
W

2012/2013
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

 
0.129

0.049
0.037

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2013-2015
2

C
O

 
 

 
 

 
3.007

3.654
0.871

Scottsdale Rd: Thom
pson Peak Pkw

y to Pinnacle Peak Pkw
y

Phase II
A
C
I-SC

T-10-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2022

2
D

1.000

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
2

D
1.000

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
2

D
4.128

Scottsdale Rd: Pinnacle 
Peak Pkw

y to Jom
ax Rd

A
C
I-SC

T-10-03-C
RA

RF
D

ES
2022

2
D

 
 

 
 

 
1.800

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
2

D
 

 
 

 
 

Scottsdale Rd: Jom
ax Rd 

to Carefree H
w

y
A

CI-SCT-20-03
 $    28,496,613 

 $                  - 
 

 
 

 
 

Scottsdale Rd: Jom
ax 

Rd to D
ixileta D

r
A
C
I-SC

T-20-03-A
RA

RF
D

ES
2022

3
D

 
 

 
 

 
1.095

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.978

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

6.426
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R
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

Scottsdale Rd: D
ixileta 

D
r to A

shler H
ills D

r
A
C
I-SC

T-20-03-B
RA

RF
D

ES
2022

3
D

 
 

 
 

 
1.095

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.978

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

6.426

Scottsdale Rd: A
shler H

ills 
D

r to C
arefree H

w
y

A
C
I-SC

T-20-03-C
RA

RF
D

ES
2022

3
D

 
 

 
 

 
1.095

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

1.978

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2024
3

D
 

 
 

 
 

6.426

Shea Blvd: SR-101L 
to SR-87

A
CI-SH

A
-20-03

 $    17,197,554 
 

 
 

 
 

Shea Blvd at 90th/92nd/96th: Intersection Im
provem

ents 
A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-A

RA
RF

D
ES

2005
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.297
 

RA
RF

RO
W

2006
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.038
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2007
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

1.492
2.229

Shea A
uxiliary Lane from

 
90th St to Loop 101 

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-B

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
4

A
 

 
 

 
0.646

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

1.662

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
4

A
 

 
 

 
 

4.082

Shea Blvd at V
ia Linda (Phase1): Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-C

RA
RF

D
ES

2005
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.027
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2006
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.595
 

Shea Blvd at V
ia Linda (Phase 2): Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-D

RA
RF

D
ES

2024
4

 
 

 
 

0.074

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

0.074

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.938

Shea Blvd at 120/124th St: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-E

RA
RF

D
ES

2010
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.053

RA
RF

RO
W

2010/2011
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2011/2012
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
 

0.130

Shea Blvd at M
ayo/134th St: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-F

RA
RF

D
ES

2005
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.019
 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2006
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

0.143
 

Shea Blvd: SR-101L to 96th St:  
ITS Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-G

RA
RF

D
ES

2009
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
0.114

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2009/2010
4

A
/C

O
 

 
 

 
0.230

Shea Blvd: 96th St to 144th St: 
ITS Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-H

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

0.443

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.443

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
1.475

Shea Blvd at Loop 101: 
Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-I

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.406

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.332

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.951

Shea Blvd at 110th St: Intersection Im
provem

ents
A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-J

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.044

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.089

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.133

Shea Blvd at 114th St: 
Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-K

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.044

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.089

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.133

Shea Blvd at Frank Lloyd W
right Blvd: Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-L

RA
RF

D
ES

2022
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.148

RA
RF

RO
W

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.148

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.369

Shea Blvd at 115th St: 
Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-M

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.016

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.032

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.063

Shea Blvd at 125th St: 
Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-N

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.088

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.088

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.704

Shea Blvd at 135th St: 
Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-O

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.016

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.032

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.063

Shea Blvd at 136th St: 
Intersection Im

provem
ents

A
C
I-SH

A
-20-03-P

RA
RF

D
ES

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.221

RA
RF

RO
W

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.007

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
0.148
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RTP Project
RTP Code

 Rem
aining 

Regional 
Budget (FY17) 

 U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit 
Fund Type

W
ork Phase

FY for W
ork

O
riginal 
RTP 

Phase
Status

FY06 
2005$

FY07 
2006$

FY08 
2007$

FY09
2008$

FY10 
2009$

FY11
2010$

FY12
2011$

FY13
2012$*

FY14
2013$*

FY15
2014$*

FY16
2015$*

FY17
FY18

FY19
FY20

FY21
FY22

FY23
FY24

FY25
FY26

U
nfunded D

ue 
to D

eficit

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
PH

A
SE IV

PH
A

SE I
PH

A
SE III

PH
A

SE II

Legacy D
r: H

ayden 
Rd to 88th Street

A
C
I-U

N
H

-10-03
 $      2,072,944 

 $   10,021,458 
 

 
 

 
 

RA
RF

D
ES

2023
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

RO
W

2024
4

 
 

 
 

 

RA
RF

C
O

N
ST

2025
4

 
 

 
 

 
2.073

10.021

M
A

G
/M

U
LTI-A

G
EN

CY
ITS Program

A
O

P-ITS-10-03
 $                  - 

C
M

A
Q

2006-2026
 

 
4.926

4.993
4.536

5.393
5.340

6.891
7.464

6.235
6.194

6.626
3.679

3.679

Im
plem

entation Studies
A
O

P-A
PL-10-03

 $                  - 
RA

RF
2006-2026

0.560
1.424

1.382
1.193

1.087
1.123

1.180
1.245

1.332
1.393

1.461
1.554

1.614
1.673

1.727
1.780

1.829
1.874

1.923
1.971

1.177

TO
TA

L
7.027

14.208
27.693

63.802
58.470

78.594
110.118

75.311
84.017

69.238
73.307

104.263
89.736

102.225
73.677

74.570
101.711

112.566
114.149

86.320
95.514

196.451



 
 
 
 
 

Project Change Request: 
 

Val Vista Dr: Southern Ave to University Dr 
(ACI-VAL-10-03-B) 



City of Mesa

Yes

Town of Gilbert

Maria Angelica Deeb

Projects Coordinator

Maria.Deeb@mesaaz.gov

(480) 644‐2845

Al Zubi

Al.Zubi@mesaaz.gov

Val Vista Drive: Southern Avenue to University Drive

ACI‐VAL‐10‐03‐B

No

No

Baseline Road

24th Street

Consolidated Canal

1 mile

Ending Limit

Length (to nearest 10th of a mile)

3. Original Project

4. Proposed Rescoped/ 

Substitute Project

Starting Limit

Secondary Staff Contact Name

Secondary Staff Contact E‐Mail

2. Contact Information

Primary Staff Contact Email

Primary Staff Contact Phone

Roadway Name

Original Project Name

Original Project RTP ID

Are you requesting to rescope/substitute 

more than one original project? (yes/no)

List any additional original projects and RTP 

IDs you are requesting to 

rescope/substitute

1. General

ALCP Project Change Request ‐ General

Primary Staff Contact Title

Lead Agency (Requesting Agency)

Primary Staff Contact Name

Multi‐Jurisdictional Project (Yes/No)

Other Participating Agencies (if applicable)



Criteria Baseline Road: 24th Street to Consolidated Canal 
(Proposed Project) 

Val Vista Drive: Southern Ave to University Drive 
(Original Project) 

Volume – AAWT 26,769 29,769 

V/C Ratio 0.9 0.6 

Peak PM Volume 2,448 2,213 

Peak AM Volume 1,960 2,093 

Crash Rates by VMT 3.450 4.970 

Serious Crashes/Fatalities (Structural Causes Only) 0 7 

Segment of Regional Importance – Does the 
project complete or improve a segment which 
helps to provide a continuous link between two 
points of regional importance for travel or 
improve an intersection or interchange of two 
corridors of regional importance? 

Yes Yes 

Complete Streets – Will the project improve safe 
access for all users above a standard roadway, 
including pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit 
riders? 

Yes No 

Economic Development Access – Does the project 
provide access to existing and/or future business 
and job activity centers, shopping, educational, 
cultural, and recreational opportunities? 

Yes No 

Total Quantitative Weighted Score 0.6 0.6 

Total Qualitative Weighted Score 0.7 0.4 

Total Score 1.3 1.0 

 



 

 

 

 

 
 

Project Change Request: 

 

Southern Ave at Higley Rd 

(ACI-SOU-10-03-D) 



City of Mesa

Yes

N/A

Maria Angelica Deeb

Projects Coordinator

Maria.Deeb@mesaaz.gov

(480) 644‐2845

Al Zubi

Al.Zubi@mesaaz.gov

Southern Avenue to Higley

ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐D

No

No

Southern Avenue

Greenfield Road

Higley Rd

1.3

Ending Limit

Length (to nearest 10th of a mile)

3. Original Project

4. Proposed Rescoped/ 

Substitute Project

Starting Limit

Secondary Staff Contact Name

Secondary Staff Contact E‐Mail

2. Contact Information

Primary Staff Contact Email

Primary Staff Contact Phone

Roadway Name

Original Project Name

Original Project RTP ID

Are you requesting to rescope/substitute 

more than one original project? (yes/no)

List any additional original projects and RTP 

IDs you are requesting to 

rescope/substitute

1. General

ALCP Project Change Request ‐ General

Primary Staff Contact Title

Lead Agency (Requesting Agency)

Primary Staff Contact Name

Multi‐Jurisdictional Project (Yes/No)

Other Participating Agencies (if applicable)



Criteria Southern Ave: Greenfield Rd to Higley Rd 
 (Proposed Project) 

Southern Ave at Higley Rd  
(Original Project) 

Volume – AAWT 14,157 53,169 

V/C Ratio 0.9 0.9 

Peak PM Volume 1,257 5,219 

Peak AM Volume 968 4,976 

Crash Rates by VMT 8.070 1.490 

Serious Crashes/Fatalities (Structural Causes Only) 4 0 

Segment of Regional Importance – Does the 
project complete or improve a segment which 
helps to provide a continuous link between two 
points of regional importance for travel or 
improve an intersection or interchange of two 
corridors of regional importance? 

Yes Yes 

Complete Streets – Will the project improve safe 
access for all users above a standard roadway, 
including pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit 
riders? 

Yes No 

Economic Development Access – Does the project 
provide access to existing and/or future business 
and job activity centers, shopping, educational, 
cultural, and recreational opportunities? 

Yes No 

Total Quantitative Weighted Score 0.6 0.4 

Total Qualitative Weighted Score 0.7 0.4 

Total Score 1.3 0.8 

 



 
 
 

 
 

Project Change Request: 
 

Southern Ave at Lindsay Rd 
(ACI-SOU-10-03-C) 



City of Mesa

No

N/A

Maria Angelica Deeb

Projects Coordinator

Maria.Deeb@mesaaz.gov

(480) 644‐2845

Al Zubi

Al.Zubi@mesaaz.gov

Southern Avenue and Lindsay Road

ACI‐SOU‐10‐03‐C

No

Southern Avenue

Gilbert Road

Val Vista Drive

2

Ending Limit

Length (to nearest 10th of a mile)

3. Original Project

4. Proposed Rescoped/ 

Substitute Project

Starting Limit

Secondary Staff Contact Name

Secondary Staff Contact E‐Mail

2. Contact Information

Primary Staff Contact Email

Primary Staff Contact Phone

Roadway Name

Original Project Name

Original Project RTP ID

Are you requesting to rescope/substitute 

more than one original project? (yes/no)

List any additional original projects and RTP 

IDs you are requesting to 

rescope/substitute

1. General

ALCP Project Change Request ‐ General

Primary Staff Contact Title

Lead Agency (Requesting Agency)

Primary Staff Contact Name

Multi‐Jurisdictional Project (Yes/No)

Other Participating Agencies (if applicable)



Criteria Southern Ave: Gilbert Rd to Val Vista Dr 
 (Proposed Project) 

Southern Ave at Lindsay Rd 
 (Original Project) 

Volume – AAWT 20,505 40,072 

V/C Ratio 0.9 0.9 

Peak PM Volume 1,857 3,812 

Peak AM Volume 1,707 3,110 

Crash Rates by VMT 4.080 0.830 

Serious Crashes/Fatalities (Structural Causes Only) 10 3 

Segment of Regional Importance – Does the 
project complete or improve a segment which 
helps to provide a continuous link between two 
points of regional importance for travel or 
improve an intersection or interchange of two 
corridors of regional importance? 

Yes Yes 

Complete Streets – Will the project improve safe 
access for all users above a standard roadway, 
including pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit 
riders? 

Yes No 

Economic Development Access – Does the project 
provide access to existing and/or future business 
and job activity centers, shopping, educational, 
cultural, and recreational opportunities? 

Yes No 

Total Quantitative Weighted Score 0.55 0.5 

Total Qualitative Weighted Score 0.7 0.4 

Total Score 1.25 0.9 

 



 
 
 

 
 
 

Project Change Request: 
 

Val Vista Dr: Baseline Rd to 
Southern Ave 

(ACI-VAL-10-03-A) 



City of Mesa

Yes

N/A

Maria Angelica Deeb

Projects Coordinator

Maria.Deeb@mesaaz.gov

(480) 644‐2845

Al Zubi

Al.Zubi@mesaaz.gov

Val Vista Drive: Baseline to Southern Avenue

ACI‐VAL‐10‐03‐A

No

No

Val Vista Drive

Baseline Road

Pueblo

1.5

Ending Limit

Length (to nearest 10th of a mile)

3. Original Project

4. Proposed Rescoped/ 

Substitute Project

Starting Limit

Secondary Staff Contact Name

Secondary Staff Contact E‐Mail

2. Contact Information

Primary Staff Contact Email

Primary Staff Contact Phone

Roadway Name

Original Project Name

Original Project RTP ID

Are you requesting to rescope/substitute 

more than one original project? (yes/no)

List any additional original projects and RTP 

IDs you are requesting to 

rescope/substitute

1. General

ALCP Project Change Request ‐ General

Primary Staff Contact Title

Lead Agency (Requesting Agency)

Primary Staff Contact Name

Multi‐Jurisdictional Project (Yes/No)

Other Participating Agencies (if applicable)



Criteria 
Val Vista Dr: Baseline to Pueblo 

 (Proposed Project) 
Val Vista Dr: Baseline to Southern 

 (Original Project) 

Volume – AAWT 36,971 40,578 

V/C Ratio 0.9 0.9 

Peak PM Volume 3,391 3,391 

Peak AM Volume 2,703 2,703 

Crash Rates by VMT 6.260 7.710 

Serious Crashes/Fatalities (Structural Causes Only) 8 8 

Segment of Regional Importance – Does the 
project complete or improve a segment which 
helps to provide a continuous link between two 
points of regional importance for travel or 
improve an intersection or interchange of two 
corridors of regional importance? 

Yes Yes 

Complete Streets – Will the project improve safe 
access for all users above a standard roadway, 
including pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit 
riders? 

Yes Yes 

Economic Development Access – Does the project 
provide access to existing and/or future business 
and job activity centers, shopping, educational, 
cultural, and recreational opportunities? 

Yes Yes 

Total Quantitative Weighted Score 0.5 0.4 

Total Qualitative Weighted Score 0.4 0.4 

Total Score 0.9 0.8 

 



 
 
 

 
 
 

Project Change Request: 
 

University Dr: Higley Rd to Hawes Rd 
(ACI-UNV-10-03-B) 



City of Mesa

Yes

N/A

Maria Angelica Deeb

Projects Coordinator

Maria.Deeb@mesaaz.gov

(480) 644‐2845

Al Zubi

Al.Zubi@mesaaz.gov

University Drive: Higley Road to Hawes Road

ACI‐UNV‐10‐03‐B

No

No

University Drive

Higley Road

88th Street

4.5

1. General

ALCP Project Change Request ‐ General

Primary Staff Contact Title

Lead Agency (Requesting Agency)

Primary Staff Contact Name

Multi‐Jurisdictional Project (Yes/No)

Other Participating Agencies (if applicable)

Roadway Name

Original Project Name

Original Project RTP ID

Are you requesting to rescope/substitute 

more than one original project? (yes/no)

List any additional original projects and RTP 

IDs you are requesting to 

rescope/substitute

Secondary Staff Contact Name

Secondary Staff Contact E‐Mail

2. Contact Information

Primary Staff Contact Email

Primary Staff Contact Phone

Ending Limit

Length (to nearest 10th of a mile)

3. Original Project

4. Proposed Rescoped/ 

Substitute Project

Starting Limit



Criteria University Dr: Higley Rd to 88th St 
 (Proposed Project) 

University Dr: Higley Rd to Hawes Rd 
 (Original Project) 

Volume – AAWT 16,562 16,290 

V/C Ratio 0.58 0.58 

Peak PM Volume 1,425 1,425 

Peak AM Volume 1,227 1,227 

Crash Rates by VMT 2.460 2.820 

Serious Crashes/Fatalities (Structural Causes Only) 9 8 

Segment of Regional Importance – Does the 
project complete or improve a segment which 
helps to provide a continuous link between two 
points of regional importance for travel or 
improve an intersection or interchange of two 
corridors of regional importance? 

Yes Yes 

Complete Streets – Will the project improve safe 
access for all users above a standard roadway, 
including pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit 
riders? 

Yes Yes 

Economic Development Access – Does the project 
provide access to existing and/or future business 
and job activity centers, shopping, educational, 
cultural, and recreational opportunities? 

Yes Yes 

Total Quantitative Weighted Score 0.4 0.5 

Total Qualitative Weighted Score 0.4 0.4 

Total Score 0.8 0.9 

 



Agenda Item #5K

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT:
Conformity Consultation

SUMMARY:
The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment
for an amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.  The amendment and
administrative modification involve several projects, including transit projects.

Since the June 8, 2016, Management Committee meeting, additional project information was received
for the amendment and administrative modification to the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.
The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations.
The administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity
determination.  A new table with the additional project information (shaded) is provided in the attached
interagency consultation memorandum.  Comments on the conformity assessment are requested by
June 17, 2016.

PUBLIC INPUT:
An opportunity for public comment was provided at the June 8, 2016 Management Committee
meeting and no public comments were received.

PROS & CONS:
PROS:  Interagency consultation for the amendment and administrative modification notifies the
planning agencies of project modifications to the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.

CONS:  The review of the conformity assessment requires additional time in the project approval
process.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL:  The amendment and administrative modification may not be considered until the
consultation process for the conformity assessment is completed.

POLICY: Federal transportation conformity regulations require interagency consultation on
development of the transportation plan, TIP, and associated conformity determinations to include a
process involving the Metropolitan Planning Organization, State and local air quality planning
agencies, State and local transportation agencies, Environmental Protection Agency, Federal
Highway Administration, and the Federal Transit Administration.  Consultation on the conformity
assessment has been conducted in accordance with federal regulations, MAG Conformity
Consultation Processes adopted by the Regional Council in February 1996 and MAG Transportation
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Conformity Guidance and Procedures adopted by the Regional Council in March 1996.  In addition,
federal guidance is followed in response to court rulings regarding transportation conformity.

ACTION NEEDED:
Consultation.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
Management Committee:  This item was on the agenda of the June 8, 2016 MAG Management
Committee meeting for consultation.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park,
Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

  Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

CONTACT PERSON:
Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist, (602) 254-6300.
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June 14, 2016

TO: Leslie Rogers, Federal Transit Administration
Karla Petty, Federal Highway Administration
John Halikowski, Arizona Department of Transportation
Misael Cabrera, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Maria Hyatt, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department
Scott Smith, Valley Metro/RPTA
Philip McNeely, Maricopa County Air Quality Department
Kenneth Hall, Central Arizona Governments
Michael Sundblom, Pinal County Air Quality Control District
Irene Higgs, Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning Organization
Jerry Wamsley, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
Other Interested Parties

FROM: Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist

SUBJECT: CONSULTATION ON A CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED
AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2014-2018
MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND 2035 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN

We are providing notification of an update to the information included in the May 31, 2016 memorandum
for consultation on a conformity assessment for an amendment and administrative modification to the
FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan. 
The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations. 
The administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity
determination.  A new table with the additional project information (shaded) is attached.  The conformity
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan would remain unchanged.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (602) 254-6300.

Attachment

cc: Marina Mejia, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Dallas Hammit, P.E., Arizona Department of Transportation



June 14, 2016

1 of 15

Agency Work 
Year TIP ID Location Work  

Miles 
Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After Funding  Federal  Regional  Local  Total TIP Change Request Conformity Assessment

ADOT 2016
DOT11-

105D
85: Warner Street 
Bridge Design new bridge 0.2 0 4

RARF-
HURF -                 430,000        -                 430,000        

Amendment: Add a new 
bridge design project in FY 
2016 for $430,000.

The new project would not result in 
changes to the assumptions used for 
the most recent regional emissions 
analysis.  The conformity status of the 
TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

ADOT 2016
DOT16-

442 MAG regionwide

Design permanent 
restoration of 
landscaping 0 0 0 NHPP 394,174        -                 23,826          418,000        

Amend: Increase project 
cost by $117,000.  Change 
project location and work 
description. 

The project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Plantings, 
landscaping, etc."  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

ADOT 2016
DOT16-

445

Various UPRR 
crossings across 
Maricopa County

Construct LED 
Railroad Signals 0 0 0 STP-RGC 540,000        -                 -                 540,000        Amend: Add new project.

The project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Railroad/highway crossing."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

ADOT 2017
DOT16-

468

Elliot & Kyrene at 
UPRR (741-575S) 
Tempe, AZ Design 0 0 0 STP-RGC 52,000          -                 1,000             53,000          

Amend: Defer project from 
2016 to 2017.

Minor project revision is needed to 
defer the project.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

ADOT 2017
DOT16-

473

35th Ave, north of 
Buckeye Rd. @ 
UPRR 741-448R, 
Phx, AZ ROW Acquisition 0.1 5 5 STP-RGC 14,145          -                 855                15,000          

Amend: Defer project from 
2016 to 2017.

Minor project revision is needed to 
defer the project.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

ADOT 2017
DOT16-

474

35th Ave, north of 
Buckeye Rd. @ 
UPRR 741-448R, 
Phx, AZ 

Construction of Rail 
Safety Project 0.1 5 5 STP-RGC 647,165        -                 11,011          658,176        

Amend: Defer project from 
2016 to 2017.

Minor project revision is needed to 
defer the project.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

ADOT 2017
DOT15-

408 79: At SR 79B
Construct 
Roundabout 0.3 2 2 HSIP-AZ 2,100,000     -                 -                 2,100,000     

Amend: Defer project from 
2016 to 2017.

Minor project revision is needed to 
defer the project.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan



June 14, 2016

2 of 15

Agency Work 
Year TIP ID Location Work  

Miles 
Lanes 
Before

Lanes 
After Funding  Federal  Regional  Local  Total TIP Change Request Conformity Assessment

Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and 2035 Regional Transportation Plan

Avondale 2016
AVN16-

412D
Avondale 
(Citywide)

Design Pedestrian 
Countdown Signals 
and Accessible 
Pedestrian Signals 0 0 0

HSIP-
MAG 50,000          -                 -                 50,000          

Amend: Add new design 
phase using $50,000 of 
funding from AVN16-412.

The project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Avondale 2017
AVN16-

412
Avondale 
(Citywide)

Construct 
Pedestrian 
Countdown Signals 
and Accessible 
Pedestrian Signals 0 0 0

HSIP-
MAG 205,744        -                 -                 205,744        

Amend: Defer construction 
from 2016 to 2017. Shift 
$50,000 to AVN16-412D for 
additional design funding in 
FY 2016.

Minor project revision is needed to 
defer the project.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

MAG 2016
MAG16-

431 Regionwide

Purchase PM-10 
Certified Street 
Sweepers and 
Program 
Implementation 0 0 0 CMAQ 934,057        -                 56,459          990,516        

Amend: Change project 
description.

Minor project revision is needed to 
change the project description.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Peoria 2016
PEO17-

440

83rd Avenue: 
Happy Valley Road 
to Jomax Road 

Design roadway 
widening, bike 
lanes, and sidewalk 
construction 1.2 2 2 CMAQ 141,922        -                 8,578             150,500        

Amend: Combine PEO17-
440 and PEO17-440D2 into 
one workphase.

Minor project revision is needed to 
combine projects.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

Peoria 2016
PEO17-
440D2

83rd Avenue: 
Happy Valley Road 
to Jomax Road 

Design roadway 
widening, bike 
lanes, and sidewalk 
construction (ADOT 
review fees) 1.2 2 2 CMAQ 28,350          -                 1,650             30,000          

Amend: Delete workphase. 
Funding combined with 
PEO17-440.

Minor project revision is needed to 
combine projects.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

Phoenix 2017
PHX16-

435

Eagle College Prep: 
South Mountain, 
Harmony, Mesa, 
Maryvale 

Safe Routes to 
School Support 
Activity project: 
Eagles Quest for 
Safety Vest 0 0 0

TAP-
MAG 28,997          -                 1,753             30,750          

Amend: Defer project from 
2016 to 2017.

Minor project revision is needed to 
defer the project.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

Phoenix 2017
PHX17-

470

Creighton School 
District/Biltmore 
Preparatory 

Safe Routes to 
School Framework 
Study 0 0 0

TAP-
MAG 20,746          -                 1,254             22,000          

Amend: Defer project from 
2016 to 2017.

Minor project revision is needed to 
defer the project.  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.



June 14, 2016

3 of 15

Agency Work 
Year TIP ID Location Work  Miles Lanes 

Before
Lanes 
After

Federal ID / 
ALI Funding  Federal  Regional  Local  Total TIP Change Request Conformity Assessment

Avondale 2016
AVN16-

417T Regionwide Transit Security 0 0 0 57.20.10

5307-
AVN 
UZA 28,807          -                 7,202             36,009          

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Glendale 2017
GLN17-

704T Glendale

Bus Stop 
Accessibility 
Enhancements 
(Glendale) 0 0 0 11.92.02

5310-
MAG 125,000        -                 12,500          137,500        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Construction of small passenger shelters 
and information kiosks."  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

MAG 2016
MAG16-

409T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5307 10,490,927  -                 2,622,732     13,113,659  

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2016
MAG16-

410T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5339 750,411        -                 187,603        938,014        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2016
MAG16-

411T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00

STP-AZ-
Flex 6,950             -                 1,738             8,688             

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2016
MAG16-

412T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5337-HI 630,713        -                 157,678        788,391        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
MAG17-

413T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5307 11,196,611  -                 2,799,153     13,995,764  

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
MAG17-

414T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5339 158,777        -                 39,694          198,471        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.
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Agency Work 
Year TIP ID Location Work  Miles Lanes 

Before
Lanes 
After

Federal ID / 
ALI Funding  Federal  Regional  Local  Total TIP Change Request Conformity Assessment

MAG 2017
MAG17-

415T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5337-HI 523,613        -                 130,903        654,516        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2018
MAG18-

417T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5339 219,637        -                 54,909          274,546        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2018
MAG18-

418T Regionwide
Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5337-HI 911,842        -                 227,961        1,139,803     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

708T
Various 
(Regionwide)

VALLEYLIFE: 2 
Raised Roof Vans 
w/lift (Regionwide) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 107,100        -                 18,900          126,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

711T
Various 
(Regionwide)

The Centers for 
Habilitation (TCH): 4 
Cutaway Van 
(Chandler, Tempe, 
Mesa, Phoenix) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 214,200        -                 37,800          252,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

704T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Sun City Area 
Interfaith Services 
dba Benevilla: 
Transportation 
Services Operating 
Support (Surprise, 
Sun City, Sun City 
West, El Mirage, 
Youngtown, 
Glendale, and 
Peoria) 0 0 0 30.09.00

5310-
MAG 53,113          -                 53,133          106,226        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

707T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Sun City Area 
Interfaith Services 
dba Benevilla: 2 
Raised Roof Vans 
w/lift (Surprise, Sun 
City, Sun City West, 
Peoria, El Mirage, 
Youngtown and 
Glendale.) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 107,100        -                 18,900          126,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.
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MAG 2017
PNP17-

712T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Southern Arizona 
Association for the 
Visually Impaired 
(SAAVI): 2 Minivan 
no Ramp (Maricopa 
County) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 41,600          -                 10,400          52,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

718T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Scottsdale Training 
and Rehabilitation 
Services: 1 Cutaway 
Van, 1 Passenger 
Van (Scottsdale and 
the greater Phoenix 
Metropolitan 
Community.) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 77,550          -                 15,450          93,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

710T
Various 
(Regionwide)

S.T.A.R.-Stand 
Together and 
Recover Centers, 
Inc.: 3 Raised Roof 
Van w/lift (Mesa, 
Chandler, Gilbert, 
Tempe, Glendale, 
Peoria, Phoenix, 
Avondale, 
Goodyear, Surprise, 
Laveen. Part of 
Apache Junction, 
Pima Indian 
Reservation and 
Gila Indian 
Reservation.) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 160,650        -                 28,350          189,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

713T
Various 
(Regionwide)

One Step Beyond, 
Inc. : 3 Passenger 
Vans, 1 Minivan- No 
Ramp  (Avondale, 
Buckeye, El Mirage, 
Glendale, 
Goodyear, Litchfield 
Park, Peoria, 
Phoenix, Surprise, 
Sun City, Anthem, 
Wickenburg) 0 0 0 11.13.04

5310-
MAG 92,800          -                 23,200          116,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.
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MAG 2017
PNP17-

727T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Northwest Valley 
Connect: New 
Freedom - 
Operations 
(Surprise, Sun City, 
Sun City West, El 
Mirage, Youngtown, 
Glendale, and 
Peoria) 0 0 0 30.09.00

5310-
MAG 15,000          -                 15,000          30,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

726T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Northwest Valley 
Connect: Mobility 
Manager Position 
(West Valley) 0 0 0 11.7L.00

5310-
MAG 36,000          -                 9,000             45,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Planning 
activities conducted pursuant to titles 23 
and 49 U.S.C."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

715T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Northwest Valley 
Connect: 1 
Passenger Van 
(Surprise, Sun City, 
Sun City West, El 
Mirage, Youngtown, 
Glendale, and 
Peoria) 0 0 0 11.13.04

5310-
MAG 24,000          -                 6,000             30,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

722T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Independence Plus, 
Inc.: 1 Raised Roof 
Van w/lift (West 
Phoenix) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 53,550          -                 9,450             63,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

709T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Horizon Health and 
Wellness, Inc.: 2 
Minivans no Ramp, 
1 Passenger Van, 1 
Raised Roof Van 
w/lift (Apache 
Junction, Mesa, 
Queen Creek, 
Tempe, Gilbert, 
Chandler, 
Scottsdale, Phoenix) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 119,150        -                 25,850          145,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

714T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Hacienda Inc.: 3 
Raised Roof Vans 
w/lift (Regionwide) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 160,650        -                 28,350          189,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.
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MAG 2017
PNP17-

705T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Gompers 
Habilitation Center: 
3 Minivans no 
Ramp, 1 Passenger 
Van (Avondale, 
Glendale, 
Goodyear, Litchfield 
Park, Peoria, 
Phoenix, Surprise, 
Sun City) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 86,400          -                 21,600          108,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

721T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Goldensun Peace 
Ministries: 1 
Cutaway Van (West 
Valley) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 53,550          -                 9,450             63,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

720T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Friendship Village of 
Tempe: 2 Cutaway 
Vans, 1 Raised Roof 
Van w/lift (Tempe 
and Metro Phoenix ) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 160,650        -                 28,350          189,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

702T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Foothills Caring 
Corps: Mobility 
Manager Position 
(North, Northeast 
Valley) 0 0 0 11.7L.00

5310-
MAG 36,000          -                 9,000             45,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Planning 
activities conducted pursuant to titles 23 
and 49 U.S.C."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

728T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Foothills Caring 
Corps, Inc.: New 
Freedom 
Operations (Cave 
Creek, Carefree, 
North Phoenix, 
North Scottsdale) 0 0 0 30.09.00

5310-
MAG 53,743          -                 53,743          107,486        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Operating 
assistance to transit agencies."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

719T
Various 
(Regionwide)

East Valley Adult 
Resources: 1 Raised 
Roof Van w/lift 
(Apache Junction 
with transportation 
to Gilbert and inside 
Maricopa County ) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 53,550          -                 9,450             63,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.
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MAG 2017
PNP17-

717T
Various 
(Regionwide)

CHEEERS (Center for 
Health 
Empowerment 
Education 
Employment 
Recovery Services): 
1 Passenger Van, 1 
Minivan w/ramp 
(Maricopa County) 0 0 0 11.13.04

5310-
MAG 63,100          -                 12,900          76,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

703T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Chandler Gilbert 
Arc: Mobility 
Manager Position 
(East Valley) 0 0 0 11.7L.00

5310-
MAG 36,000          -                 9,000             45,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category " Planning 
activities conducted pursuant to titles 23 
and 49 U.S.C."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

706T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Chandler Gilbert 
Arc: 2 Cutaway Vans 
(Chandler, Gilbert, 
Mesa, Tempe, 
Queen Creek, 
Phoenix) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 107,100        -                 18,900          126,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

724T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Central Valley 
region - 
(Placeholder): 
Mobility Manager 
Position (Central 
Valley) 0 0 0 11.7L.00

5310-
MAG 36,000          -                 9,000             45,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category " Planning 
activities conducted pursuant to titles 23 
and 49 U.S.C."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

723T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Central Arizona 
Council On 
Developmental 
Disabilities : 2 
Raised Roof Vans 
w/lift, 1 Passenger 
Van (Apache 
Junction, Queen 
Creek and east 
Mesa) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 131,100        -                 24,900          156,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP17-

716T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Beatitudes Campus: 
1 Cutaway Van 
(Maricopa County) 0 0 0 11.12.04

5310-
MAG 53,550          -                 9,450             63,000          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.
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MAG 2017
PNP17-

725T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Arizona Board of 
Regents for/on 
behalf of Northern 
Arizona University: 
Senior Companion 
Program - Door 
Through Door & 
More 
Transportation 
(Maricopa County 
including: Chandler, 
Fountain Hills, 
Gilbert, Glendale, 
Mesa, Paradise 
Valley, Phoenix, 
Scottsdale, and 
Tempe.) 0 0 0 30.09.00

5310-
MAG 78,465          -                 78,465          156,930        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Planning 
activities conducted pursuant to titles 23 
and 49 U.S.C., and purchase of new buses 
and rail cars to replace existing vehicles 
or for minor expansions of the fleet."  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

MAG 2017
PNP15-

423T
Various 
(Regionwide)

Developmental 
Enrichment Center: 
1 Wheelchair lift 
replacement 
(Northwest Phoenix 
area) 0 0 0 11.42.20

5310-
MAG 5,136             -                 570                5,706             

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Rehabilitation of transit vehicles."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Phoenix 2016
PHX16-

434T Citywide

Install bus stop 
improvements (1% 
enhancement) 0 0 0 ----- 5307 475,160        -                 118,790        593,950        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Construction of small passenger shelters 
and information kiosks."  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

Phoenix 2017
PHX17-

442T Citywide

Install bus stop 
improvements (1% 
enhancement) 0 0 0 ----- 5307 475,160        -                 118,790        593,950        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Construction of small passenger shelters 
and information kiosks."  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

Phoenix 2018
PHX18-

448T Citywide

Install bus stop 
improvements (1% 
enhancement) 0 0 0 ----- 5307 475,160        -                 118,790        593,950        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Construction of small passenger shelters 
and information kiosks."  The conformity 
status of the TIP and 2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged.

Phoenix 2017
PHX17-

712T Regionwide

Program 
Administration 
Funds (Regionwide) 0 0 0 11.79.00

5310-
MAG 299,102        -                 -                 299,102        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category " Planning 
activities conducted pursuant to titles 23 
and 49 U.S.C."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.
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Surprise 2017
SUR17-

401T Regionwide

Purchase bus: < 30 
foot - 2 Replace 
(dial-a-ride) 0 0 0 11.12.04 5307 122,400        21,600          -                 144,000        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

Valley Metro 
Rail 2023

VMR14-
105T

I-10 WEST 
Phoenix

Fixed guideway 
corridor - Phx West - 
Preliminary 
Engineering/FEIS 0 0 0 13.71.01

CMAQ-
Flex 1,456,512     364,128        -                 1,820,640     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Engineering 
to assess social, economic, and 
environmental effects of the proposed 
action or alternatives to that action."  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley Metro 
Rail 2023

VMR14-
106T

I-10 WEST 
Phoenix

Fixed guideway 
corridor - Phx West - 
Preliminary 
Engineering 0 0 0 13.71.02

CMAQ-
Flex 1,205,962     301,491        -                 1,507,453     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Engineering 
to assess social, economic, and 
environmental effects of the proposed 
action or alternatives to that action."  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley Metro 
Rail 2023

VMR18-
429T

I-10 WEST 
Phoenix

Fixed guideway 
corridor - Phx West - 
Final Design 0 0 0 -----

CMAQ-
Flex 6,650,539     1,662,635     -                 8,313,174     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Engineering 
to assess social, economic, and 
environmental effects of the proposed 
action or alternatives to that action."  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley Metro 
Rail 2018

VMR15-
433T

Main 
Street/Gilbert 
Road Bus Turn-
Around 
(Construct)

Main Street/Gilbert 
Road bus turn-
around (construct) 0 0 0 ----- 5307 2,519,790     629,948        -                 3,149,738     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project would not result in 
changes to the assumptions used for the 
most recent regional emissions analysis.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley Metro 
Rail 2017

VMR15-
405T Regionwide

Overhaul Brake 
resistors 0 0 0 -----

5337-
FGM 342,076        557,753        -                 899,829        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Rehabilitation of transit vehicles."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.
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Valley Metro 
Rail 2016

VMR12-
915T

Tempe 
Streetcar: Rio 
Salado 
Parkway to 
Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey 
Lane with 
Downtown 
Mill Ave/Ash 
Loop Sitework 3 0 0 14.04.40

5309-
New 

Starts 6,808,200     5,591,800     -                 12,400,000  

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project would not result in 
changes to the assumptions used for the 
most recent regional emissions analysis.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley Metro 
Rail 2016

VMR14-
107T

Tempe 
Streetcar: Rio 
Salado 
Parkway to 
Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey 
Lane with 
Downtown 
Mill Ave/Ash 
Loop Vehicle Acquisition 3 0 0 14.04.40

5309-
New 

Starts 7,467,100     6,132,900     -                 13,600,000  

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project would not result in 
changes to the assumptions used for the 
most recent regional emissions analysis.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley Metro 
Rail 2016

VMR16-
403T

Tempe 
Streetcar: Rio 
Salado 
Parkway to 
Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey 
Lane with 
Downtown 
Mill Ave/Ash 
Loop 

Professional 
Services 3 0 0 14.08.80

5309-
New 

Starts 2,580,500     2,119,500     -                 4,700,000     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Engineering 
to assess social, economic, and 
environmental effects of the proposed 
action or alternatives to that action."  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley Metro 
Rail 2018

VMR11-
833T

Tempe 
Streetcar: Rio 
Salado 
Parkway to 
Apache 
Blvd/Dorsey 
Lane with 
Downtown 
Mill Ave/Ash 
Loop 

Preliminary 
Engineering/FEIS 3 0 0 13.71.01

CMAQ-
Flex 1,863,893     465,974        -                 2,329,867     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Engineering 
to assess social, economic, and 
environmental effects of the proposed 
action or alternatives to that action."  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMT17-
705T Regionwide

Northwest Valley 
Dial-A-Ride (Taxi 
subsidy service) (El 
Mirage, Peoria, Sun 
Cities, Surprise, 
Youngtown, and 
County) 0 0 0 30.09.00

5310-
MAG 220,044        -                 220,044        440,088        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.
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Agency Work 
Year TIP ID Location Work  Miles Lanes 

Before
Lanes 
After

Federal ID / 
ALI Funding  Federal  Regional  Local  Total TIP Change Request Conformity Assessment

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMT17-
706T Regionwide

East Valley 
RideChoice 
(Contract service) 
(Chandler, Gilbert, 
Mesa and Tempe) 0 0 0 30.09.00

5310-
MAG 250,000        -                 250,000        500,000        

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2016

VMT16-
401 Regionwide

Purchase bus: 
standard 40 foot - 1 
replace 0 0 0 11.12.01

5307-
AVN 
UZA 556,436        98,195          -                 654,630        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMT17-
707T Regionwide Travel Training 0 0 0 30.09.01

5310-
MAG 70,000          -                 17,500          87,500          

Amend: Add new FY 2016 5310 
project.

The new project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Planning 
activities conducted pursuant to titles 23 
and 49 U.S.C."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMR13-
120T Regionwide

Purchase bus: 
articulated - 2 
replacement 
(Tempe) 0 0 0 -----

5337-
FGM 1,467,452     258,962        -                 1,726,414     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMR14-
391T Regionwide

Purchase bus:  
articulated - 2 
replace (Tempe) 0 0 0 ----- 5337-HI 1,467,452     258,962        -                 1,726,414     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Purchase of 
new buses and rail cars to replace 
existing vehicles or for minor expansions 
of the fleet."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMT12-
110T Regionwide

Mobility 
Management: 
Travel Training 
Program - FY2011 
New Freedom 
funding 0 0 0 11.7L.00 5317 103,363        -                 56,888          160,251        

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category "Planning 
activities conducted pursuant to titles 23 
and 49 U.S.C."  The conformity status of 
the TIP and 2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMT14-
425T Regionwide

Operating: 
Operating 
Assistance TBD 0 0 0 30.09.01

5307-
AVN 
UZA 2,485,518     -                 2,485,518     4,971,036     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Rehabilitation of transit vehicles."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.



June 14, 2016

13 of 15

Agency Work 
Year TIP ID Location Work  Miles Lanes 

Before
Lanes 
After

Federal ID / 
ALI Funding  Federal  Regional  Local  Total TIP Change Request Conformity Assessment

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMT14-
101T

Regionwide: 
Fixed Route

Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5307 4,329,488     -                 1,082,372     5,411,860     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Rehabilitation of transit vehicles."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

VMT13-
913TA

Scottsdale 
Road/Rural 
Road corridor

Bus Rapid Transit 
right of way 
improvements 
(phase I) Scottsdale 
Rd./Rural Rd. Link 0 0 0 11.32.02 5307 4,884,133     1,221,033     -                 6,105,166     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project would not result in 
changes to the assumptions used for the 
most recent regional emissions analysis.  
The conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.

Valley 
Metro/RPTA 2017

TMP14-
101T

Tempe: Fixed 
Route

Preventive 
Maintenance 0 0 0 11.7A.00 5307 2,638,896     -                 659,724        3,298,620     

Amend: Delete workphase. Project 
deleted as part of development of 
2016 Program of Projects and FY 
2017-2021 TIP Transit programming 
process.

The deleted project is considered to be 
exempt under the category 
"Rehabilitation of transit vehicles."  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 2035 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged.
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TIP # Agency Project Location Project 
Description

Fiscal 
Year

Fund 
Type

Local Cost Federal Cost Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Reimb. 
Fiscal 
Year

Fund 
Type

Regional 
Reimb.

Notes: Conformity Assessment

VMR20-
102SSTZ 

Valley 
Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Stations, Stops 
and Terminals 2016 CMAQ         35,152     581,553                -        616,705 2016 CMAQ      581,553 

Amend: New listing. Advance 
from 2020 to 2016.

Minor project revision is 
needed to advance 
reimbursement year and 
change funding source.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

VMR19-
102SSTZ 

Valley 
Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Stations, Stops 
and Terminals 2016 CMAQ         12,089     200,000                -        212,089 2016 CMAQ      200,000 

Amend: New listing. Advance 
from 2020 to 2016. Switch 
funding source from STP-
MAG to CMAQ.

Minor project revision is 
needed to advance 
reimbursement year and 
change funding source.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

VMR20-
102SSTZ

2 
Valley 

Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Stations, Stops 
and Terminals 2016 CMAQ      106,406  1,760,369                -     1,866,775 2016 CMAQ   1,760,369 

Amend: New listing. Advance 
from 2020 to 2016. Switch 
funding source from STP-
MAG to CMAQ.

Minor project revision is 
needed to advance 
reimbursement year and 
change funding source.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

VMR31-
102VZ 

Valley 
Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT Vehicles 2016 CMAQ         41,550     687,394                -        728,944 2016 CMAQ      687,394 

Amend: New listing. Advance 
from 2020 to 2016.

Minor project revision is 
needed to advance 
reimbursement year.  The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan would remain unchanged.

VMR19-
102GTEZ

Valley 
Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Guideway and 
Track Elements 2016 CMAQ      452,455  7,485,345                -     7,937,800 2016 CMAQ   7,485,345 

No Change. Inclusion for 
display purposes only. No Change.

VMR18-
102PFZ

Valley 
Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Professional 
Services 2016 CMAQ      244,301  4,041,678                -     4,285,979 2016 CMAQ   4,041,678 

No Change. Inclusion for 
display purposes only. No Change.

VMR19-
102RWZ

Valley 
Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

ROW, Land and 
Improvements 2016 CMAQ         12,090     200,000                -        212,090 2016 CMAQ      200,000 

No Change. Inclusion for 
display purposes only. No Change.

VMR18-
102SSCZ

Valley 
Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Sitework and 
Special 
Conditions 2016 CMAQ         75,976  1,256,939                -     1,332,915 2016 CMAQ   1,256,939 

No Change. Inclusion for 
display purposes only. No Change.
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Local Cost Federal Cost Regional 
Cost

Total Cost Reimb. 
Fiscal 
Year

Fund 
Type

Regional 
Reimb.

Notes: Conformity Assessment

VMR21-
102SSCZ

Valley 
Metro Rail

Mesa Main Street: 
Mesa Dr to Gilbert 
Rd LRT

Sitework and 
Special 
Conditions 2016 CMAQ         31,192     516,038                -        547,230 2016 CMAQ      516,038 

No Change. Inclusion for 
display purposes only. No Change.



Agenda Item #5L

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT:
Finding of Conformity for the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and
Draft Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan

SUMMARY:
On April 27, 2016, the MAG Regional Council approved  the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) Interim Listing of Projects for a conformity analysis.  The Interim Listing
of Projects included all the regionally significant projects for the Draft TIP.  MAG has prepared the
Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis for the FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program and Draft Amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.  The analysis indicates
that the Draft TIP and Amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan meet all applicable
federal transportation conformity requirements and are in conformance with applicable air quality
plans.

On May 26, 2016, the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee recommended approval of the
Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis.  Following a 30-day public review and comment period,
MAG conducted a public hearing on June 7, 2016 on the Draft TIP, Draft Amendment to the 2035
Regional Transportation Plan, and Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity Analysis.  A conformity finding
by the Regional Council is required for MAG adoption of the TIP and Amendment to the 2035
Regional Transportation Plan.

PUBLIC INPUT:
A public hearing on the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program, Draft
Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan, and Draft April 2016 Conformity
Analysis was conducted on June 7, 2016.  Public testimony was received from a citizen on our
longstanding carbon monoxide maintenance program and that Governor Bolin found out that the
greater Phoenix area was having a carbon monoxide problem; that cars through technology, have
helped the effort; we have increasing particulates and it has been going on since the 1990's; we have
the ozone in the last couple of days; and we had to leave the Burton Barr library the other day
because we were coughing.  Also, on June 7, 2016 MAG received comments from the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) that MAG has been working diligently to implement
all planning assumptions, transportation control measures, and conformity budgets; ADEQ concurs
with the finding of conformity after verifying MAG’s methods; that draft emission inventory and motor
vehicle emission budget development by ADEQ for the Pinal County PM-2.5 nonattainment area
indicates re-entrained road dust is a significant contributor to the motor vehicle emissions budget at
29.7 percent of the primary PM-2.5 inventory and that future budget tests must use re-entrained road
dust emissions and ADEQ will consult with Sun Corridor MPO, MAG, and other appropriate entities
as this motor vehicle emissions budget continues development in other to discuss the methodology
utilized and the implications to the budget test.  A copy of the public hearing transcript and responses
to comments received from the public hearing is contained in the FY 2016 Final Phase Public Input
Opportunity Report.  Comments on the conformity analysis were requested by June 7, 2016.



PROS & CONS:
PROS: Approval of the conformity finding is required prior to approval of a TIP or Regional
Transportation Plan by a metropolitan planning organization.  The purpose of conformity is to ensure
that transportation actions will not cause or contribute to violations of air quality standards.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: Implementation of the FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP and Amendment to the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan will not cause or contribute to new violations of ambient air quality standards,
increase the frequency or severity of any existing violations, or delay timely attainment of any
standard or required emission reduction.

POLICY: The FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP and Amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan 
cannot be adopted until the conformity finding is approved.  The Draft April 2016 MAG Conformity
Analysis is prepared in accordance with federal regulations, MAG Conformity Consultation Processes
and MAG Transportation Conformity Guidance and Procedures adopted by the Regional Council. 
In addition, federal and state guidance is followed regarding transportation conformity.

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of the Finding of Conformity for the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program and Draft Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
Management Committee: On June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended
approval of the Finding of Conformity for the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program and Draft Amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

  Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA



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

Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee:  On May 26, 2016, the MAG Air Quality Technical
Advisory Committee recommended approval of the Draft April 2016 Conformity Analysis for the Draft
FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and Draft Amendment to the 2035
Regional Transportation Plan.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Tim Conner, Scottsdale, Chairman

* Jamie McCullough, El Mirage, Vice Chair
Drew Bryck, Avondale
Susan Avans for Robert van den Akker,
  Buckeye
Jon Sherrill, Chandler

* Hondo Judd, Gilbert
Megan Sheldon, Glendale

* Cato Esquivel, Goodyear
* Kazi Haque, Maricopa
# Greg Edwards, Mesa

Stuart Kent, Peoria
Joe Gibbs for Joe Giudice, Phoenix

# Antonio DeLaCruz, Surprise
Oddvar Tveit, Tempe

* Youngtown
* Ramona Simpson, Queen Creek
* Walter Bouchard, American Lung

Association of Arizona 
Kristin Watt, Salt River Project

* Rebecca Hudson-Nunez, Southwest Gas
  Corporation
Michael Denby, Arizona Public Service
  Company

* Gina Grey, Western States Petroleum
  Association

# Amanda Luecker for Robert Forrest, Valley
  Metro/RPTA

* Dave Berry, Arizona Motor Transport
  Association

* Liz Foster for Jeanette Fish, Maricopa
   County Farm Bureau

* Steve Trussell, Arizona Rock Products
   Association

* Claudia Whitehead, Greater Phoenix
   Chamber of Commerce
Amanda McGennis, Associated General
   Contractors

* Spencer Kamps, Homebuilders
   Association of Central Arizona

# Mannie Carpenter, Valley Forward
# Kai Umeda, University of Arizona

   Cooperative Extension
Beverly Chenausky, Arizona Department of
   Transportation

* Marina Mejia, Arizona Department of
   Environmental Quality

* Environmental Protection Agency 
Hether Krause, Maricopa County Air Quality
   Department
Scott DiBiase, Pinal County

* Michelle Wilson, Arizona Department of
   Weights and Measures

@Ed Stillings, Federal Highway Administration
# Judi Nelson, Arizona State University

Stan Belone, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
   Indian Community

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated via telephone conference call.   +Participated via video conference call.
@ Ex-Officio member, non-voting member.

CONTACT PERSON:
Dean Giles, MAG, (602) 254-6300.



May 6, 2016

TO: Members of the MAG Management Committee

FROM: Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist

SUBJECT: CONSULTATION ON THE DRAFT APRIL 2016 CONFORMITY ANALYSIS FOR THE
  DRAFT FY 2017-2021 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND
  DRAFT AMENDMENT TO THE 2035 MAG REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

In accordance with the federal Clean Air Act, the Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation
on the Draft April 2016 Conformity Analysis for the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) and Draft Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the MAG
metropolitan planning area.  The conformity analysis indicates that the Draft TIP and RTP satisfy the requirements
of the federal transportation conformity rule and are in conformance with applicable air quality plans.  The Draft
April 2016 Conformity Analysis is being transmitted for your review.  The documents are available upon request
and are also available on the MAG website at www.azmag.gov.  Comments are requested by June 7, 2016.

The Draft April 2016 Conformity Analysis was made available for public review and comment beginning on
May 5, 2016.  A copy of the public hearing notice is being transmitted for your information.  The minimum 30-day
public comment period will be followed by a public hearing  on June 7, 2016 on the Draft April 2016 Conformity
Analysis, the FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP, the Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan, and the
FY 2016 Transit Program of Projects.  The MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee may make a
recommendation on the Draft April 2016 Conformity Analysis on May 26, 2016.  The MAG Regional Council may
take action on these documents at the June 22, 2016 meeting.  If you have any questions about the Draft April
2016 Conformity Analysis, please call me at (602) 254-6300.

Attachments

cc: Intergovernmental Representatives



DRAFT APRIL 2016 CONFORMITY ANALYSIS ON THE DRAFT FY 2017-2021 MAG TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND DRAFT AMENDMENT TO THE 2035 MAG REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on the Draft April 2016 Conformity Analysis,
the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and a Draft Amendment to the 2035
MAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  The Draft April 2016 Conformity Analysis indicates that the Draft TIP
and the Draft Amendment to the RTP satisfies the criteria specified in the federal transportation conformity rule
for a conformity determination.  A finding of conformity is therefore supported.

The federal conformity regulations at 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93 specify the criteria and procedures for conformity
determinations for transportation plans, programs, and projects and their respective amendments.  Under the
federal transportation conformity rule, the principal criteria for a determination of conformity for transportation
plans and programs are: (1) the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan must pass an emissions budget test with a
budget that has been found to be adequate or approved by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for
transportation conformity purposes, or an interim emissions test; (2) the latest planning assumptions and emissions
models specified for use in air quality implementation plans must be employed; (3) the TIP and Regional
Transportation Plan must provide for the timely implementation of transportation control measures (TCMs)
specified in the applicable air quality implementation plans; and (4) consultation.

A conformity determination for the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and 2035 MAG
Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa County nonattainment and maintenance areas was made by the
Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration on July 9, 2015.  The latest conformity
determination for the FY 2014-2018 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and 2035 MAG Regional
Transportation Plan for the Pinal County PM-10 and PM-2.5 nonattainment areas was made by the Federal
Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration on April 27, 2016.

The results of the regional emissions analysis for the Draft 2017-2021 MAG TIP and Draft Amendment to the
2035 RTP for the Maricopa nonattainment and maintenance areas are described below and in Table 1.  The
results of the regional emissions analysis for the Pinal County PM-10 and PM-2.5 nonattainment areas are
described below and in Table 2.  Also, on September 10, 2013, EPA advised that MAG should include in
conformity analyses the budgets from submitted plans, so that an adequacy finding on a submitted budget does
not interfere with the conformity process.  Table 3 includes the conformity test results using the budget from the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 2015 West Pinal Moderate PM-10 Nonattainment Area State
Implementation Plan (SIP) that was submitted to EPA on December 21, 2015.

Maricopa Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas Regional Emissions Analysis
For the Maricopa nonattainment and maintenance areas, the Draft 2017-2021 MAG TIP and the Draft
Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan must pass the emissions budget tests with budgets
that have been found to be adequate or approved by the EPA for transportation conformity purposes.  The latest
MAG transportation and air quality models, including EPA’s MOVES2014a, were utilized in the regional emissions
analysis to assess the estimated emissions from the TIP and Amendment to the RTP.

The modeling results indicate that for each pollutant and each modeled year the regional emissions from the TIP
and 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan are less than the motor vehicle emissions budgets for carbon
monoxide (CO), eight-hour ozone precursors (volatile organic compounds and nitrogen oxides), and particulate



matter (PM-10) in the Maricopa nonattainment and maintenance areas.  The regional emissions analysis was
conducted for carbon monoxide and PM-10 for the years 2015, 2025, and 2035 and for the ozone precursors
of volatile organic compounds and nitrogen oxides for the years 2017, 2025, and 2035.

On March 9, 2005, EPA published the final rule approving the MAG 2003 Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan
and 2015 budget of 662.9 metric tons per day, effective April 8, 2005.  The year 2015 was modeled since it is
a maintenance year in the MAG 2003 Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan and is within the timeframe of the
2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan.  Also, on March 3, 2016, EPA published the final rule approving the
MAG 2013 Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan and 2025 budget of 559.4 metric tons per day, effective
April 4, 2016.  The year 2025 was modeled since it is a maintenance year in the MAG 2013 Carbon Monoxide
Maintenance Plan and an intermediate year that meets the federal conformity rule requirement that horizon years
be no more than ten years apart.  The analysis year 2035 was modeled because it is the last year of the RTP.  For
carbon monoxide, the total regional vehicle-related emissions for the analysis year 2015 is projected to be less
than the approved emissions budget of 662.9 metric tons per day and the total regional vehicle-related emissions
for the analysis years 2025 and 2035 are projected to be less than the 2025 budget of 559.4 metric tons per day. 
The applicable conformity test for carbon monoxide is therefore satisfied.

On June 13, 2012, EPA published the final rule approving the MAG 2007 Eight-Hour Ozone Plan, including the
2008 emissions budgets for volatile organic compounds (VOC) of 67.9 metric tons per day and nitrogen oxides
(NOx) of 138.2 metric tons per day, effective July 13, 2012.  The year 2017 is the attainment year for moderate
areas under the 2008 eight-hour ozone standard and is within the timeframe of the conformity determination. 
Emissions for VOC and NOx are interpolated for 2017 using the 2015 and 2018 emissions derived from the latest
2015 and 2018 traffic assignments.  On September 17, 2014, EPA published a final rule approving the MAG 2009
Eight-Hour Ozone Maintenance Plan, including the 2025 emissions budgets for VOC of 43.8 metric tons per day
and NOx of 101.8 metric tons per day, effective October 17, 2014.  The year 2025 was modeled for VOC and
NOx since EPA has approved the 2025 VOC and NOx budgets.  The analysis year 2035 was modeled because
it is the last year of the RTP.  For VOC, the total regional vehicle-related emissions for the ozone nonattainment
area for analysis year 2017 is projected to be less than the approved 2008 emissions budget of 67.9 metric tons
per day, and the emissions for analysis years 2025 and 2035 are projected to be less than the approved 2025
emissions budget of 43.8 metric tons per day.  For NOx, the total regional vehicle-related emissions for the ozone
nonattainment area for analysis year 2017 is projected to be less than the approved 2008 emissions budget of
138.2 metric tons per day, and the emissions for analysis years 2025 and 2035 are projected to be less than the
approved 2025 emissions budget of 101.8 metric tons per day.  The applicable conformity tests for eight-hour
ozone are therefore satisfied.

On June 10, 2014, EPA published the final rule approving the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 and the
2012 emissions budget of 54.9 metric tons per day, effective July 10, 2014.  The years 2015 and 2025 were
modeled for PM-10 since these are intermediate years that meet the federal conformity requirement that analysis
years be no more than ten years apart.  The analysis year 2035 was modeled because it is the last year of the
RTP.  For PM-10, the total vehicle-related emissions for the analysis years of 2015, 2025, and 2035 are projected
to be less than the approved 2012 emissions budget of 54.9 metric tons per day.  The conformity test for PM-10
is therefore satisfied.  In addition, on July 25, 2002, EPA published a final rule approving the Revised MAG 1999
Serious Area PM-10 Plan, effective August 26, 2002.  A comparison of the conformity test results using the 2006
budget from the Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM-10 indicates that the total vehicle-related
emissions for 2015, 2025, and 2035 also meet this budget.  On July 29, 2014, the Arizona Center for Law in the



Public Interest filed a lawsuit against EPA to challenge the approval of the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10. 
The case is still pending.  Consequently, the conformity test using the budget from the approved Revised MAG
1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan is also included.

Pinal County Nonattainment Areas Regional Emissions Analysis
For the Pinal County nonattainment areas, there are no adequate or approved motor vehicle emissions budgets
for conformity.  Therefore, the conformity interim emissions tests were applied.  In selecting analysis years, the
transportation conformity rule indicates that the years must be no more than ten years apart, the first year must
be no more than five years beyond the year in which the conformity determination is being made, and the last
year must be aligned with the transportation plan.  The last year of the Sun Corridor RTP is 2040 and the last year
of the MAG RTP is 2035.  Therefore, the baseline and action tests were conducted for PM-10 for the West Pinal
PM-10 Nonattainment Area and for PM-2.5 and NOx for the West Central Pinal PM-2.5 Nonattainment Area
for the analysis years of 2020, 2030, 2035 and 2040.  For each test, the required emissions estimates were
developed using the transportation and emission modeling approaches required under the federal transportation
conformity rule.

The Maricopa Association of Governments and the Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning Organization have
coordinated on the inputs to the transportation model as well as consultation on the conformity analysis.  Both
the MAG Metropolitan Planning Area Boundary and the Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning Area Boundary
include portions of the West Pinal PM-10 Nonattainment Area and West Central Pinal PM-2.5 Nonattainment
Area.  Both nonattainment areas are covered by the boundaries of the two metropolitan planning organizations. 
Since the Sun Corridor MPO is also proposing an Amendment to the Sun Corridor MPO FY 2016-2025 TIP and
RTP 2040, transportation conformity is required to be demonstrated for both nonattainment areas by both
metropolitan planning organizations.

For PM-10, the projected emissions for the action scenario are not greater than the projected emissions for the
baseline scenario for each of the years analyzed: 2020, 2030, 2035 and 2040.  Since the PM-10 emissions
predicted for the action scenarios are not greater than the PM-10 emissions predicted for the baseline scenarios,
the conformity interim emission test is satisfied.  It is also reasonable to expect the action emissions would not
exceed the baseline emissions for the time periods between the analysis years.  In addition, Table 3 includes the
conformity test results using the budget from the 2015 West Pinal Moderate PM-10 Nonattainment Area SIP that
was submitted to EPA on December 21, 2015.  On September 10, 2013, EPA advised that MAG should include
in conformity analyses the budgets from submitted plans, so that an adequacy finding on a submitted budget does
not interfere with the conformity process.  A comparison of the conformity test results using the 2018 budget
from the 2015 West Pinal Moderate PM-10 Nonattainment Area SIP indicates that the total vehicle-related
emissions for 2018, 2020, 2030, 2035, and 2040 also meet this budget.

For PM-2.5, the projected emissions for the action scenario are not greater than the projected emissions for the
baseline scenario for each of the years analyzed: 2020, 2030, 2035 and 2040.  Since the PM-2.5 emissions
predicted for the action scenarios are not greater than the PM-2.5 emissions predicted for the baseline scenarios,
the conformity interim emission test is satisfied.  It is also reasonable to expect the action emissions would not
exceed the baseline emissions for the time periods between the analysis years.

For NOx, the projected emissions for the action scenario are not greater than the projected emissions for the
baseline scenario for each of the years analyzed: 2020, 2030, 2035 and 2040.  Since the NOx emissions
predicted for the action scenarios are not greater than the NOx emissions predicted for the baseline scenarios,



the conformity interim emission test is satisfied.  It is also reasonable to expect the action emissions would not
exceed the baseline emissions for the time periods between the analysis years.

Latest Planning Assumptions and Emissions Models
In accordance with federal conformity requirements, the latest planning assumptions and emissions models
specified for use in air quality implementation plans were employed for this conformity determination.  The latest
planning assumptions used for this conformity determination are consistent with the January 2014 MAG
Conformity Analysis for the FY 2014-2018 Transportation Improvement Program and the 2035 Regional
Transportation Plan and the January 2014 Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning Organization 2014 Conformity
Analysis, with the following exceptions:

1.  On October 7, 2014, EPA published a notice of availability of the MOVES2014 mobile source emissions model
which began a two-year grace period that ends on October 7, 2016, after which MOVES2014 is required to be
used for transportation conformity.  EPA released a revised version, MOVES2014a, on November 4, 2015.  The
November 2015 version of MOVES2014a is used for this regional emissions analysis.  MAG has also developed
a MOVESLink2014 model that coordinates the TransCAD traffic assignment output with the MOVES2014a
model.

2.  The most recently available vehicle registration data was used in this conformity analysis.  July 2015 vehicle
registration data was obtained from the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) for both Maricopa County
and Pinal County.

3.  MOVES2014a “Regulatory Class” output was used with the July 2015 vehicle registration data to estimate VMT
distributions by weight-based vehicle class for each conformity traffic assignment.  These vehicle weights were
used to calculate the paved road PM-10 emissions in the Maricopa PM-10 Nonattainment Area for the budget
analysis in 2015, 2025, and 2035 and in the Pinal PM-10 Nonattainment Area for the action and baseline scenarios
in 2020, 2030 and 2040.  The 2035 paved road emissions estimates were interpolated using the 2030 and 2040
values.

4.  The latest transportation projects included in the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP and 2035 RTP, as well as
projects in the Sun Corridor MPO FY 2016-2025 TIP and RTP 2040, were coded in the 2020, 2030, and 2040
traffic assignments used to estimate the action scenario emissions.  The 2035 action scenario emissions were
interpolated using the 2030 and 2040 values.

The traffic network coded in the 2020, 2030 and 2040 traffic assignments used to estimate baseline emissions for
the Pinal PM-10 and PM-2.5 nonattainment areas includes regionally significant highways open to traffic, as well
as transit service in operation, by December 31, 2015.  In accordance with Section 93.119(h) of the EPA
conformity regulations, the baseline network also includes all regionally significant projects in the Pinal PM-10
Nonattainment Area, regardless of funding source, which are currently under construction or undergoing right-of-
way acquisition by April 1, 2016; are MAG TIP or Sun Corridor MPO projects coded in the 2015 traffic
assignment used in the prior 2016 conformity analysis, but are no longer included in the 2015 assignment to be
used in the April 2016 conformity analysis; or have completed the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
process.  The 2035 baseline emissions estimates were interpolated using the 2030 and 2040 values.

Emission reduction credit for projects in the Draft FY 2017-2021 TIP and the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan
that pave unpaved roads in the Pinal PM-10 Nonattainment Area has been assumed in this conformity analysis for
the 2020, 2030, 2035 and 2040 action scenarios.  In addition, emission reductions for paving projects in the Sun



Corridor MPO FY 2016-2025 TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 2040 are applied to the 2020, 2030, 2035
and 2040 action scenarios.

All analyses were conducted using the latest planning assumptions and emissions models in force at the time the
conformity analysis began on April 1, 2016.  A summary of the latest planning assumptions, including population,
employment, and vehicle registrations data used in the regional emissions analysis, is provided in Table 4.

Timely Implementation of Transportation Control Measures
In accordance with Section 93.113, the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP and Amendment to the 2035 MAG
Regional Transportation Plan continue to provide for the timely completion or implementation of the TCMs in
the applicable air quality implementation plans, and no schedule difficulties have been identified.  In addition,
nothing in the TIP and RTP interferes with the implementation of any transportation control measures in the
applicable air quality implementation plans, and priority is given to TCMs.

Consultation
In compliance with federal and state rules, MAG is required to provide reasonable opportunity for consultation
with state air and transportation agencies, local agencies, U.S. Department of Transportation, Environmental
Protection Agency, and other interested parties.  A 30-day consultation period is being provided on the Draft April
2016 Conformity Analysis, the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program, and the Draft
Amendment to the 2035 MAG Regional Transportation Plan.  In addition, an opportunity for public comment will
be provided on these draft documents at a public hearing on June 7, 2016.  Consultation is concluded by notifying
the agencies and other interested parties of any approval action taken by the MAG Regional Council and any
comments received during the period of consultation.



TABLE 1.

CONFORMITY TEST RESULTS FOR CO, VOC, NOx, AND PM-10 (METRIC TONS/DAY)
MARICOPA NONATTAINMENT AND MAINTENANCE AREAS

Pollutant Carbon Monoxide Eight-Hour Ozone PM-10

Year -
Scenario

2015 a 2025 b 2008 c

VOC
2008 c

NOx
2025 c

VOC
2025 c

NOx
2012 d 2006 e

Budget
Test

662.9 559.4 67.9 138.2 43.8 101.8 54.9 59.7

2015 492.1 40.2 40.2

2017 44.3 69.1

2025 308.0 28.7 36.7 43.9 43.9

2035 195.3 16.8 22.0 48.5 48.5

a The MAG 2003 Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan established a 2015 emissions budget.  The onroad
mobile source emissions correspond to a Friday in December episode day conditions.

b The MAG 2013 Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan established a 2025 emissions budget.  The onroad
mobile source emissions correspond to a Friday in December episode day conditions.

c The MAG 2007 Eight-Hour Ozone Plan established 2008 emissions budgets for volatile organic compounds
(VOCs) and nitrogen oxides (NOx).  Also, the MAG 2009 Eight-Hour Ozone Maintenance Plan established
2025 emissions budgets for VOCs and NOx.  The onroad mobile source emissions correspond to a
Thursday in June episode day conditions.

d The MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 established a 2012 emissions budget corresponding to an
average annual day.

e The Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM-10 established a 2006 emissions budget
corresponding to an average annual day.  A comparison of the conformity test results using the budget from
the EPA approved Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM-10 is also provided.  On
July 29, 2014, the Arizona Center for Law in the Public Interest filed a lawsuit against EPA to challenge the
EPA approval of the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10.  The case is still pending.  Consequently, the
conformity test using the budget from the approved Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan is also
included.



TABLE 2.
CONFORMITY INTERIM EMISSION (ACTION/BASELINE) TEST RESULTS

(KILOGRAMS/DAY)
PINAL COUNTY PM NONATTAINMENT AREAS

PM-10 Nonattainment Area PM-2.5 Nonattainment Area

Pollutant PM-10 PM-2.5 NOx

2020

- Action 112,019 25 1,040

- Baseline 113,972 26 1,095

2030

- Action 124,159 19 824

- Baseline 126,231 23 1,042

2035

- Action 131,205 23 900

- Baseline 133,278 27 1,286

2040

- Action 138,907 27 977

- Baseline 140,840 31 1,529



TABLE 3.

CONFORMITY TEST RESULTS USING THE SUBMITTED BUDGET
FOR PM-10 (TONS/YEAR) FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES

PINAL COUNTY NONATTAINMENT AREA

Pollutant PM-10

Year - Scenario 2018 a

Budget Test b 27,987.1

2018 25,846.1

2020 24,622.7

2030 21,005.3

2035 24,083.1

2040 27,368.5

a The 2015 West Pinal Moderate PM-10 Nonattainment Area State Implementation Plan (SIP), submitted
to EPA by the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) on December 21, 2015,
establishes a 2018 conformity emissions budget of 27,987.1 tons per year.  On September 10, 2013,
EPA advised that MAG should include in conformity analyses the budgets from submitted plans, so that
an adequacy finding or approval of a submitted budget does not interfere with the conformity process.

b The vehicle exhaust, tire wear and brake wear emissions are calculated by applying MOVES2014a to the
latest versions of the 2018, 2020, 2030 and 2040 traffic assignments in the West Pinal PM-10
Nonattainment Area (NA).  The 2035 exhaust, tire wear and brake wear emissions are estimated by
interpolating the 2030 and 2040 values.  The reentrained dust emissions from paved roads included in
the 2018 conformity budget are increased by applying the growth in vehicle miles of travel (VMT) in the
West Pinal PM-10 NA between 2018 and 2020, 2030, 2035 and 2040.  The 2018 reentrained dust
emissions from public and private unpaved roads are increased by 1.57% per year, which is the annual
growth rate between 2008 and 2018 that was used to establish the public and private unpaved road
emissions in the 2018 conformity budget.  The road construction emissions in the 2018 budget are held
constant through 2040.  Emission reductions are applied in 2018, 2020, 2030, 2035 and 2040, based
on the West Pinal PM-10 Nonattainment Area General Fugitive Dust Rule (FDR), included in Appendix I
of the ADEQ 2015 West Pinal Moderate PM-10 NA SIP, that requires 15 miles of unpaved roads with
traffic volumes greater than 150 ADT to be paved each year beginning in 2016.



TABLE 4.  LATEST PLANNING ASSUMPTIONS FOR MAG CONFORMITY DETERMINATIONS

Assumption Source MAG Models Next Scheduled Update

Population and
Employment

Under the Governor’s Executive Order 2011-04, official County projections are
updated every 3 to 4 years.  These official projections are used by all agencies for
planning purposes.  Following the release of the 2010 U.S. Census data, the
Arizona Department of Administration (ADOA) prepared a new set of Maricopa
County projections in December 2012.  MAG developed a set of employment
projections for Maricopa County that are consistent with the ADOA population
projections and also prepared subcounty population and employment
projections.  The MAG Regional Council approved the subcounty socioeconomic
projections in June 2013.  In addition, Central Arizona Governments (CAG)
approved the Pinal County subcounty socioeconomic projections, based on the
ADOA Pinal County projections, in June 2013.

AZ-SMART
(UrbanSim/
OPUS)

Under the Governor’s Executive Order 2011-04, official
county socioeconomic projections will be developed by
the Arizona Department of Administration (ADOA).  It is
anticipated that ADOA will complete the county level
projections in 2015 and MAG will prepare subcounty
socioeconomic projections for adoption by the MAG
Regional Council within six months after receipt of the
ADOA county level projections.

Traffic Counts The highway models were validated in 2013 for the 2011 base year, using
approximately 3,300 traffic counts collected in 2011.

TransCAD Region-wide traffic counts are typically collected by MAG
every 2-4 years, if funds are available.

Vehicle Miles
of Travel

The passenger travel demand models were calibrated in 2012-2013 using data
from the 2008-2009 home interview survey, 2009 Transearch data, 2010-2011
regional transit on-board survey, 2011 Truck GPS data, and 2012 Airport and
ASU surveys.  The recalibration effort included a complete update of the regional
travel demand model based on the relevant data sets listed above.  Trip
generation and trip distribution were recalibrated based on the 2008-2009
National Household Travel Survey Arizona Add-On sample and 2006 - 2009
American Community Survey and Public Use Microdata Sample data sets.  Mode
choice was recalibrated based on the 2010 on-board survey.  The truck model
was recalibrated based on the new 2009 Transearch data and 2011 Truck GPS
data from ATRI.  Special generator sub-models were recalibrated based on 2012
regional airports and ASU travel surveys.  The external travel model was
recalibrated in 2011 based on the 2008 external travel study.  Volume-delay
functions were recalibrated in 2012-2013 based on the 2011 commercial speed
data.  The overall base year for the recalibrated and validated model is 2011.

TransCAD MAG has completed a major update, development and
recalibration of the regional transportation model in FY
2013.  The FY 2014 Unified Planning Work Program
(UPWP) includes funding for the initiation of the next
series of travel surveys in calendar years 2014-2016. 
These surveys will form a foundation for the next round
of model development and updates.  Various commercial
data sources will be used to maintain and incrementally
update the models in between the major recalibration
updates.

Speeds The highway models were validated using 49 million traffic speed records
purchased from NOKIA for calendar year 2011.

TransCAD Travel speed studies are conducted periodically to
validate the transportation models.  MAG has also
purchased commercial speed data for future estimation
and model calibration purposes.

Vehicle
Registrations

July 2015 vehicle registrations were provided by ADOT. MOVES2014a When newer data become available from ADOT.

Implementation
Measures

Latest implementation status of commitments in prior SIPs. N/A Updated for every conformity analysis.



PUBLIC HEARING ON A
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

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 a 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 opening dates for Light
Rail Transit and Tempe Streetcar projects and a new light rail station at 50th Street and
Washington Street, (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, and (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 PM-10
particulate matter 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



Agenda Item #5M

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE: 
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT:  
Approval of 2016 MAG Socioeconomic Projections for Resident Population and Employment by
Municipal Planning Area and Regional Analysis Zone for July 1, 2020, 2030, 2040, and 2050 and
MAG Annual Municipality Population Projections for July 1, 2016 through July 1, 2050  

SUMMARY:  
In accordance with Executive Order 2011-04, MAG prepares subregional socioeconomic projections. 
These projections are used as input to the transportation and air quality models.   MAG has prepared
draft subregional socioeconomic projections for Maricopa County and Pinal County which use the
2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) as the base, County projections prepared by the
Arizona Department of Administration (ADOA), and employment projections prepared by MAG staff,
were approved by the Regional Council in December 2015. The draft projections were prepared in
close collaboration with MAG member agency staff and Central Arizona Governments.  The data
projected are: population and employment for July 1, 2020, 2030, 2040, and 2050 by Municipal
Planning Area (MPA) and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ); and annual projections of population by
incorporated area for July 1, 2016 through July 1, 2050. All data, methods and assumptions used to
prepare the draft projections have been reviewed by members of the MAG Population Technical
Advisory Committee (POPTAC) and other member agency staff and revised based upon input
received.  Two drafts of the projections were also prepared for review by member agencies and
revised based on comments provided. The resulting socioeconomic projections, including a
resolution, were recommended for approval by the MAG POPTAC on May 31, 2016, and by the MAG
Management Committee on June 8, 2016, and are being transmitted to you for your consideration. 
Note: Because of new data based on an annexation, the projection figures have been updated since
Management Committee. The correction affects a total of 26 jobs.   

The complete drafts of the MAG 2016 Socioeconomic Projections and documentation are available
on the MAG website at:
http://www.azmag.gov/Information_Services/Draft_2016_Socioeconomic_Projections.asp

PUBLIC INPUT:
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The 2016 MAG Socioeconomic Projections take into account 2010-2014 American
Community Survey data, county projections from ADOA, employment projections prepared by MAG
staff, 2016 MPA boundaries, current general plans and other base data, surveys and assumptions
and methods as approved by the MAG POPTAC.  The last official set of projections was developed
in 2013.

CONS:  None.
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TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL:  The 2016 MAG Socioeconomic Projections will enable regional planning activities to
use a data set based on the most recent information available.

POLICY: The 2016 MAG Socioeconomic Projections will provide input to the MAG Regional
Transportation Plan and air quality plans and will be used for other regional planning purposes.

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of the 2016 MAG resident population and employment projections by Municipal Planning
Area (MPA) and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ) for July 1, 2020, 2030, 2040, and 2050, the
resolution, and the MAG Annual Municipality Population Projections for July 1, 2016, through July
1, 2050, for use in all regional planning activities. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
On June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of the 2016 MAG
resident population and employment projections by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) and Regional
Analysis Zone (RAZ) for July 1, 2020, 2030, 2040, and 2050, the resolution, and the MAG Annual
Municipality Population Projections for July 1, 2016, through July 1, 2050, for use in all regional
planning activities.  Note: Because of new data based on an annexation, the projection figures have
been updated since Management Committee. The correction affects a total of 26 jobs. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

MAG Population Technical Advisory Committee:  On May 31, 2016, the MAG Population Technical
Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of the 2016 MAG resident population and
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employment projections by Municipal Planning Area and Regional Analysis Zone for July 1, 2020,
2030, 2040, and 2050, the resolution, and the MAG Annual Municipality Population Projections for
July 1, 2016 through July 1, 2050. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Josh Wright, Wickenburg, Chair 
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley, Vice Chair

# Tracy Clark, ADOT
Larry Kirch, Apache Junction
*Alison Rondone, Avondale

# Andrea Marquez, Buckeye
* Stacey Bridge-Denzak, Carefree
* Luke Kautzman, Cave Creek

Sam Andrea, Chandler
Thomas Doyle, El Mirage

# Mark Eckhoff, Florence
* Ken Valverde, Fountain Hills
* VACANT, Gila Bend
# Linda Edwards, Gilbert

Thomas Ritz, Glendale
Joe Schmitz, Goodyear

* VACANT, Guadalupe
# Sonny Culbreth, Litchfield Park

Rodolfo Lopez for Kazi Haque, Maricopa
# Rachel Applegate for Matt Holm, 

  Maricopa County*Wahid Alam, Mesa
Jason Cleghorn, Peoria
Adam Miller, Phoenix

* VACANT, Pinal County
Keith Newman, Queen Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
  Indian  Community

# Taylor Reynolds, Scottsdale 
Lloyd Abrams, Surprise
Suparna Dasgupta, Tempe
Cory Whittaker, Valley Metro

* Gregory Arrington, Youngtown

# Those attending by audioconference
+Those attending by videoconference 
* Those not present

CONTACT PERSON:
Anubhav Bagley, MAG (602) 254-6300
Scott Wilken, MAG (602) 254-6300
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 1: Total Population by Municipal Planning Area 

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Municipal Planning Area 2015 2020 2030 2040

Total Population

2050

Apache Junction 55,100 58,100 68,500 95,900 125,400

Avondale 80,500 86,800 95,600 112,400 126,300

Buckeye 72,900 87,700 147,600 310,800 488,000

Carefree 3,500 4,100 5,000 5,300 5,500

Cave Creek 5,600 6,400 7,400 8,800 9,800

Chandler 263,100 286,000 312,300 327,700 338,700

El Mirage 33,300 35,300 35,700 38,200 41,800

Florence 71,200 82,300 106,000 134,300 164,500

Fort McDowell 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,100 1,100

Fountain Hills 23,300 26,000 28,300 30,400 32,600

Gila Bend 2,400 2,900 3,500 4,900 6,600

Gila River 11,900 12,100 12,200 12,200 12,200

Gilbert 246,300 260,800 286,200 299,800 304,100

Glendale 262,600 282,800 305,600 323,900 343,800

Goodyear 80,200 98,600 154,200 207,400 293,100

Guadalupe 6,100 6,500 6,700 6,800 6,800

Litchfield Park 12,600 14,000 14,200 15,000 15,600

Maricopa 56,500 74,800 102,600 127,600 161,100

Maricopa County Areas 96,200 105,100 115,000 141,800 208,900

Mesa 505,200 555,000 620,100 661,200 684,300

Paradise Valley 13,700 14,200 14,900 15,100 15,500

Peoria 177,400 200,900 271,200 309,700 342,600

Phoenix 1,579,700 1,731,300 1,988,800 2,160,200 2,277,700

Pinal County Areas 96,000 101,900 119,600 149,600 181,800

Queen Creek 45,500 57,500 83,000 92,700 98,200

Salt River‐Pima 6,600 6,800 7,100 7,600 8,000

Scottsdale 231,300 255,000 290,800 308,700 312,000

Surprise 136,400 148,000 239,000 362,200 452,300

Tempe 172,100 188,100 222,800 255,500 264,500

Tolleson 6,800 7,600 10,800 14,000 14,800

Wickenburg 8,000 9,700 14,100 14,600 14,800

Youngtown 6,500 6,800 7,500 8,100 8,400

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.
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Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100.  These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 2: Total Employment by Municipal Planning Area 

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Municipal Planning Area 2015 2020 2030 2040

Total Employment

2050

Apache Junction 10,000 11,300 17,000 26,500 39,300

Avondale 17,700 22,100 25,400 33,500 52,200

Buckeye 13,700 18,900 35,500 78,300 143,600

Carefree 1,800 2,000 2,300 2,600 2,700

Cave Creek 2,300 2,600 3,200 3,700 4,500

Chandler 132,400 150,700 176,200 193,700 204,600

El Mirage 4,300 5,000 6,400 7,900 9,000

Florence 12,200 14,400 20,700 30,600 44,000

Fort McDowell 1,900 1,900 2,000 2,100 2,100

Fountain Hills 7,800 8,500 9,500 10,600 11,000

Gila Bend 900 1,100 1,900 2,300 2,600

Gila River 9,700 12,100 17,100 18,400 20,300

Gilbert 91,900 101,600 126,100 143,800 157,700

Glendale 92,700 110,700 137,000 178,200 206,900

Goodyear 31,500 40,300 54,600 75,800 104,600

Guadalupe 1,200 1,400 1,500 1,500 1,500

Litchfield Park 2,400 2,500 2,800 2,900 3,100

Maricopa 6,100 7,500 14,900 26,400 42,100

Maricopa County Areas 25,600 28,200 30,200 33,800 44,800

Mesa 175,400 202,600 226,600 280,000 318,200

Paradise Valley 5,300 5,400 6,200 6,700 7,500

Peoria 49,500 55,700 72,600 89,400 118,000

Phoenix 816,100 910,500 990,900 1,069,800 1,159,700

Pinal County Areas 5,200 6,100 9,100 13,400 19,300

Queen Creek 9,600 12,200 16,400 20,600 22,700

Salt River‐Pima 17,800 20,300 26,700 32,900 42,300

Scottsdale 184,500 199,000 224,000 235,400 245,500

Surprise 26,500 32,200 55,300 87,900 120,300

Tempe 184,000 199,300 222,300 231,700 238,900

Tolleson 14,000 15,500 17,500 18,400 20,700

Wickenburg 4,100 4,400 4,900 5,400 6,600

Youngtown 1,800 2,100 2,200 2,300 2,400

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

6

Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100.  These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 3: Annual Population by Jurisdiction

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2016 to July 1, 2050

Place 2016 2017 2018 2019

Total Population
20202015

Apache Junction 38,800 39,300 39,800 40,300 40,80038,400

Avondale 80,200 81,400 82,600 84,000 85,20078,900

Buckeye 64,100 66,600 69,100 71,800 74,40061,200

Carefree 3,700 3,700 3,900 4,000 4,1003,500

Cave Creek 5,600 5,800 6,000 6,300 6,3005,400

Chandler 259,800 263,500 266,800 269,700 275,200255,100

El Mirage 34,000 34,400 34,800 35,100 35,30033,300

Florence 27,100 27,800 28,500 29,300 30,00026,400

Fort McDowell 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,0001,000

Fountain Hills 23,800 24,200 24,800 25,600 26,00023,300

Gila Bend 2,300 2,300 2,400 2,400 2,5002,000

Gila River 11,900 12,000 12,100 12,100 12,10011,900

Gilbert 246,500 248,500 250,900 253,100 257,200242,900

Glendale 237,500 241,100 244,500 248,000 250,700234,800

Goodyear 81,000 85,200 89,200 92,800 95,90077,800

Guadalupe 6,200 6,200 6,300 6,400 6,5006,100

Litchfield Park 6,400 6,600 6,900 7,100 7,3006,000

Maricopa 51,400 54,600 58,000 61,400 64,50048,400

Maricopa County Areas 286,400 292,700 301,900 311,800 320,700283,200

Mesa 467,600 477,400 487,100 497,600 506,600461,000

Paradise Valley 13,900 14,000 14,100 14,200 14,20013,700

Peoria 171,100 174,900 179,000 182,400 186,300167,500

Phoenix 1,554,100 1,584,600 1,614,800 1,644,400 1,671,1001,527,500

Pinal County Areas 200,200 204,400 208,700 213,100 217,800196,100

Queen Creek 35,600 36,800 38,200 39,500 43,20034,000

Salt River 6,700 6,700 6,700 6,700 6,8006,600

Scottsdale 238,600 242,700 246,600 250,500 254,900231,200

Surprise 128,000 130,200 132,200 134,100 136,100125,600

Tempe 175,400 178,600 181,700 184,700 188,000172,000

Tolleson 6,900 7,000 7,200 7,400 7,6006,800

Wickenburg 7,100 7,400 7,700 8,200 8,3006,600

Youngtown 6,500 6,600 6,600 6,700 6,8006,500

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

9

Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100. These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 3: Annual Population by Jurisdiction

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2016 to July 1, 2050

Place 2021 2022 2023 2024

Total Population
2025

Apache Junction 41,500 42,100 42,700 43,400 44,000

Avondale 86,100 86,900 87,600 88,100 88,600

Buckeye 77,200 79,800 82,600 85,800 89,200

Carefree 4,200 4,200 4,300 4,500 4,600

Cave Creek 6,500 6,600 6,600 6,700 6,800

Chandler 280,400 285,000 288,400 291,400 292,800

El Mirage 35,300 35,400 35,500 35,600 35,600

Florence 30,700 31,300 32,000 32,600 33,300

Fort McDowell 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

Fountain Hills 26,600 27,100 27,400 27,600 27,700

Gila Bend 2,500 2,600 2,600 2,600 2,700

Gila River 12,100 12,100 12,100 12,200 12,200

Gilbert 260,800 264,400 267,500 270,700 272,800

Glendale 253,000 255,100 256,800 258,400 259,700

Goodyear 98,500 103,000 107,000 111,600 116,700

Guadalupe 6,600 6,600 6,600 6,600 6,700

Litchfield Park 7,300 7,300 7,300 7,300 7,300

Maricopa 67,000 69,700 72,200 74,800 77,500

Maricopa County Areas 328,800 337,200 346,600 355,800 364,300

Mesa 514,900 521,700 527,800 533,800 539,400

Paradise Valley 14,200 14,300 14,400 14,400 14,500

Peoria 190,700 195,400 201,000 208,000 216,600

Phoenix 1,696,300 1,720,100 1,744,500 1,769,400 1,795,300

Pinal County Areas 222,700 228,000 233,300 239,000 244,800

Queen Creek 47,300 50,500 52,800 54,500 55,900

Salt River 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,900

Scottsdale 259,700 264,700 269,200 273,300 276,700

Surprise 139,500 145,200 152,900 159,500 167,500

Tempe 192,000 195,700 199,400 203,000 206,800

Tolleson 8,000 8,200 8,600 9,000 9,300

Wickenburg 8,700 9,300 9,700 10,200 10,700

Youngtown 6,900 7,000 7,100 7,100 7,200

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

10

Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100. These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 



DRAFT

Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 3: Annual Population by Jurisdiction

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2016 to July 1, 2050

Place 2026 2027 2028 2029

Total Population
2030

Apache Junction 44,700 45,400 46,200 46,900 47,700

Avondale 89,200 89,900 90,700 91,900 92,700

Buckeye 93,800 98,600 106,300 114,800 123,900

Carefree 4,700 4,800 4,800 4,900 5,000

Cave Creek 6,900 7,000 7,000 7,100 7,200

Chandler 294,000 295,100 296,400 297,700 298,600

El Mirage 35,600 35,600 35,700 35,700 35,700

Florence 34,000 34,600 35,300 36,000 36,700

Fort McDowell 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

Fountain Hills 27,900 28,000 28,100 28,200 28,300

Gila Bend 2,700 2,800 2,900 2,900 3,000

Gila River 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200

Gilbert 274,700 276,400 278,100 279,800 281,700

Glendale 261,100 262,600 264,300 265,700 267,000

Goodyear 121,900 126,900 132,400 138,500 145,000

Guadalupe 6,700 6,700 6,700 6,700 6,700

Litchfield Park 7,300 7,400 7,400 7,400 7,500

Maricopa 79,600 81,400 83,500 85,700 87,900

Maricopa County Areas 373,500 383,100 391,000 401,000 412,700

Mesa 544,600 549,800 555,700 561,200 566,600

Paradise Valley 14,500 14,500 14,600 14,700 14,900

Peoria 225,200 233,400 240,800 246,500 250,400

Phoenix 1,821,800 1,847,200 1,872,100 1,895,300 1,917,300

Pinal County Areas 251,300 258,200 265,000 272,100 279,200

Queen Creek 56,500 57,300 58,000 58,700 59,200

Salt River 6,900 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,100

Scottsdale 280,100 283,000 285,500 288,200 290,700

Surprise 173,600 181,700 188,700 195,300 202,600

Tempe 209,900 212,900 215,800 218,900 222,300

Tolleson 9,600 9,900 10,100 10,400 10,800

Wickenburg 11,300 11,600 11,800 11,900 12,000

Youngtown 7,300 7,300 7,400 7,400 7,500

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

11

Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100. These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Table 3: Annual Population by Jurisdiction

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2016 to July 1, 2050

Place 2031 2032 2033 2034

Total Population
2035

Apache Junction 48,600 49,400 50,200 51,000 51,900

Avondale 93,500 94,300 95,000 95,900 97,100

Buckeye 134,100 146,000 157,600 170,300 183,200

Carefree 5,000 5,100 5,100 5,100 5,200

Cave Creek 7,400 7,500 7,700 7,800 7,900

Chandler 299,600 300,500 301,500 302,600 303,900

El Mirage 35,700 35,700 35,800 35,800 35,800

Florence 37,700 38,800 39,900 41,100 42,200

Fort McDowell 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100

Fountain Hills 28,400 28,500 28,600 28,800 29,000

Gila Bend 3,100 3,200 3,300 3,400 3,500

Gila River 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200

Gilbert 283,400 285,000 286,600 287,700 288,700

Glendale 268,300 269,500 270,600 271,600 272,500

Goodyear 150,700 155,300 159,800 164,200 168,100

Guadalupe 6,700 6,700 6,700 6,700 6,800

Litchfield Park 7,700 7,800 7,900 8,100 8,200

Maricopa 88,800 89,700 90,600 91,500 92,400

Maricopa County Areas 425,800 439,300 453,200 466,000 479,400

Mesa 570,900 575,200 578,500 581,500 584,500

Paradise Valley 15,000 15,000 15,100 15,100 15,100

Peoria 253,600 256,200 258,300 260,700 263,200

Phoenix 1,937,800 1,956,700 1,975,700 1,993,100 2,011,000

Pinal County Areas 288,600 298,400 308,600 319,100 330,000

Queen Creek 59,800 60,500 61,200 61,900 62,400

Salt River 7,100 7,200 7,300 7,300 7,400

Scottsdale 293,600 296,000 298,200 300,300 302,400

Surprise 211,300 220,900 232,100 244,500 255,700

Tempe 225,500 229,200 232,600 236,100 239,100

Tolleson 11,100 11,400 11,800 12,100 12,400

Wickenburg 12,100 12,100 12,100 12,200 12,200

Youngtown 7,600 7,600 7,700 7,800 7,900

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

12

Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100. These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Table 3: Annual Population by Jurisdiction

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2016 to July 1, 2050

Place 2036 2037 2038 2039

Total Population
2040

Apache Junction 52,800 53,700 54,700 55,700 56,700

Avondale 98,400 99,700 101,400 102,700 103,800

Buckeye 196,600 210,400 225,400 241,700 258,000

Carefree 5,200 5,300 5,300 5,300 5,300

Cave Creek 8,000 8,100 8,200 8,300 8,400

Chandler 305,400 307,000 308,500 309,900 311,200

El Mirage 36,200 36,600 37,000 37,500 37,800

Florence 43,400 44,700 45,900 47,000 48,200

Fort McDowell 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100

Fountain Hills 29,000 29,400 29,700 30,100 30,400

Gila Bend 3,600 3,800 3,900 4,000 4,100

Gila River 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200

Gilbert 289,800 290,600 291,200 291,700 292,300

Glendale 274,100 275,800 277,400 278,600 280,200

Goodyear 172,300 177,600 183,000 188,000 192,900

Guadalupe 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800

Litchfield Park 8,200 8,200 8,300 8,300 8,400

Maricopa 93,200 94,100 95,100 96,100 97,000

Maricopa County Areas 493,700 508,100 522,600 537,500 552,700

Mesa 587,300 589,800 592,300 594,800 597,200

Paradise Valley 15,100 15,100 15,100 15,100 15,100

Peoria 266,100 269,200 272,200 275,400 278,000

Phoenix 2,027,600 2,043,100 2,057,300 2,070,100 2,082,500

Pinal County Areas 341,300 352,700 364,000 375,700 387,400

Queen Creek 62,900 63,400 63,700 63,900 64,100

Salt River 7,400 7,500 7,500 7,500 7,600

Scottsdale 304,200 305,800 306,800 307,800 308,500

Surprise 264,600 272,400 279,900 287,500 295,200

Tempe 242,400 245,200 248,000 250,700 253,000

Tolleson 12,700 12,900 13,200 13,600 14,000

Wickenburg 12,300 12,300 12,300 12,400 12,400

Youngtown 7,900 8,000 8,000 8,100 8,100

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

13

Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100. These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Table 3: Annual Population by Jurisdiction

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2016 to July 1, 2050

Place 2041 2042 2043 2044

Total Population
2045

Apache Junction 58,000 59,100 60,300 61,500 62,800

Avondale 104,900 106,000 107,100 108,100 109,300

Buckeye 273,100 287,700 301,600 315,800 329,500

Carefree 5,400 5,400 5,400 5,400 5,400

Cave Creek 8,500 8,600 8,700 8,800 8,900

Chandler 312,500 313,700 314,800 316,200 317,200

El Mirage 38,100 38,400 38,600 38,800 39,100

Florence 49,300 50,500 51,500 52,500 53,300

Fort McDowell 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100

Fountain Hills 30,700 30,900 31,200 31,400 31,600

Gila Bend 4,200 4,300 4,400 4,500 4,600

Gila River 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200

Gilbert 292,800 293,500 293,900 294,300 294,500

Glendale 281,500 283,000 284,900 286,800 288,400

Goodyear 199,500 205,800 212,500 219,900 227,600

Guadalupe 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800

Litchfield Park 8,400 8,400 8,400 8,400 8,500

Maricopa 98,000 98,900 99,900 101,000 102,100

Maricopa County Areas 568,400 585,400 602,800 620,200 637,900

Mesa 599,300 601,300 603,200 605,000 606,800

Paradise Valley 15,100 15,100 15,100 15,100 15,100

Peoria 280,500 282,800 284,900 287,200 290,300

Phoenix 2,095,100 2,108,000 2,121,000 2,133,200 2,144,400

Pinal County Areas 399,100 411,100 423,400 435,900 448,800

Queen Creek 64,300 64,400 64,600 64,800 65,000

Salt River 7,600 7,700 7,700 7,700 7,800

Scottsdale 308,900 309,300 309,700 310,100 310,500

Surprise 302,800 309,300 315,200 320,400 325,600

Tempe 254,300 255,700 256,900 258,000 258,800

Tolleson 14,300 14,700 14,700 14,700 14,700

Wickenburg 12,400 12,400 12,400 12,400 12,500

Youngtown 8,100 8,200 8,200 8,200 8,300

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

14

Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100. These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Table 3: Annual Population by Jurisdiction

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2016 to July 1, 2050

Place 2046 2047 2048 2049

Total Population
2050

Apache Junction 64,000 65,500 66,900 68,100 69,200

Avondale 110,300 111,300 111,800 112,100 112,400

Buckeye 343,100 356,900 371,000 385,800 401,300

Carefree 5,400 5,400 5,400 5,500 5,500

Cave Creek 9,000 9,100 9,200 9,300 9,400

Chandler 318,100 318,900 319,600 320,100 320,700

El Mirage 39,400 39,700 39,900 40,200 40,400

Florence 54,300 55,300 56,400 57,600 58,600

Fort McDowell 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100

Fountain Hills 31,800 32,000 32,200 32,500 32,600

Gila Bend 4,700 4,900 5,100 5,200 5,400

Gila River 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200

Gilbert 294,700 294,900 295,100 295,300 295,400

Glendale 290,100 291,600 293,500 295,100 296,600

Goodyear 235,100 243,400 251,700 260,800 269,800

Guadalupe 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800

Litchfield Park 8,500 8,500 8,500 8,600 8,900

Maricopa 103,200 104,300 105,400 106,500 107,700

Maricopa County Areas 655,200 672,900 690,900 709,100 727,700

Mesa 608,300 609,700 610,900 612,200 613,400

Paradise Valley 15,100 15,100 15,300 15,400 15,500

Peoria 293,900 297,400 300,700 303,800 306,300

Phoenix 2,156,300 2,167,500 2,177,800 2,186,900 2,194,900

Pinal County Areas 461,800 474,900 488,100 501,500 515,300

Queen Creek 65,200 65,300 65,600 65,800 66,000

Salt River 7,800 7,900 7,900 8,000 8,000

Scottsdale 310,800 311,100 311,300 311,500 311,900

Surprise 330,600 335,000 340,000 344,900 350,200

Tempe 259,500 260,100 260,600 261,100 261,500

Tolleson 14,700 14,700 14,700 14,800 14,800

Wickenburg 12,500 12,500 12,500 12,500 12,600

Youngtown 8,300 8,300 8,300 8,300 8,400

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) 
and Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

15

Notes: Numbers rounded to the nearest 100. These projections include both the Maricopa County and Pinal County portions  for Apache Junction, 
Queen Creek, and the Gila River Indian Community. Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 4: Population and Employment by Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ) by MPA

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Apache Junction MPA
Pinal 7,608 30,1228,345 2,215 3,37712,315 7,87319,502 5,4312,079350

Pinal 24,258 28,11825,069 4,479 6,23926,381 11,04827,365 8,2173,817351

Pinal 10,676 14,72311,519 2,194 3,39513,023 7,26514,016 4,9711,980352

Pinal 12,228 18,90012,738 2,205 2,73315,013 5,38116,687 3,8152,073353

Maricopa 303 340340 14 14340 19340 1713375

Pinal 74 33,19474 147 1,2001,420 7,74118,029 4,06246430

Total 55,147 125,39758,085 11,254 16,95868,492 39,32795,939 26,51310,008

Avondale MPA
Maricopa 55,604 77,15858,812 18,765 21,31562,685 44,78970,396 27,35614,810273

Maricopa 24,849 48,98527,942 3,250 3,81732,949 6,64141,985 5,5602,821282

Maricopa 4 1654 82 2455 7935 58936303

Total 80,457 126,30886,758 22,097 25,37795,639 52,223112,386 33,50517,667

Buckeye MPA
Maricopa 11,378 44,77215,184 3,182 4,06224,900 6,75236,201 5,6191,859253

Maricopa 2,240 92,3402,584 1,865 7,06912,716 53,02659,591 24,828743277

Maricopa 32,704 95,38237,795 8,130 13,11654,160 24,98080,675 18,9557,051278

Maricopa 14,313 51,67016,400 3,309 7,46927,321 25,02344,131 17,3481,942279

Maricopa 2,566 137,4082,932 231 7328,373 18,88749,439 5,254181340

Maricopa 3,828 51,7836,260 697 1,29112,147 11,70130,468 4,076475341

Maricopa 5,846 14,5986,535 1,527 1,7827,964 3,18810,274 2,2561,467343

Total 72,875 487,95387,690 18,941 35,521147,581 143,557310,779 78,33613,718

Carefree MPA
Maricopa 3,525 5,4514,127 1,962 2,3204,961 2,7335,330 2,5951,751208

Total 3,525 5,4514,127 1,962 2,3204,961 2,7335,330 2,5951,751

Cave Creek MPA
Maricopa 5,565 9,7856,443 2,610 3,1527,413 4,4778,782 3,6982,279207

Total 5,565 9,7856,443 2,610 3,1527,413 4,4778,782 3,6982,279

Chandler MPA
Maricopa 52,209 69,49755,996 21,036 22,20562,876 24,98866,675 24,40119,077310

Maricopa 38,596 43,33640,057 43,746 45,43642,444 46,87843,157 46,22741,323315

Maricopa 36,114 44,22338,336 26,802 29,55241,036 31,98143,204 31,06523,417316

Maricopa 32,267 38,47834,344 9,068 10,15835,854 11,94036,230 11,1927,562317

Maricopa 42,415 52,16246,563 28,293 36,41948,582 41,60251,210 40,04125,526325

Maricopa 17,668 34,98220,792 14,282 24,08626,846 36,62831,602 31,1859,293327

Maricopa 43,846 55,98649,954 7,455 8,35854,621 10,55755,632 9,5616,221328

Total 263,115 338,664286,042 150,682 176,214312,259 204,574327,710 193,672132,419

El Mirage MPA
Maricopa 33,339 41,76935,264 4,955 6,42735,735 9,03138,177 7,9404,281235

Total 33,339 41,76935,264 4,955 6,42735,735 9,03138,177 7,9404,281

21

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) and 
Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

Notes: Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 4: Population and Employment by Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ) by MPA

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Florence MPA
Pinal 22,027 60,47828,414 7,935 12,01840,431 29,07351,230 19,0946,507394

Pinal 11,112 26,23611,527 3,837 4,98112,455 6,68819,240 5,8223,324395

Pinal 38,047 77,74542,371 2,672 3,71953,144 8,23463,862 5,6682,401396

Total 71,186 164,45982,312 14,444 20,718106,030 43,995134,332 30,58412,232

Fort McDowell MPA
Maricopa 999 1,1331,033 1,929 2,0011,044 2,1361,117 2,0631,899251

Total 999 1,1331,033 1,929 2,0011,044 2,1361,117 2,0631,899

Fountain Hills MPA
Maricopa 23,346 32,64625,977 8,518 9,49228,315 11,00930,376 10,5577,824250

Total 23,346 32,64625,977 8,518 9,49228,315 11,00930,376 10,5577,824

Gila Bend MPA
Maricopa 2,426 6,5602,947 1,069 1,9063,542 2,6384,940 2,307870331

Total 2,426 6,5602,947 1,069 1,9063,542 2,6384,940 2,307870

Gila River MPA
Maricopa 3,085 3,1813,094 9,500 13,6663,114 15,5003,140 14,4947,451324

Pinal 8,814 9,0689,040 2,649 3,4539,068 4,7879,068 3,9182,232397

Total 11,899 12,24912,134 12,149 17,11912,182 20,28712,208 18,4129,683

Gilbert MPA
Maricopa 72,549 81,31575,232 44,125 46,44880,404 50,12581,134 48,33039,284311

Maricopa 30,788 35,75831,767 9,765 12,00234,443 15,99835,333 13,1419,201312

Maricopa 42,485 53,09745,379 29,105 44,02248,228 57,76152,178 55,50026,893318

Maricopa 66,607 87,82671,323 13,103 17,17380,930 25,36785,710 19,45611,641319

Maricopa 33,870 46,14037,100 5,512 6,42042,155 8,44345,414 7,4224,841329

Total 246,299 304,136260,801 101,610 126,065286,160 157,694299,769 143,84991,860

Glendale MPA
Maricopa 46,523 50,72949,032 23,080 24,53450,143 27,54550,536 25,98021,013222

Maricopa 40,926 46,01042,594 18,971 20,33444,378 22,40045,582 21,38017,440240

Maricopa 11,695 25,19812,670 2,927 15,48217,527 34,14621,961 30,477884254

Maricopa 13,617 20,65515,137 4,250 5,31416,757 6,70519,814 5,9542,804255

Maricopa 9,534 10,0289,684 7,868 7,9569,909 8,26410,028 8,1267,822256

Maricopa 46,472 68,94453,934 24,581 31,32356,894 71,40259,477 51,88516,417257

Maricopa 93,783 122,22099,712 29,036 32,018110,032 36,420116,454 34,44326,345258

Total 262,550 343,784282,763 110,713 136,961305,640 206,882323,852 178,24592,725

22

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) and 
Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

Notes: Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 4: Population and Employment by Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ) by MPA

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Goodyear MPA
Maricopa 31,128 49,81737,419 18,716 23,04544,404 36,04148,218 27,22915,539265

Maricopa 36,245 81,66843,956 17,495 21,84965,528 36,30075,297 29,06513,807280

Maricopa 69 8,304225 1,786 2,9725,687 10,3678,044 9,214485281

Maricopa 12,355 65,08216,603 2,194 5,75136,033 7,39254,859 6,4861,585302

Maricopa 263 73,521316 118 7482,287 10,43519,514 3,15023323

Maricopa 119 14,716119 35 200258 4,0241,514 66623373

Total 80,179 293,10898,638 40,344 54,565154,197 104,559207,446 75,81031,462

Guadalupe MPA
Maricopa 6,135 6,8106,477 1,393 1,4736,719 1,5346,795 1,4821,193307

Total 6,135 6,8106,477 1,393 1,4736,719 1,5346,795 1,4821,193

Litchfield Park MPA
Maricopa 12,556 15,56913,966 2,545 2,77714,211 3,14215,045 2,8802,364266

Total 12,556 15,56913,966 2,545 2,77714,211 3,14215,045 2,8802,364

Maricopa MPA
Pinal 48,684 111,76765,439 6,508 13,00890,132 32,842100,077 21,4855,293399

Pinal 2,786 15,2903,421 464 6545,040 2,2249,325 1,286415400

Pinal 1,687 10,5602,132 324 7473,039 3,9525,993 2,096246403

Pinal 3,343 23,4783,762 222 4474,422 3,13112,164 1,518167404

Total 56,500 161,09574,754 7,518 14,856102,633 42,149127,559 26,3856,121

Maricopa County Areas
Maricopa 7,842 8,8388,093 481 5378,625 6668,795 591429220

Maricopa 19,584 22,82020,873 7,093 7,47722,047 8,47622,530 7,8966,569221

Maricopa 2,320 3,3962,975 638 7353,195 8593,312 782569231

Maricopa 38,156 43,69940,761 11,918 12,56942,467 13,42943,097 13,04310,683237

Maricopa 166 4,606425 25 2221,587 1084,267 9215252

Maricopa 3,258 3,8623,258 246 2823,672 3013,820 300219301

Maricopa 11,195 12,40511,752 2,041 2,17912,280 2,63212,360 2,3461,909326

Maricopa 177 177177 2 2177 1177 13330

Maricopa 4 704 0 04 431 20332

Maricopa 648 3,474652 324 358858 6622,100 448301333

Maricopa 0 00 0 00 00 00334

Maricopa 929 2,376929 356 4081,050 4831,752 456337335

Maricopa 534 4,086722 90 1432,026 2463,530 18471336

Maricopa 39 29039 172 179121 182235 182170337

Maricopa 211 1,406211 45 56306 110729 8040342

Maricopa 3,322 8,1986,348 779 8347,386 1,3107,949 1,181376345

Maricopa 7,161 88,4237,181 3,936 4,1888,533 15,19226,364 6,1063,897346

Maricopa 282 346282 17 17285 18342 2715348

Maricopa 369 418391 51 56416 76416 7544349

Maricopa 0 00 0 00 00 00374

Total 96,197 208,890105,073 28,214 30,242115,035 44,755141,806 33,79225,647
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Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) and 
Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

Notes: Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 4: Population and Employment by Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ) by MPA

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Mesa MPA
Maricopa 59,340 75,28662,351 22,892 25,17671,208 27,94275,242 26,80619,689289

Maricopa 74,782 109,13982,199 32,071 34,902102,372 38,299108,298 36,61824,627290

Maricopa 45,092 55,17249,530 13,056 14,68853,843 19,19654,460 17,09310,967291

Maricopa 23,437 28,65125,282 12,741 12,66527,425 16,38128,233 14,45112,251292

Maricopa 30,332 33,34531,887 9,890 10,83832,890 12,47633,192 11,8959,010293

Maricopa 9,192 14,14611,117 854 1,12212,521 1,50713,557 1,266776294

Maricopa 22,267 25,04924,057 2,691 3,02924,808 3,66225,011 3,3912,389295

Maricopa 53,579 60,21355,547 13,922 14,90957,558 16,53659,961 15,82112,413298

Maricopa 42,391 51,89144,740 31,149 34,45248,330 38,25850,522 35,95428,633299

Maricopa 44,236 54,48948,079 7,882 10,06752,090 14,12554,261 11,9607,002300

Maricopa 43,414 48,50746,942 38,666 41,18648,039 44,72948,390 43,33835,110309

Maricopa 3,518 5,9903,948 4,571 5,9444,690 8,5605,389 7,0113,400320

Maricopa 20,626 33,93925,938 4,233 6,52329,312 30,05131,448 15,7103,761321

Maricopa 32,972 88,52243,369 7,963 11,08855,039 46,51573,252 38,7175,380322

Total 505,178 684,339554,986 202,581 226,589620,125 318,237661,216 280,031175,408

Paradise Valley MPA
Maricopa 13,675 15,50214,198 5,433 6,24114,871 7,52915,097 6,6675,294262

Total 13,675 15,50214,198 5,433 6,24114,871 7,52915,097 6,6675,294

Peoria MPA
Maricopa 2,399 57,9334,925 449 1,38442,075 4,88149,020 3,500284202

Maricopa 10,636 45,60217,330 2,079 9,56525,687 23,04035,766 16,1701,199213

Maricopa 25,943 55,88331,225 5,611 8,98937,513 26,85648,567 12,0604,924214

Maricopa 51,083 64,45855,018 11,609 12,58961,466 14,33663,349 13,55410,494215

Maricopa 52,932 62,99056,329 23,121 25,05860,885 27,90362,335 26,40220,896238

Maricopa 34,419 45,61936,112 12,702 14,41640,472 17,63144,382 16,38611,652239

Maricopa 2 10,1362 101 6023,113 3,3706,326 1,32490344

Total 177,414 342,621200,941 55,672 72,603271,211 118,017309,745 89,39649,539
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Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) and 
Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

Notes: Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 4: Population and Employment by Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ) by MPA

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Phoenix MPA
Maricopa 1,973 8,7661,973 378 4613,021 8893,955 498353203

Maricopa 5,915 44,2926,351 3,593 4,34312,424 14,05725,986 5,0793,406205

Maricopa 42,353 50,37844,622 7,777 8,77446,902 10,43648,563 9,4686,692206

Maricopa 0 38,1790 0 6123,068 6,88518,164 2,2560216

Maricopa 14,073 42,97820,032 6,257 8,89532,768 25,21238,511 20,8253,254217

Maricopa 14,745 18,63716,454 3,003 3,29817,128 3,89517,964 3,6002,968218

Maricopa 11,509 41,84312,665 2,327 3,43228,177 4,84539,139 3,8802,044219

Maricopa 48,512 54,10951,225 11,082 12,02153,057 14,00553,741 13,0099,914223

Maricopa 46,485 49,22348,122 20,382 21,27949,026 22,66849,179 21,95319,576224

Maricopa 18,959 34,33022,672 42,343 46,88225,712 53,09927,630 50,58438,571225

Maricopa 67,628 75,24970,761 17,732 18,59173,430 21,17174,997 19,88317,037226

Maricopa 48,965 78,78556,483 14,922 17,23367,265 21,95876,651 19,80512,859227

Maricopa 12,748 63,53917,962 22,158 26,14339,116 34,02757,390 27,68219,180228

Maricopa 44,465 48,30046,027 9,581 10,26347,014 11,40147,459 10,8048,968241

Maricopa 29,308 31,56830,543 8,942 9,50431,232 10,70231,480 10,2078,082242

Maricopa 58,318 78,03761,862 39,780 41,56772,596 44,54377,389 42,88135,838243

Maricopa 51,921 62,17155,833 14,653 15,79859,925 17,35661,447 16,53713,352244

Maricopa 54,637 61,78057,570 14,622 16,01559,845 18,27160,812 17,07613,445245

Maricopa 57,788 71,40060,062 35,168 36,72062,330 39,42467,105 38,06833,483246

Maricopa 76,222 99,00082,183 19,673 21,14792,727 23,20296,375 22,10116,977259

Maricopa 55,944 90,60263,126 24,724 26,67580,568 29,38987,285 27,61719,129260

Maricopa 32,289 40,87635,232 32,143 33,19538,363 34,91539,652 34,03329,660261

Maricopa 75,373 92,77379,200 20,931 31,35481,336 41,78087,793 35,59415,429267

Maricopa 95,597 105,51499,722 16,916 18,355102,694 20,641104,347 19,46615,823268

Maricopa 63,015 68,43665,575 30,168 31,89967,664 34,87068,400 33,41028,284269

Maricopa 62,433 131,74378,598 88,544 95,588117,041 105,052129,078 101,45575,375270

Maricopa 62,409 77,83867,978 47,178 49,23672,784 53,27174,822 51,03143,313271

Maricopa 25,908 62,08335,083 99,166 105,34749,545 114,28456,635 109,08491,823275

Maricopa 44,695 56,55548,517 21,332 22,60052,834 25,90555,228 24,26319,729276

Maricopa 37,717 60,87445,081 11,387 13,42353,415 18,01757,693 15,6579,612283

Maricopa 13,036 24,59115,089 22,202 23,44417,809 26,27322,427 25,01620,743284

Maricopa 17,650 24,31419,157 18,839 19,63220,932 20,64522,679 20,22318,059285

Maricopa 13,507 19,58115,126 16,332 17,63717,421 18,74518,903 18,12013,302286

Maricopa 26,327 45,97529,030 70,682 74,07039,119 79,09045,466 76,81463,505287

Maricopa 35,145 52,76039,582 43,174 45,53846,292 48,50751,382 47,55038,961296

Maricopa 41,425 61,76647,085 6,835 10,93354,489 34,97858,708 22,1965,733304

Maricopa 37,395 50,76643,952 4,383 5,04547,926 6,44349,788 5,6453,664305

Maricopa 52,204 66,09356,553 16,212 17,30562,056 18,91164,879 18,30914,375306

Maricopa 43,401 51,07945,044 6,917 7,92449,619 9,80250,518 8,7556,237313

Maricopa 37,703 40,91339,149 18,029 18,76040,151 20,13140,578 19,40417,302314

Total 1,579,697 2,277,6961,731,281 910,467 990,9381,988,821 1,159,6952,160,198 1,069,838816,057

25

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) and 
Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

Notes: Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 4: Population and Employment by Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ) by MPA

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Pinal County Areas
Pinal 144 359157 62 85204 132270 9956355

Pinal 353 579381 58 124399 156467 1249356

Pinal 626 866637 27 29683 43726 3528358

Pinal 0 870 0 010 233 10359

Pinal 14 16527 0 155 491 40360

Pinal 2 22 2 232 632 430361

Pinal 0 00 0 00 00 00362

Pinal 27,428 60,15829,145 1,228 1,62630,464 4,00443,048 2,5581,069407

Pinal 0 00 0 00 00 00408

Pinal 8,922 25,7169,170 970 1,23313,369 2,34619,829 1,694858409

Pinal 10,778 15,72611,199 618 94212,834 1,84315,255 1,317512410

Pinal 23,799 34,27025,401 1,157 1,39931,051 2,68233,424 1,9621,104411

Pinal 146 383182 1 1220 9346 54412

Pinal 18,525 30,03819,809 1,531 2,29023,031 4,87525,852 3,3291,182413

Pinal 1,284 3,3371,363 203 9082,040 1,8653,132 1,462201414

Pinal 1,305 2,3331,446 39 661,638 1741,920 11620415

Pinal 694 752718 26 46748 123752 7715417

Pinal 535 565535 23 23535 31536 2620418

Pinal 939 2,6001,023 111 1721,324 3621,832 25077419

Pinal 138 1,108241 5 16510 81734 447420

Pinal 10 4710 6 2618 7629 461421

Pinal 18 37437 0 042 4223 30429

Pinal 0 2680 3 334 6140 33432

Pinal 22 3722 0 122 222 00433

Pinal 0 47617 0 372 10185 20434

Pinal 0 00 0 00 40 40435

Pinal 8 88 0 158 1138 420436

Pinal 328 1,523328 30 95328 302794 18610438

Total 96,018 181,777101,858 6,100 9,127119,641 19,312149,650 13,4325,176

Queen Creek MPA
Maricopa 39,900 77,29150,090 11,093 15,02870,914 20,38676,313 18,9058,518339

Pinal 166 166166 1 1166 4166 22422

Pinal 1,150 5,3461,795 59 1492,704 3934,112 24953423

Pinal 4,242 15,3765,425 1,013 1,1729,199 1,91512,157 1,4771,002424

Pinal 0 00 0 00 00 00431

Total 45,458 98,17957,476 12,166 16,35082,983 22,69892,748 20,6339,575

Salt River‐Pima MPA
Maricopa 6,641 8,0406,766 20,282 26,7387,102 42,3397,570 32,85917,830264

Total 6,641 8,0406,766 20,282 26,7387,102 42,3397,570 32,85917,830

26

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) and 
Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

Notes: Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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Maricopa Association of Governments
Table 4: Population and Employment by Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ) by MPA

July 1, 2015 and Projections July 1, 2020 to July 1, 2050

Scottsdale MPA
Maricopa 11,364 15,84512,767 4,439 5,13314,960 6,14215,767 5,7064,233209

Maricopa 5,010 17,5516,083 2,106 2,54711,756 3,35416,681 2,6622,049210

Maricopa 18,371 30,32320,869 8,951 9,80627,608 11,86629,675 10,9688,061229

Maricopa 29,148 43,22733,607 25,198 36,93941,394 44,58142,881 40,98720,943230

Maricopa 11,992 14,58413,321 43,547 45,93913,647 48,50014,499 47,26341,177247

Maricopa 36,024 39,87937,661 27,396 28,48939,019 30,10939,549 29,53526,024248

Maricopa 20,601 23,00721,657 7,011 7,47422,818 8,30022,995 7,9006,676249

Maricopa 33,915 38,31436,704 24,741 25,69537,882 27,50638,074 26,68123,406263

Maricopa 64,828 89,29572,339 55,578 62,01081,764 65,12388,533 63,68551,959272

Total 231,253 312,025255,008 198,967 224,032290,848 245,481308,654 235,387184,528

Surprise MPA
Maricopa 6,136 97,6656,620 732 3,18418,513 18,37659,137 7,179526204

Maricopa 883 61,3501,146 111 4,4194,761 16,26740,077 10,34641211

Maricopa 8,343 109,99910,620 1,641 6,56459,606 20,20890,774 14,631700212

Maricopa 29,041 42,18130,810 8,208 9,25937,889 10,62840,970 10,2337,194232

Maricopa 81,903 129,49188,056 18,731 28,593107,282 50,784119,888 41,71015,589233

Maricopa 9,809 10,93210,548 2,801 3,26010,742 3,96410,860 3,7532,492234

Maricopa 239 680239 8 11239 39521 257371

Total 136,354 452,298148,039 32,232 55,290239,032 120,266362,227 87,87726,549

Tempe MPA
Maricopa 67,249 143,62578,175 91,219 108,636107,704 118,021135,614 114,30782,041288

Maricopa 49,070 58,56451,755 48,900 51,51055,324 54,04458,276 52,88946,376297

Maricopa 55,785 62,32358,137 59,197 62,18059,820 66,84661,599 64,48055,581308

Total 172,104 264,512188,067 199,316 222,326222,848 238,911255,489 231,676183,998

Tolleson MPA
Maricopa 6,841 14,7827,642 15,514 17,48210,766 20,71213,962 18,44614,034274

Total 6,841 14,7827,642 15,514 17,48210,766 20,71213,962 18,44614,034

Wickenburg MPA
Maricopa 7,914 14,7699,602 4,445 4,94414,080 6,62214,518 5,3654,052201

Maricopa 49 5449 1 349 354 44338

Maricopa 0 110 0 00 011 00347

Total 7,963 14,8349,651 4,446 4,94714,129 6,62514,583 5,3694,056

Youngtown MPA
Maricopa 6,467 8,3506,798 2,078 2,1587,488 2,4208,106 2,3001,778236

Total 6,467 8,3506,798 2,078 2,1587,488 2,4208,106 2,3001,778
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Source: Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Socioeconomic Projections of Population and Employment by Municipal Planning Area (MPA) and 
Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ), May 2016

For explanation of variables and complete notation on this series,  please refer to the Notes and Caveats in Appendix A.

Notes: Peoria and Wickenburg include only the Maricopa County portion. 
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A RESOLUTION OF THE MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
APPROVING THE 2016 MAG SOCIOECONOMIC PROJECTIONS 

WHEREAS, the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) was formed in 1967 as a Council of
Governments and provides regional planning assistance in transportation, air quality, water quality,
solid waste, population projections, growth/open space, human services, 9-1-1 and public works; and

WHEREAS, an official set of projections is required to be used in transportation, air quality and water
quality management plans as well as providing the base for all other regional planning activities; and

WHEREAS, the MAG Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) area encompasses area within both
Maricopa County and Pinal County; and

WHEREAS, the MAG region had a population in 2015 of 4.3 million, which accounts for 64% of the
state; and

WHEREAS, up-to-date projections are crucial for managing future growth; and

WHEREAS, the general plans of local jurisdictions go beyond their current corporate limits in order
to plan for and guide future growth; and 

WHEREAS, socioeconomic projections require that the future corporate limits and a consistent
geography over time be established for each jurisdiction; and

WHEREAS, Municipal Planning Area boundaries are determined by MAG member agencies in
consultation with MAG; and 

WHEREAS, Municipal Planning Areas identify the anticipated future corporate limits of a city or town, 
have been used by MAG in preparing projections since 1983, and are used in the MAG 208 Water
Quality Management Plan; and

WHEREAS, MAG worked jointly with Central Arizona Governments (CAG) to create the 2016 MAG
Socioeconomic Projections for jurisdictions within Pinal County;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Regional Council for the Maricopa Association of
Governments approves the Municipal Planning Areas and the 2016 MAG socioeconomic projections
of population and employment for July 1, 2020, 2030, 2040 and 2050 by Municipal Planning Area and
Regional Analysis Zone and by incorporated area annually for July 1, 2015 through 2050 for use in
all regional planning activities.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS THIS
TWENTY-SECOND DAY OF JUNE, 2016.

___________________________________
Mayor W.J. “Jim” Lane

Chair, MAG Regional Council

ATTEST:

Dennis Smith
MAG Executive Director
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APPENDIX A 

NOTES AND CAVEATS FOR 2016 PROJECTIONS 

1. The projections by municipal planning area (MPA) and regional analysis
zone (RAZ) were prepared to be consistent with the July 1, 2014 and the
July 1, 2015, population estimates and have been prepared for July 1st of
the base year 2014 and projected for July 1st of 2020, 2030, 2040, and
2050. 

2. The 2014 housing and population base was developed by aggregating
2010-2014 American Community Survey data to traffic analysis zones
(TAZs).  Census place mismatches were corrected in this process and are
reflected in the base 2014 MPA and RAZ numbers.

3. The population projections are for resident population only and do not
include nonresident seasonal or transient population.

4. The projections are required to use the latest census as the base. The
2010-2014 ACS data were released in December 2015. Subsequent to
the release, the Arizona Department of Administration, Office of
Employment and Population Statistics, prepared a new set of Maricopa
County projections consistent with the 2015 population estimate. These
county projections were recommended for approval by the MAG
Population Technical Advisory Committee (POPTAC) in November 2015
and the Management Committee in November 2015. The projections
were approved by the Regional Council in December 2015.

5. The MAG socioeconomic projections by MPA and RAZ and the annual 
population projections by jurisdiction were recommended for 
approval by the MAG POPTAC on May 31, 2016, and by the MAG 
Management Committee on June 8, 2016. These projections are DRAFT 
and not for distribution or attribution.

6. The projections include the Maricopa County portions of Peoria and
Wickenburg only.
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APPENDIX A 
 

7. The projections were based upon the latest version of each member 
agency’s land use plan. These plans are subject to change. 
 

8. The databases and assumptions upon which the projections are based 
have been reviewed by MAG member agencies, revised by MAG staff 
based on input received and approved by members of the MAG POPTAC. 
 

9. The projections are based upon previous review and local insight by 
members of the MAG POPTAC.  
 

10. The projections should be used with caution. They are subject to 
change as a result of fluctuation in economic and development 
conditions, local development policies and updated data. 
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APPENDIX B 
 

GLOSSARY OF TERMS 
 
Base Population: Population base for the current estimate, usually the last Decennial Census 
or a special census or census survey taken since then. 

 
Employment: The total number of jobs of persons receiving wage or salary to work in a given 
industry.  This measure of employment only includes persons over the age of 16 and does not 
include working within the home without outside wage or volunteering.  An employee works in 
the designated weekly time period at least one hour. 

 
Municipal Planning Area (MPA): An MPA represents the area of planning concern for a 
municipality and is based upon its anticipated future corporate limits. 
 

Projection: Numerical outcome of a set of assumptions (based on past trends) relating to 
future trends. The numbers are conditional upon these assumptions being fulfilled. 

 
Regional Analysis Zone (RAZ): An area within an MPA. RAZs can be either coterminous 
with or may be aggregated to form an MPA. 
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MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
June 14, 2016

SUBJECT:
Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program

SUMMARY:
The Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) has been
under development since March 2015.  All federally funded projects and regionally significant
transportation projects (including local and privately funded projects) are required by federal law
to be included in the draft TIP for the purpose of meeting the air quality conformity analysis
requirements.  In April 2016, the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP Listing of Projects was approved
by the MAG Regional Council to undergo this analysis, which is now complete. The Mid-Phase
public hearing on the interim TIP listings was conducted on April 27, 2016,and the Final Phase
public hearing is scheduled for June 7, 2016. The Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP may be viewed
on the MAG website at: www.azmag.gov/TIP.

Each chapter has a date of revision if updates have been made since the public posting of the
Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP. If changes to the project listings are needed an errata sheet and
tables will be provided.

PUBLIC INPUT:
Public input received on the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP is included in the Mid-Phase Input
Opportunity Report and the Final Phase Opportunity Report (attached as a separate item to this
agenda).

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Approval of the TIP will help ensure the timely construction and implementation of regionwide
transportation projects.

CONS: Approval of the TIP indicates approval of local projects by local agencies.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The TIP is a listing of projects that are scheduled for construction and/or
implementation within the next five years. The current TIP is the FY 2014-2018 MAG TIP, which is
valid under Federal rules until January 2018.  Approval of the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP is
required to update and validate construction and implementation of new transportation projects in
years 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, and 2021. The FY 2017-2021 MAG TIP contains as a subset the MAG
Federal Transit Administration Section 5307 program for FY 2016 and FY 2017 Program of Projects
for the MAG region.

POLICY: The TIP is developed with input from all MAG member agencies, the Arizona
Department of Transportation, the Federal Highway Administration, the Federal Transit

http://www.azmag.gov/TIP


Administration, Indian Communities, Tribal Governments, the general public, and incorporates
controls to ensure fiscal constraint and compliance with air quality regulations.

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of the Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and
amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), contingent on a finding of
conformity.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item is on the June 15, 2016, Transportation Policy Committee agenda. An update will be
provided on action taken by the Committee.

On June 8, 2016, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of the Draft FY 2017-
2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), errata sheet, and amendment to the 2035
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), contingent on a finding of conformity.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Darryl H. Crossman, Litchfield Park, Chair
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction 
David Fitzhugh, Avondale
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye
Gary Neiss, Carefree
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek 
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler 
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom,
  El Mirage

# Brent Billingsley, Florence
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
  Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian

   Community
Patrick Banger, Gilbert
Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

# Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
# Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa 

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson, Peoria

# Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
  County
Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
  Creek

* Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
  Indian Community

* Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Bob Wingenroth, Surprise

Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
  Tolleson
Joshua Wright, Wickenburg

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski,
  ADOT
Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa
  County
John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
Metro/RPTA

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

The Draft FY 2017-2021 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), errata sheet, and
amendment to the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), contingent on a finding of
conformity, was recommended for approval at the May 26, 2016 MAG Transportation Review
Committee.
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MEMBERS ATTENDING
Avondale: David Janover
ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Mike Kies
Apache Junction: Shane Kiesow for Giao 

Pham
Buckeye: Jose Heredia for Scott Lowe

* Cave Creek: Ian Cordwell
Chandler: R.J. Zeder for Dan Cook
El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum

* Florence: Jess Knudson
* Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

Gila River Indian Community: Tim Oliver
Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
Glendale: Debbie Albert, Vice Chair
Goodyear: Rebecca Zook

* Litchfield Park: Woody Scoutten
Maricopa County: Jennifer Toth
Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler

* Paradise Valley: Jim Shano
Peoria: Andrew Granger
Phoenix: Ray Dovalina

# Pinal County: Louis Andersen
Queen Creek: Mohamed Youssef

# Scottsdale: Todd Taylor for Paul Basha
Surprise: Mike Gent
Tempe: Robert Yabes for Shelly Seyler
Valley Metro: John Farry

* Wickenburg: Vince Lorefice
# Youngtown: Grant Anderson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Street Committee: Chris Hauser, El Mirage
* ITS Committee: Marshall Riegel, Phoenix
# FHWA: Ed Stillings 

* Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Jim Hash,
Mesa

* Transportation Safety Committee: Dana
Alvidrez, Chandler

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

CONTACT PERSON:
Teri Kennedy, (602) 254-6300.
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June 14, 2016

TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council

FROM: Dennis Smith, Executive Director

SUBJECT: APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER AGENCY REPRESENTATIVES AND OFFICERS
  ON THE TRANSPORTATION POLICY COMMITTEE

On March 31, 2016, the Chair of the MAG Regional Council sent a memorandum to Regional Council
members requesting letters of interest for the appointment of member agency representatives and officers
on the Transportation Policy Committee (TPC). Letters of interest received are indicated on Attachment
A. The Regional Council is requested to appoint the member agency representatives of the TPC and the
officer positions. 

Also attached to this memorandum as Attachment B is the TPC section of the MAG Committee
Operating Policies and Procedures, adopted by the MAG Regional Council, which includes the process
for the appointment of representatives and officers to the TPC.

If you have any questions regarding the composition of the TPC, please contact me at the MAG office.



Attachment A
Letters of Interest Received for Member Agency Representatives and
Officers of the Transportation Policy Committee (TPC)

Officer Positions

Chair Mayor John Giles, Mesa

Vice Chair Mayor Kenneth Weise, Avondale

Central City Mayor Greg Stanton

Seven Largest Cities

Mesa Mayor John Giles

Glendale Mayor Jerry Weiers

Scottsdale Councilmember David N. Smith

Chandler Vice Mayor Jack Sellers

Gilbert Councilmember Jenn Daniels

Peoria Vice Mayor Bridget Binsbacher

Tempe Mayor Mark Mitchell

Five Cities/Towns Elected Officials

(Three to achieve geographic balance, selected from
and by the under represented geographic area)

Avondale Mayor Kenneth Weise

Goodyear Mayor Georgia Lord

Surprise Mayor Sharon Wolcott

(Two At-Large geographically balanced, selected by the
Regional Council)

El Mirage Mayor Lana Mook

Florence Mayor Tom Rankin

Maricopa County Supervisor Supervisor Clint Hickman

Native American Indian Community (Pending Receipt of Letter)

State Transportation Board Joseph La Rue

Chair, Citizen’s Transportation Oversight Committee F. Rockne Arnett



Maricopa Association of Governments18

Section 4.01 - Responsibilities: 1) Regional Transportation Plan.
2) Transportation Improvement Program
3) Amendments to the Transportation Improvement Program.
4) Material Cost Changes to the Regional Freeway Program.
5) Accelerations to the Regional Freeway Program.
6) Amendments to the Regional Transportation Plan.

Section 4.02 - Composition: House Bill 2456 (Arizona Revised Statutes § 28-6308) provides for the estab-
lishment of the Transportation Policy Committee, consisting of twenty-three 
(23) members including: 

1)     Central City elected official
   • Phoenix 

2)     Seven (7) largest Cities elected officials (these have an opportunity to 
serve; those not participating will create an additional opportunity for 
other Cities/Towns in the next category). The population used for de-
termining the seven largest will be the resident population estimate ap-
proved annually by the Regional Council. Currently the seven largest are:
• Mesa
• Glendale
• Scottsdale
• Chandler
• Gilbert
• Peoria
• Tempe

3)     Five Cities/Towns (5) elected officials 
Member agencies are selected from the following list; serve for two 
years and are eligible for reappointment.

Three (3) from areas that need to be represented to achieve geographic 
balance, with the members selected from and by the under represent-
ed geographic area and ratified by the Regional Council. Interstate 17 
will be used as a boundary in determining geographic balance.

Two (2) At-Large (regionally balanced) selected by the Regional Council
• Apache Junction
• Avondale
• Buckeye
• Carefree
• Cave Creek
• El Mirage
• Florence
• Fountain Hills
• Gila Bend
• Goodyear
• Guadalupe
• Litchfield Park
• City of Maricopa
• Paradise Valley
• Pinal County
• Queen Creek
• Surprise
• Tolleson
• Wickenburg
• Youngtown

CHAPTER IV: TRANSPORTATION POLICY COMMITTEE
Attachment B
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Chapter IV: Transportation Policy Committee (continued)

4.02 - Composition (continued): 4) One (1) Maricopa County Board of Supervisors member

5) One (1) Native American Indian Community (selected by the Re-
gional Council–would serve for two years and would be eligible for 
reappointment)

 • Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
• Gila River Indian Community
• Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community

6) State Transportation Board member (Maricopa County) – Rotates each 
year

7) Chair, Citizens Transportation Oversight Committee

8)      Six (6) business members of the Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) 
represent regionwide business interests, one of whom must represent 
transit interests, one of whom must represent freight interests and one 
of whom must represent construction interests. The President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives shall each ap-
point three members to the committee. Members who are appointed 
serve six-year terms. The Chairman of the Regional Planning Agency 
may submit names to the President of the Senate and Speaker of the 
House of Representatives for consideration for appointment to the 
Transportation Policy Committee.

Section 4.03 - Duties of the 
Chair:

1) Presides over the meetings of the Transportation Policy Committee.
2) Calls meetings of the Transportation Policy Committee, except as oth-

erwise specifically provided in these procedures.
3) In the absence of the Chair, the Vice Chair will assume the duties of 

the Chair.
4) Approves agendas for the Transportation Policy Committee, except 

as otherwise specifically provided in Section 4.08 “Agenda Develop-
ment.”

Section 4.04 - Nomination  
Process & Election of Chair & 
Vice Chair:

1) A Chair and Vice Chair who are duly elected members of a MAG mem-
ber agency shall be elected from the members of the Transportation 
Policy Committee at the June meeting of each year. 

2) The current Vice Chair is nominated for the position of Chair and in-
dividuals interested in being Vice Chair, pursuant to the provisions of 
Section 4.05 “Terms” and Section 4.06 “Vacancies,” provide letters of in-
terest submitted to the Chair of the Regional Council for appointment 
by the Regional Council. 

Section 4.05 - Terms of Officers: One-year terms with succession of positions occurring through the ascend-
ing order of officers.



May 25, 2016

TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council 

FROM: Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown, Chair
  2016 MAG Regional Council Nominating Committee

SUBJECT: MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL NOMINATING COMMITTEE REPORT

It has been my pleasure to serve as the Chair of the 2016 MAG Regional Council Nominating Committee.  On April
28, 2016, Mayor W.J. “Jim” Lane, Chair of the MAG Regional Council, announced the appointments to the 2016
MAG Nominating Committee. The Nominating Committee, according to the MAG Nomination Process, consists
of five members.  The other members of this year’s Nominating Committee include Councilman Dick Esser, Cave
Creek; Mayor Linda Kavanagh, Fountain Hills; Mayor Georgia Lord, Goodyear; and Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield
Park.

On May 25, 2016, the Nominating Committee met and made recommendations for the positions of Chair, Vice
Chair, Treasurer, and three At-Large Members for the coming year (2016-2017).  In accordance with the
Nomination Process, the past Chair also serves on the Executive Committee. The election will be held at the
June 22, 2016, Regional Council meeting.  The slate recommended by the Nominating Committee is noted below:

Chair Mayor Greg Stanton, City of Phoenix

Vice Chair Mayor Jackie Meck, City of Buckeye

Treasurer Mayor Gail Barney, Town of Queen Creek

At-Large Member Mayor Mark Mitchell, City of Tempe

At-Large Member Mayor Lana Mook, City of El Mirage

At-Large Member Mayor Jerry Weiers, City of Glendale

Past Chair Mayor W. J. “Jim” Lane, City of Scottsdale

Again, it was my pleasure to serve as the Chair of the 2016 Nominating Committee.  Please contact me at
(623) 933-8286 if you have any questions about the Nominating Committee report.

cc: MAG Management Committee
Intergovernmental Representatives

Agenda Item #8
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