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Tuesday, June 21, 2016 — 2:00 p.m.
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A meeting of the MAG Transit Committee will be held at the time and place noted above. Please park in the
garage under the building. Bring your ticket to the meeting as parking will be validated. Bicycles can be locked
in the rack at the entrance to the parking garage. Committee members or their proxies may attend in person,
via videoconference or by telephone conference call. Those attending video conference must notify the MAG
site three business days prior to the meeting. Those attending by telephone conference call please contact MAG
offices for conference call instructions.

Pursuant to Title Il 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 the MAG Office. Requests should be made
as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.

Please be advised that under procedures adopted by the MAG Regional Council on June 26, 1996, all MAG
committees need to have a quorum in order to conduct business. A quorum is a simple majority of the
membership or eleven people for the MAG Transit Committee. If the Transit Committee does not meet the
quorum requirement, members who have arrived at the meeting will be instructed a legal meeting cannot occur
and subsequently be dismissed. Your attendance at the meeting is strongly encouraged. If you are unable to
attend the meeting, please make arrangements for a proxy from your jurisdiction to represent you. Please contact
Marc Pearsall at (602) 254-6300 if you have any questions or need additional information.



TENTATIVE AGENDA

. Call to Order

For the June 2016 meeting, the quorum
requirement is eleven committee members.

. Approval of May |7, 2016 Minutes

Call to the Audience

An opportunity will be provided to members of
the public to address the Transit Committee on
items not scheduled on the agenda that fall
under the jurisdiction of MAG, or on items on
the agenda for discussion but not for action.
Citizens will be requested not to exceed a three
minute time period for their comments. A total
of 15 minutes will be provided for the Callto the
Audience agenda item, unless the Transit
Committee requests an exception to this limit.

. Transit Planning Project Manager’s Report

The MAG Transit Planning Project Manager will
review recent transit planning activities and
upcoming agenda items for other MAG
committees.

Peoria Park-and-Ride Update

Abhishek Dayal of Valley Metro will present the
item. Valley Metro and the City of Peoria
conducted a transit study to evaluate options for
a park-and-ride and transit center in Old Town
Peoria. The study evaluated short-, mid-, and
long-term  transit needs for Peoria and
recommends a phased park-and-ride option at
Grand Ave / Peoria Ave / 83rd Ave. The study
also recommended deferring the completion of
the transit center until future demand is

. COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

2. Approve draft minutes of the May 17, 2016
meeting.

3. For information and discussion.

4. For information and discussion.

5. For information and discussion.



warranted. As a result, the FY2016-21 TIP will
need to be updated.

FY 2016 Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of
Seniors and Individuals with  Disabilities
Transportation Program Recommendation for
the Phoenix/Mesa Urbanized Area

DeDe Gaisthea of MAG will present the item.
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
provides Section 5310, Enhanced Mobility of
Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Transportation Program funding, for capital
assistance awards. This award program is
available to agencies and public bodies that
provide transportation services for older adults
and people with disabilities. 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. Approximately $3. 1 million is estimated to
be available for this year's Section 5310
Phoenix/Mesa UZA, projects.

The priority listing takes into consideration the
federal requirement of 55-percent of the FTA
apportionmentfor the Phoenix/Mesa UZAto be
award to capital and mobility management
eligible projects, with 35-percent for “New
Freedom” eligible projects (minus 10 percent
administration fee). On May 4, 2016, the MAG
Elderly and Persons with Disabilities
Transportation Program Ad Hoc Committee
developed a priority listing of Section 5310
Phoenix/Mesa UZA applicants to be forwarded
for funding. Funding amounts are estimates
contingent upon final vehicle procurement costs
and eligibility of requested funds. Please refer to
Attachment #I|A and #IB for additional
information.

6. For information and discussion.



7. 2015 MAG Household Travel Survey 7. For information and discussion.

Edward Brown of MAG will present the item.
MAG is conducting a Household Travel Survey
to understand the travel behavior of residents in
Maricopa, Pinal, and portions of Yavapaiand Gila
counties. Residents who choose to participate
will be asked to provide details of the travel
patterns of those living in the household.

The survey is an important component in the
regional transportation planning process.
Information from the survey is used to
understand commute patterns and aspects of
travel behavior in the region, which helps
transportation planners determine where new
roads or improvements may be needed in the
future. The last travel survey was conducted in
2008. An update is required to provide data on
the travel choices, preferences, and needs of the
public. Please refer to Attachment #2 for
additional information.

8. Request for Future Agenda ltems 8. For information and discussion.

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

9. Next Meeting Date 9. For information and discussion.

The July 19, 2016 Transit Committee Meeting is
cancelled. The next regular Transit Committee
meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, August 16,
2016, at 2:00 p.m. in the MAG Office, Saguaro
Room.

Adjournment



DRAFT MEETING MINUTES
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
TRANSIT COMMITTEE

Tuesday May 17, 2016
Maricopa Association of Governments; Saguaro Room;
302 N. 1* Avenue, Suite 200
Phoenix, Arizona

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
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#Goodyear: Christine McMurdy
#Maricopa: David Maestas

Maricopa County DOT: Reed Kempton
#Mesa: Jodi Sorrell

* Members neither present nor represented
by proxy.
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Audra Koester Thomas, MAG
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Alice Chen, MAG

Margaret Boone, MAG

DeDe Gaisthea, MAG

Teri Kennedy, MAG

Amy St. Peter, MAG

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

Madeline Clemann

Surprise: Martin Lucero
Tempe: Robert Yabes

*Tolleson: Vacant
Valley Metro: Wulf Grote

#Y oungtown: Grant Anderson

# Participated (or attended) by teleconference
+ Participated (or attended) by videoconference

Jean Moriki, Disability Rights Advocate
Donna Powers, Independent Living Specialist
Amina Donna Kruck, Ability 360

Jeff Martin, Chandler-Mesa

Joe Bowar, Phoenix

Stephanie Child, Phoenix

David Kohlbeck, Surprise

Abhishek Dayal, Valley Metro

Jorge Luna, Valley Metro

Steven Wilcox, AECOM

Cathy Brady, Auditor General/SEC



1. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order at 2:01 p.m. by Vice Chair Kristen Taylor. She welcomed everyone
in attendance and announced that a quorum was present. She noted that several members were
joining the meeting by teleconference: Andrea Marquez of Buckeye, Jose Macias of El Mirage,
Kristin Myers of Gilbert, Christine McMurdy of Goodyear, David Maestas of Maricopa, Jodi Sorrell
of Mesa, and Grant Anderson of Youngtown. She asked if there were any public comment cards, and
there being none, proceeded to the next item on the agenda.

2. Approval of Draft April 19, 2016 Meeting Minutes

Vice Chair Taylor inquired if there were any comments or corrections to the Draft April 19, 2016
Minutes. Hearing no comments, she called for amotion to approve the Draft April 19, 2016 Minutes.
Martin Lucero of Surprise moved to approve the motion, Robert Yabes of Tempe seconded, and the
motion passed unanimously. Vice Chair Taylor then proceeded to the next item on the agenda.

3. Call to the Audience

Vice Chair Taylor stated that she had not received any request to speak cards from the audience and
moved onto the next item on the agenda. She advised that there were attendees who will be speaking
on Agenda Item #8 later on in the meeting.

4. Transit Planning Report

Vice Chair Taylor introduced the MAG Transit Planning Project Manager, Audra Koester Thomas.
Ms. Koester Thomas then proceeded to brief the Committee with the Transit Planning Report.

Ms. Koester Thomas welcomed back, via teleconference, returning member Ms. Christine McMurdy
of Goodyear. She then noted under calendar items, a ‘save the date’ for the Arizona Liveable Cities
Summit on Tuesday June 14 at the Phoenix Desert Botanical Gardens, which would feature a
7:30am-12:30pm session and a 5:30pm evening session / reception. She also mentioned that Valley
Metro would be hosting the 2016 APTA Rail Conference, scheduled for June 19-22, 2016 at the
Sheraton Grand Phoenix Hotel in downtown Phoenix, AZ.

She continued by advising of a few of webinar and training opportunities. The FTA would be hosting
a Public Transportation Safety Standards and Protocols meeting. It would occur on Tuesday, May
17. The National Transit Institute (NTI) and Rutgers would also be hosting an all-day webinar on
public involvement techniques and process at Valley Metro, Suite 1300, Room 13A on June 1, 2,
and 3, 2016 from 8:00am - 4:00pm. She also reminded that there was still a TSI's Transit
Safety/Safety Management Systems meeting would take place in Phoenix, AZ on June 22-24,2016.
She concluded here report.


mms://video.azmag.gov/media2/Transit_1204121706178a6ff2a0hi.asf
mms://video.azmag.gov/media2/Transit_13011016231788a48e98hi.asf
mms://video.azmag.gov/media2/Transit_12121216271688a48ed0hi.asf

Vice Chair Taylor thanked Ms. Koester Thomas and asked if there were further questions or
comments regarding the agenda item. Hearing no further comments, she proceeded to the next item
on the agenda.

5. Draft MAG Title VI and Environmental Justice Program

Vice Chair Taylor invited Amy St. Peter of MAG to present on the item. Ms. St. Peter explained that
she was pleased to present the draft MAG Title VI and Environmental Justice Program and that it
was on the agenda for information, discussion and recommended approval.

She began by noting that the new and revised Title VI and Environmental Justice plan was available
for review and that the previous version had been approved in December 2014. She added that the
MAG Region had one more year to prepare for the new update, but ADOT had recently undergone
an audit and subsequently requested some changes to the plans from the COGs and MPOs
throughout the State of Arizona. She stated that MAG was complying with their request in that the
new plan addresses ADOT’s concerns by adding a few more protected classes along with compliance
with directives from the Governor’s Office regarding domestic violence; as well as responsibilities
that fulfill requirements by the Federal Transit Administration, the Federal Highway Administration,
and the U.S. Department of Justice. Detailed maps for communities of concern of populations,
demographics, capital regions and bus services were also created by MAG staff to accompany the
plan, in addition to other minor, administrative revisions.

She explained that the draft program was being offered to the following MAG committees in May:
Transit Committee, Human Services Technical Committee, Transportation Review Committee, and
the Human Services Community Initiatives Committee. The program would then be offered to the
MAG Management Committee in June 2016 with final approval requested from the Regional
Council on June 22, 2016. She then completed her presentation.

Vice Chair Taylor inquired if there were any questions or comments on the item. Hearing no
comments, she called for a motion. Stuart Kent of Peoria moved to approve the motion, Robert
Yabes of Tempe seconded, and the motion passed unanimously. Vice Chair Taylor thanked Ms. St.
Peter and then proceeded to the next item on the agenda.

6. FTA Transit-Oriented Development Planning Pilot Program Grant Submission

Vice Chair Taylor invited Audra Koester Thomas of MAG to present on the item on behalf of Albert
Santana. Ms. Koester Thomas explained a brief background regarding the FTA Transit-Oriented
Development Planning Pilot Program Grant Submission and invited Valley Metro or Phoenix staff
to add to the report.

She stated that on Thursday, April 14, 2016 a Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) was released
announcing the availability of $20.49 million. The purpose was to fund local communities to
integrate land use and transportation planning with a transit capital investment that was seeking or



had recently received funding through the Capital Investment Grants (CIG) Program. The South
Central Corridor light rail project was candidate project that City of Phoenix and Valley Metro were
considering in association with the submittal. She noted that the applicants could seek awards
between $250,000 and $2 million with a minimum twenty percent local match.

Mr. Santana of the City of Phoenix then continued with additional information from his presentation.
He stated that Phoenix believed that the pending TOD grant was a great opportunity to assist in the
success of the future South Central Corridor light rail project in connecting downtown and Baseline
Road via South Central Avenue. He re-emphasized the importance of proactive engagement with
the hundreds of small business community along the corridor and noted that the $2 million grant,
with a twenty percent match ($400,000) from the T2050 funds, would help ensure success for the
project. He mentioned that he had recently had a positive meeting with LISC on partnering with the
City if the grant comes to fruition, by way of a $50,000 grant from the organization.

The grant application, due June 13, 2016, would be used for a comprehensive needs assessment for
all of the existing businesses within the corridor prior to construction, which would commence in
three years. Another goal of the grant would be to look at future opportunity sites that would help
create a more inviting and revitalized environment for business growth. He added that Valley Metro
and the city’s other agencies have been working in close coordination on this effort. Mr. Grote noted
that this was the second year that this grant program had been available and was only available for
major capital corridor projects currently in the FTA pipeline. He advised that last year Valley Metro
had been successful in acquiring grant funding for a TOD related to the Tempe Streetcar project.

Vice Chair Taylor again thanked Ms. Koester Thomas, Mr. Santana and Mr. Grote and asked if there

were further questions or comments regarding the agenda item. Hearing none, she proceeded to the
next item on the agenda.

7. SRTP Expansion Fleet Need Influencers

Vice Chair Taylor invited Mr. Jorge Luna of Valley Metro to present on the SRTP Expansion Fleet
Need Influencers.

Mr. Luna noted that this presentation stems from a previous discussion on the Transit Standards and
Performance Measures (TSPM) regarding fleet expansion requests over the next few years. He
referred to his presentation and explained that the Short Range Transit Program (SRTP) included a
number of expansion vehicles in the development years of the program. The needs identified in the
SRTP was an estimated gross number and actual need could change based on different parameters.
He also gave a brief description of such parameters, which may change as the program moves from
year to year, to help committee members better understand future fleet needs.

He briefly explained the SRTP expansion fleet prioritization and noted that he had previously
presented the estimated fleet needs. The fiscal year 2019-2021 estimated fleet need was five buses
for 2019, 28 for 2020 and 63 for 2021. He also noted that the fleet need influencers included: the
number of vehicles will vary depending on: committed funding (e.g. member agency), running
vehicle for additional years, more mid-life maintenance, service efficiencies (e.g. interlining), route
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level adjustment (e.g. layover), and vehicle sharing and route swapping (such as Route 83 and Grand
Avenue Limited as examples). He then concluded his presentation.

Vice Chair Taylor again thanked Mr. Luna and asked if there were any questions or comments
regarding the agenda item. Mr. Link asked if those fleet projects that Mr. Luna referred to were
limited to only those in the TLCP. Mr. Luna responded that the projects included those beyond the
TLCP and were regionwide, which was why Valley Metro created a new list that reflected fleet
regionwide irregardless of funding source, but still recommended that members go through the MAG
SRTP process in order to implement those fleet needs and services.

Hearing no further questions or comments, Vice Chair Taylor proceeded to the next item on the
agenda.

8. Draft FY 2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program Listings and FY 2016 POP

Vice Chair Taylor returned to the agenda sequence and invited Ms. Chen to present on the Draft FY
2017-2021 Transportation Improvement Program Listings and FY 2016 POP, which was on the
agenda for information, discussion and recommended approval. She also advised that there were
attendees who would be speaking on the item during the public comment phase.

Ms. Chen began her presentation by explaining that MAG was currently developing a schedule for
the Fiscal Year 2016 Annual Transit Program of Projects (POP) and the Fiscal Year 2017-2021
Transportation Improvement Program (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. Atthe 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. She noted that those three programming
scenarios would be presented for discussion and advised the members to refer to their attachment.

She summarized Scenario 1 as created during the March Transit Committee. The primary
components were: Reduce JARC sub-allocation to $750,000; move funds previously allocated to
JARC (approximately $1,000,000) to ADA accessibility improvements to bus stops; and fund
approximately 40-45 expansion vehicles over 6 years. Within Scenario 2 from the April Transit
Committee, the primary components were: Reduce JARC sub-allocation to $750,000; un-fund all
provisions for ADA accessibility improvements to bus stops; and program 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. The final Scenario 3, featured
blended primary components that included: Eliminate the JARC sub-allocation; fund $2.5 million
for ADA accessibility improvements to bus stops in Fiscal years 2016-2017; fund approximately
55-60 expansion vehicles over 6 years; and leave $6.0 million un-programmed from FY 2018-2021
to be discussed (JARC, ADA, expansion vehicles, ITS) in the next TIP development cycle. The then
provided a financial summary total for FY2016-2021 as well as a JARC scenarios table.



Ms. Chen noted that there were other considerations for the scenario(s) selected by the committee
members: Assume average of $25k per ADA improvement; implement a “Use it or lose it” rule for
ADA funding; the mix of vehicles will impact number of available expansion buses; conversely
future implementation, interline opportunities, service changes, scheduling updates will impact need
for expansion buses; FY2018 (Year 5 of the TIP) does not need to be fully programmed; and
development of the FY 2018-2022 TIP and FY 2017 Program of Projects will begin Summer 2016.
She concluded by noting that the item was 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.

Vice Chair Taylor thanked Ms. Chen and asked if there were any questions or comments regarding
the agenda item. She advised that there were three individuals presented who wished to speak and
address the committee and invited them to the lectern. (Their comments were both verbal and written
and were included in their entirety in the meeting minutes for the record:)

Courtesy of Ms. Jean Moriki, Disability Rights Advocate

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 TIP and 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.

Courtesy of Ms. Donna Powers, Independent Living Specialist

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 LRT 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, especially on days
when passenger’s personal physical abilities vary. She thanked the Chair and completed her
comments.

Courtesy of Ms. Amina Donna Kruck, VP Advocacy — Ability 360

Prepared 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
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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. Iinvite 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.

[ 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 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 para transit. 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, totally $11M. 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.

» Weneed 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 5 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.

She thanked the Chair and completed her comments.

Vice Chair Taylor thanked Ms. Chen and the members of the public for their comments and asked
if there were any further questions or comments from the Transit Committee members regarding the
agenda item.

Mr. Grote commented on the three scenarios listed within the presentation and noted that each
scenario had varying ranges for funding for rail. Ms. Chen noted that there were newer funding
ranges within the revised packet and that the amended version was now being used. He continued
by stating that he was appreciated of the public comments today by the members of the community
regarding the importance of accessibility and ADA. He added that doling out funding for small
projects that it was difficult to manage, but by having a larger regional contract for implementation
and the funding could go further in an expedited fashion. Mr. Kessler added that federal funding may
not be the most efficient way to deliver these projects, and emphasized the benefit of using local
funds as they are less expensive compared to the federal guidelines. Mr. Lucero commented that he
agreed with Phoenix on the restrictions of federal ADA requirements may add cost and schedule
whereas more cost efficiencies that may occur with use of local funds. He also concurred with the
benefits of a regional implementation plan for multiple ADA improvements and accommodations.

Mr. Crampton added that local funds were more appropriate for these ADA and accessibility issues
and that the federal funds may be better used for fleet expansion. Mr. Kempton inquired if there was
a comprehensive non-accessible bus stops regional inventory available for review. Vice Chair Taylor
replied that one was not available, but one was in the works for the future. Mr. Grote replied that
within the Valley Metro work program, there was a regionwide study planned for 2017. Mr. Youssef
stated that Scenario #3 would be the best option for the Committee to consider. Mr. Lucero agreed
and noted that the blended, flexible scenario would be meet the demands and wishes of the
committee over the past three months of discussion. Mr. Yabes of Tempe added that each
community currently knows what its needs are for accessibility to make stops more used friendly and
Mr. Crampton noted that a single regional contract to manage the bus stop improvements would
greatly assist all the member agencies and asked if MAG would oversee that contract.

Ms. Kennedy of MAG replied that this issue had been discussed by staff for some time and noted
that the individual ADA upgrades for compliance on a one by one basis is not cost-effective using
federal dollars. She said that sub-regional contracts and phasing were more efficient with a single



contract manager. She suggested that the region include and implement a one-time deferral option
for non-rail elements within our policies and procedures, which would provide agencies with a little
elbow room, but would no longer permit deferring projects year after year. That worked on the
highway side so it may work well for the transit side, but would require starting back at the
beginning of the process should an agency wish to defer for another subsequent year. In regards to
the inventory, the Call for Projects that Ms. Chen had performed previously and the individual cities
had done self-evaluation inventories that would enable MAG to prepare a comprehensive draft list
of the regional projects in order to start the conversation. Mr. Grote noted that Valley Metro had the
capital capabilities to implement the program and work with City of Phoenix to roll out the projects,
once the priorities were established by MAG. Mr. Kessler concurred with Phoenix’ ability to assist
Valley Metro to get the sub-regional contract work done when called upon. He added that he
preferred Scenario #3 as it left the region with the most flexibility to use funds where they were
needed the most. Brief discussion followed.

Vice Chair Taylor inquired if there were any further questions or comments on the item. Hearing no
comments, Martin Lucero of Surprise moved to approve the motion to accept Scenario #3 with an
amendment of the one-year deferral option for non-rail projects, and permitting JARC to return in
the later years (2018); Mohamed Youssef of Queen Creek seconded, and the motion passed
unanimously. Vice Chair Taylor thanked the members and then proceeded to the next item on the
agenda.

9. Updates to Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds

Vice Chair Taylor invited Ms. Chen of MAG to continue and present on the item. Ms. Chen
explained that she was presenting the updates to Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal
Transit Formula Funds and that it was on the agenda for information, discussion and recommended
approval.

She noted that the MAG Regional Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds was
approved on March 27, 2013 and that it had been modified twice with the latest version approved
on May 27, 2015. The guidelines were developed under MAP-21 and as the region was recovering
from an economic recession, with 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. She further explained that the updates reflected the current funding
environment and transit element of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the Program
of Projects (POP) development process. On April 19, 2016, a draft revision of the guidelines was
presented to the Transit Committee and that a few revisions had been made reflecting comments by
member agencies. She then gave an in-depth breakdown of the additions, subtractions and changes
to the specific items within the TIP and referred members to their packets and her presentation.

Within 202 Transit Life Cycle Program, the additional line was ‘Buses funded under the Transit Life
Cycle Program include any buses currently in the system as of January 1, 2016.” and the subtracted
line was ‘There are no expansion unprogrammed buses in the Life Cycle bus capital program.’ Under
500. Transportation Programming Priorities Update; Section 1.Provide services and improvements
as required by law - the subtracted line was ‘Under MAP-21 it is required that 1% of 5307 funds are
used for transit security or be able to certify that it is not necessary to do so.” Under Section 2,
‘Provide funding for support services for grant management to the designated recipient, the City of



Phoenix.” removed line ‘Currently, FY2012, this is $40,000.” and added line ‘The funding amount
will remain $40,000 until further guidance is provided.” Section 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, removed line ‘2014-2018' and
replaced it with 2016-2021.”

Continuing with 500, Ms. Chen noted the following for Section 4. Fund the Job Access Reverse
Commute program using the process outlined in Section 703 Job Access Reverse Commute
(JARC).; Section 5. Support the Transit Life Cycle Program (TLCP) capital bus program; Section
6. Support the TLCP capital facility program; Section 7. Remove line ‘Support the TLCP regional
transit supergrid service’; Section 8. Support the other TLCP projects as the program is updated; and
Section 9. Fund additional projects; additional line ‘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 section 802, with the removal of line
‘based on a regional competitive evaluation process that is outlined in the Section 700 Regional
Competitive Evaluation Process or by conducting a Regional Transit Survey and through a
collaborative discussion at the Transit Committee, per the Committee’s discretion.’

Ms. Chen further noted that in 700. Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC), under SAFETEA-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. In that section, there would be the addition of ‘Under the FAST Act,
requirements and eligibility for JARC remain unchanged.” JARC eligibility includes private and
public agencies, operations and capital projects under (replace MAP-21 with FAST Act) 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.

She added that the plan was updated annually and may be found on the MAG website. This would
feature the removal of ‘For Fiscal Year 2013, the amount will be held constant to FY 2012 level. For
TIP programming Years 2014 - 2018, the amount will be adjusted in accordance with 5307
apportionment increases or decreases’ and the addition of ‘The MAG Region will, through the
Transportation Programming Guidebook, determine a sub-allocation toward JARC eligible activities
in the MAG Planning region. Funding will emphasis 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.’

Ms. Chen then stated that there would be a revised 800, with the “Priority 8 Projects (for the
Phoenix-Mesa UZA). It noted that any project request that is not part of Priorities 1 - 7 are addressed
through Priority 8, and it also included as part of Priority 8 are: 1a) any bus expansion vehicle, 2b)
advancement of replacement vehicles, and/or ¢) 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.

She then explained 802. Regional Transit Survey and noted that 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 9 and through a collaborative discussion at the Transit
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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. Features included - The process will focus funding the implementation of on-going and
existing regional planning efforts at Valley Metro and MAG., including but not limited to: Transit
Standards and Performance Measures; Short Range Transit Plan; Regional Transit Framework Study
and Subregional Studies (i.e. Southwest Valley, Northwest Valley, Southeast Valley Local System
Studies). Within 803. NON-TLCP BUS CAPITAL, bus expansion purchased 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.

She then gave a brief update on the 2015 FAST Act and its history and details, then advised that the
full redlined guidebook may be found under resources on the Transit Committee web-page at
http://azmag.eov/Committees/Committee.asp? CMSID=1162. She noted that the item was for
information, discussion and recommended approval of the updates to the MAG Regional
Programming Guidelines for Federal Transit Formula Funds and concluded her presentation.

Vice Chair Taylor inquired if there were any questions or comments on the item. Hearing no
comments, she called for a motion. Wulf Grote of Valley Metro moved to approve the motion, Stuart
Kent of Peoria seconded, and the motion passed unanimously. Vice Chair Taylor thanked Ms. Chen
and then proceeded to the next item on the agenda.

10 . Request for Future Agenda Items

Vice Chair Taylor asked the members of the Committee if there were any issues or topics that they
would like added as future agenda items. Mr. Reed Kempton inquired if the Committee members
could revisit the 2:00 p.m. start-time as it was affecting his ability to attend both the Bike Committee
and Transit Committee in sequence. Ms. Koester Thomas noted that she much thought and planning
had occurred in trying to make the current schedule work and that she would be talking with the
Bike/Ped Committee to see if the timing and flow could be better adjusted to suit both Committees
needs without making any further major changes to the schedule. Mr. Kempton concurred. Hearing
no further comments, Vice Chair Taylor proceeded to the next item on the agenda.

11. Next Meeting Date

Vice Chair Taylor thanked those present and announced that the next meeting of the MAG Transit
Committee would be held on Tuesday, June 21, 2016, at the new time of 2:00 p.m. in the MAG
Office, Saguaro Room. There being no further business, she adjourned the meeting at 3:20 p.m.
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Agenda Item #6

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



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.



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 Actrequires 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:
For information.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

OnJune 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 Kevin Phelps, Glendale
Ed Zuercher, Phoenix, Vice Chair Brian Dalke, Goodyear
Bryant Powell, Apache Junction # Rosemary Arellano, Guadalupe
David Fitzhugh, Avondale # Gregory Rose, City of Maricopa
Stephen Cleveland, Buckeye Christopher Brady, Mesa
Gary Neiss, Carefree Kevin Burke, Paradise Valley
Peter Jankowski, Cave Creek Carl Swenson, Peoria
Ryan Peters for Marsha Reed, Chandler # Louis Anderson for Greg Stanley, Pinal
Amber Wakeman for Dr. Spencer Isom, County
El Mirage Tracy Corman for John Kross, Queen
# Brent Billingsley, Florence Creek
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation Indian Community
# Grady Miller, Fountain Hills * Brian Biesemeyer, Scottsdale
# Michael Celaya, Gila Bend # Bob Wingenroth, Surprise
* Pamela Thompson, Gila River Indian Marge Zylla for Andrew Ching, Tempe
Community Pilar Sinawi for Reyes Medrano, Jr.,
Patrick Banger, Gilbert Tolleson



Joshua Wright, Wickenburg Reid Spaulding for Joy Rich, Maricopa

* Jeanne Blackman, Youngtown County
Floyd Roehrich for John Halikowski, John Farry for Scott Smith, Valley
ADOT 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 Michelle Hess, Buckeye
*  Councilmember Wally Campbell, Goodyear Vice Mayor Stephanie Karlin, Avondale
# Councilmember Samuel Chavira, Glendale # Joaquin Rio, Tempe Community Council
* Supervisor Steve Gallardo, Maricopa Councilmember Todd Tande, Surprise
County Councilmember Jared Taylor, Gilbert
* Councilmember Christopher Glover, Mesa Vice Mayor Corey Woods, Tempe, Chair

Councilmember Kevin Hartke, Chandler

*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 Kristin Meyers, Town of Gilbert

Matt Dudley, City of Glendale Christina Plante, City of Goodyear
Janeen Gaskin, City of El Mirage, Vice Ann Marie Riley, City of Chandler, Chair
Chair Kristen Taylor, City of Avondale

Edward Jones, City of Mesa Robert Yabes, City of Tempe

Wendy Miller, City of Phoenix * Jeff Tourdot, Maricopa County

Mercedes McPherson, City of Scottsdale

*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

5310 Mobility Management and Ca

ital Request (FTA 55% required)

Estimated
Priority |Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description Federal
Request
Support agencies and municipalities in
subregion to coordinate efforts and share
. resources. Support population in subregion
1 Foothills Caring Corps Mop|!|ty Manager North, Northeast Valley |that has no public transportation, limited para $36,000
Position . . .
transit service, and few affordable alternatives.
Provide support for regional coordination
efforts
Provides services to people with disabilities
who need transportation to the agency’s
2 Chandler Gilbert Arc MOb.”.Ity Manager East Valley supgrwsed day program, gmployment trammg, $36,000
Position medical and therapy appointments, and social-
recreational events. Provide support for
regional coordination efforts.
Provides mobility and transportation options
Mobility Manager for older adults and people with disabilities.
3 Northwest Valley Connect Hity g West Valley Partnerships include Sun Health and $36,000
Position . . .
Benevilla. Provide support for regional
coordination efforts
Avondale, Glendale, Provides services to pgople with d.IS.abllltIeS
o through special education, day training for
I . Goodyear, Litchfield .
Gompers Habilitation 3 Minivans no Ramp, . . adults, and employment service programs.
4 Park, Peoria, Phoenix, ; . . . $86,400
Center 1 Passenger Van . . Provides clients with safe and reliable
Surprise, Sun City, . .
transportation services from home to
Tolleson
programs.
Provides services to people with disabilities
Chandler, Gilbert, Mesa, |who need transportation to the agency’s
5 Chandler Gilbert Arc 2 Cutaway Vans Tempe, Queen Creek, supervised day program, employment training, $107,100
Phoenix medical and therapy appointments, and social-
recreational events.
Socialization opportunities, and daytime care
Surprise, Sun City, Sun to elderly reS|depts with medllcal F:ondltlons
Sun City Area Interfaith City West, Peoria, El such as dementia, Alzheimer's disease,
6 ) Y . 2 Raised Roof Vans wl/lift _y ' ' strokes, Parkinson's disease, and $107,100
Services dba Benevilla Mirage, Youngtown and S
developmental disabilities. Transport
Glendale. .
members to and from three of our Life
Enrichment Centers.
Provides transportation services to people
with disabilities for medical, dental, dialysis,
7 VALLEYLIFE 2 Raised Roof Vans w/lift |Regionwide surgery appointments from their group homes, $107,100
and day program areas to their respective
destinations.
Non-profit agency serving individuals with
- Apache Junction, Mesa, |developmental and mental health disabilities.
. 2 Minivans no Ramp, . . L .
Horizon Health and Queen Creek, Tempe, Services include psychiatric and medical
8 1 Passenger Van, . . $119,150
Wellness, Inc. ) ... |Gilbert, Chandler, services; day treatment programs, group
1 Raised Roof Van w/lift . S
Scottsdale, Phoenix homes, individual and group therapy,
vocational services, housing
Avondale, Chandler,
Gilbert, Goodyear, Adults with serious mental illness including
Tempe, Glendale, Mesa, |developmental disabilities. Provides education
Peoria, Phoenix, and social skills development. Transportation
9 S.T.AR.-Stand Together 3 Raised Roof Van w/lift |Surprise, Tolleson, part |to medical appointments and to basic needs $160,650

and Recover Centers, Inc.

of Apache Junction,
Pima Indian Reservation
and Gila Indian
Reservation.

such as grocery shopping. Savings of the
grant award will enable to provide services to
veterans not in a covered service area.




FY 2016 FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Recommended Priority Listing-Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

Estimated
Priority |Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description Federal
Request
Provides transportation services to people
with disabilities including Down syndrome,
The Centers for Chandler, Tempe, Mesa, |Cerebral Palsy, Autism, and cognitive delays.
10 Habilitation (TCH) 4 Cutaway Van Phoenix Transports to various medical facilities and $214,200
social activities. Many clients have no family
support.
Southern Arizona Provides transportation to blind adults in
11 Association for the Visually|2 Minivan no Ramp Maricopa County SAAVI's Comprehensive Day Program and $41,600
Impaired (SAAVI) Supported Education Program.
Avondale, Buckeye, EI  |Provides transportation to 11 programs at
Mirage, Glendale, four campuses serving over 287 individuals
Goodyear, Litchfield with Down Syndrome, Cerebral Palsy, Autism,
3 Passenger Vans, . . o .
12 One Step Beyond, Inc. . Park, Peoria, Phoenix, and other Intellectual Disabilities. Responsive $92,800
1 Minivan- No Ramp . . . . -
Surprise, Sun City, programs include independent living,
Tolleson, Anthem, employment, and access to recreation and
Wickenburg cultural art activities.
Provides transportation services to people
13 Hacienda Inc. 3 Raised Roof Vans wl/lift [Regionwide Wlth _dlsab|||t|es and yentllatqr dependent . $160,650
individuals who require respiratory therapists
during transport.
Surprise, Sun City, Sun [Provides mobility and transportation options
City West, El Mirage, for older adults and people with disabilities.
14 Northwest Valley Connect |1 Passenger Van Youngtown, Glendale, Partnerships include Sun Health and $24,000
and Peoria Benevilla.
Provides an additional vehicle to transport our
elderly and wheelchair dependent residents to
15 Beatitudes Campus 1 Cutaway Van Maricopa County medical appointments, laboratory $53,550
appointments, wellness and social health
appointments
AUUINS WILNT OSTTTUUS VITTIWAL THTIT S S tU
empowers participants to identify and utilize
CHEEERS (Center for their strengths in order to make advancements
16 Health Empowerment 1 Pgs_senger Van, Maricopa County in their recovery. Offers off site trlp_s which $63,100
Education Employment 1 Minivan w/ramp allow participants to connect to their
Recovery Services) community, socialize with their peers, seek
additional resources, and give back to their
Vehicles will provide transportation services to
individuals with developmental disabilities
N Scottsdale and the allowing them to actively parhmp;te in day
Scottsdale Training and 1 Cutaway Van, . programs, employment and vocational
17 e . greater Phoenix " . . $77,550
Rehabilitation Services 1 Passenger Van . .. |opportunities as well as community outings.
Metropolitan Community. N
All these opportunities increase the
participants ability to included in the life of
their community.
East Vallev Adult ﬁg:ghsrfaut?océl?g Cv;villtgert Provide transportation for elderly persons to
18 y 1 Raised Roof Van wl/lift PO - Active Adult Center in Apache Junction, $53,550
Resources and inside Maricopa . .
grocery stores, medical appointments.
County
Provide services to people 65 years of age
19 Friendship Village of 2 Cutaway Vans, Tempe and Metro and older who may also be disabled. Vehicles $160 650
Tempe 1 Raised Roof Van w/lift |Phoenix will enable to continue, and expand '
transportation services.
Goldensun Peace Adults with Developmental Disabilities,
20 1 Cutaway Van West Valley transport to day programs, community events, $53,550

Ministries

doctor appointments




FY 2016 FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Recommended Priority Listing-Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

Estimated
Priority |Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description Federal
Request
Provides transportation to special needs and
developmentally disabled adults to and from
agency and weekly outings. Exploring
21 Independence Plus, Inc. 1 Raised Roof Van w/lift |West Phoenix coordinating with other groups in $53,550
neighborhood such as elderly individuals in
assisted living homes and special needs
members living in group homes.
Provides transportation to individuals who are
Central Arizona Council 2 Raised Roof Vans Apache Junction, Queen elderly and who have Developmental
22 On Developmental wilift, P ' Disabilities. Transports to and from work and $131,100
R Creek and east Mesa .
Disabilities 1 Passenger Van day programs along with other needed
transportation.
Support agencies and municipalities in
) Central Valley region - Mob_||_|ty Manager Central Valley subregion to coc_>rdmate efforts ano_l share $36,000
(Placeholder) Position resources. Provide support for regional
coordination efforts
Total Traditional $2,011,350
New Freedom Eligible Project (35%) and Administration
Priority |Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description Estimated
Federal
Request
i
23 Transportation Authority  |Travel Training Regionwide y . pe y $70,000
(Valley Metro) use Valley Metro buses and light rail to travel
y throughout the Phoenix metropolitan area.
Maricopa County Provides transportation to seniors and
Senior Companion including: Chandler, disabled individuals age 65 and older at no
Arizona Board of Regents Program - DF())or Throuah Fountain Hills, Gilbert, cost provided by a Senior Companion.
24 for/on behalf of Northern 9 9 Glendale, Mesa, Volunteers meet with their clients 1-2 times $78,465
. ; . Door & More . .
Arizona University . Paradise Valley, per week for 4-6 hours. Volunteers escort their
Transportation . . . . .
Phoenix, Scottsdale, and |clients into appointments and stores to provide
Tempe. extra support and assistance.
Provides persons with disabilities and seniors
transportation beyond what is required by the
Regional Public Taxi subsidy service in  |[ADA. Seniors receive door-to-door service
25 Transportation Authority East Valley RideChoice |Chandler, Gilbert, Mesa, |within the entire service area and an additional $250,000
(Valley Metro) and Tempe 116 square miles beyond the minimum ADA
required service area. The program operates
24 hours a day, seven day per week.
Provides service for seniors and persons with
L disabilities beyond what is required by the
. . Contract service in El . . .
Regional Public . . : ADA. Service provides transportation to/from
. . Northwest Valley Dial-A- |Mirage, Peoria, Sun . . - -
26 Transportation Authority . . ) medical and life sustaining destinations as $220,044
Ride Cities, Surprise,
(Valley Metro) only one local bus and one express bus
Youngtown, and County . )
currently operate in a small section of the
southeast portion the service area.
Surprise, Sun City, Sun [Provides assistance to the older adults and
27 Sun City Area Interfaith Transportation Services |[City West, El Mirage, people with disabilities. Volunteers provide $53 113
Services dba Benevilla Operating Support Youngtown, Glendale, transportation to the grocery store, doctor '
and Peoria visits, and meal delivery.
Provides transportation for older adults and
Foothills Caring Cors New Ereedom - Cave Creek, Carefree, people with disabilities to and from medical
28 9 PS, North Phoenix, North and nutrition appointments, grocery and other $53,743

Inc.

Operations

Scottsdale

shopping errands, and social and recreational
outings.




FY 2016 FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Recommended Priority Listing-Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area

Estimated
Priority |Applicant Project Request Location Population and Project Description Federal
Request
Provides support to connect area residents
Surprise, Sun City, Sun [with available transportation services. Drivers
29 Northwest Valley Connect New Fr_eedom - City West, El Mirage, mileage reimbursement, to recruit and retain $15,000
Operations Youngtown, Glendale, volunteers who really make up most of
and Peoria service. Also to fuel and maintain vehicles and
to market programs to reach more people.
To enhance bus stops to make them safely
accessible for seniors and individuals with
. Bus Stop Accessibility disabilities. To provide seniors and individuals
30 City of Glendale Enhancements Glendale with disabilities additional public transportation $125,000
options of the identified routes when other
transportation is unavailable.
Total New Freedom $865,365
City of Phoenix Program Administration |Regionwide Regional administrative planning funding. $299,102
Funds
2016 Section 5310 Total * $3,175,817
*Estimated funding amounts, contingent upon final vehicle procurement and eligibility of projects
Funding declined
City of Scottsdale Cab Connection - Taxi Project award declined by applicant due to FTA requirements $9
Voucher Program
Not funded due to availability of funding, ineligible, or did not meeting the intent of the program
Resources Project Project request did not meet the intent of the program $0
. Ineligible due to FTA requirements
Resources Transportation g q $0
Amount available Estimated
Recommendation
2016 FTA Funding Available $2,991,021 $3,175,817
Traditional 55% (including $184,796 $1,829,858 $2,011,350
carryover)
New Freedom 35% $1,046,857 $865,365
Administration Fee 10% $299,102 $299,102
Total $3,175,817 $3,175,817
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Household Travel Survey

Mobile Market Monitor

Survey Details

e MAG is surveying 7,000 households
regarding travel behavior.

* Pilot Survey was successfully
completed.

e Letters for the main survey will be sent
to households through 2016.

e Participating households will be asked
to record their travel and verify it has
been accurately captured.

e Participants can choose between a cell
phone application or a GPS logger.

e Go to MAGtravelsurvey.org for more
information

Real-time data
collection

e Use of
Smartphone Apps
& GPS loggers

e Automatic data
transmission

Multiday
validation

e Ability to
view/validate data

within minutes

e Machine learning
algorithms reduce
respondent
burden

Engaging
user interface

e User-friendly
prompting

e Map of traces
and stops

e Helpdesk support



http://www.magtravelsurvey.org/
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