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Schedule and Progress

We are here
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1.1 2.2 Preliminary 3.1 Feasibility Assessment of

Corridor Opportunities and Northern Nevada Connectivity
Vision Constraints Segment

Summary

3.11 Corridor
Concept Report

3.7
Implementation
Program for
Congressionally

2.8 Corridor
Justification

2.3 Past Planning
Studies and

3.2 Feasibility Assessment of

Southern Arizona Connectivity

2.4 Existing and Future
Transport Characteristics

2.5 ldentify National and

2.7 Approach
to Corridor
Planning

Strategie :
2.1 Data i Report Segment
Collection

3.3
Congressionally
Designated
Corridor Purpose

---q-

Designated
Corridor

3.8 Final
Purpose

1 o I -
International Patterns, and Need
Trends, and Forecasts

and Need

3.4 Alternatives Analysis Study of Phoeni
Metropolitan Area Section

3.9 Final

2.6 Preliminary Business ) PEL Process

Case Foundation

3.5 Alternatives Analysis Study of
Northern Arizona/Southern Nevada
Section

3.10 Final
Business Case
Foundation

3.6 Alternatives Analysis Study of Las Vegi
Metropolitan Area Section
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Level 2 Alternatives — North of Interstate
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Level 2 Alternatives — Sout
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Alternatives Development Process
and Level 2 Screening Criteria

Evaluation Criteria

HHEENE

Level 1 Screening

BT

Recommended

Alternatives
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Evaluation
Category

Modal
Interrelationships

1A

Proposed Criteria

Howwell doesthis corridor
provide sufficient opportunity
fora multi-use corridor?

Proposed Approach

1. Identify if multiple modes can be
accommodated within current
alignment alternative

2. Ifnot, identify alternate rail corridors
thatwill meetthe same needfor
future modalimplementation

3. Identify implications of each

Capacity/
Congestion

Evaluation
Category

Environmental

SA

Proposed Criteria

What s the impact to wildlife
corridors and/or habitat blocks?

5B

Whatis the impact to land
managed for conservation or
wildlife purposes?

5C

How many linear miles of
undisturbed waterways/

Proposed Approach

Quantitative analysis: based on GIS data
layers and environmental data availability

Economic Vitality

Transportation
Plansand Policies

multimodal corridor option Sustainability floodplains are impacted?
Whatare the estimated travel Quantitative analysis: based on travel Whatis the generalimpact to air | Qualitative analysis: high-level, based on
2A  time savings over No-Build times for each corridor using regional 5D quality conditions with this guantitative factors such as vehicle miles
(2035)? models compared to No-Build alternative? traveled and congestion
What are the total long distance O_uantit_ati\re anal\fsis: based on corridor Whatadditiona’ envirgnmental Qualitative analysis: based ondata or
B vehicles miles traveled (VMT)? VMT using statewide modelforlong 2 RS inputreceived from resource agencies
distance trips (>50 miles) stakeholders? i
. Quantitative analysis based on a How consistentis this - . .
a2 What are the total vehicle hours comparison of corrider VHD between alternative with regional and ClL_jahtatlve analysis: based on consistency
of delay? . 6A - . with land use and resource plans
alternatives local land use plans (including {high/medium/low)
Whatis the average travel Quantitative analysis: based on estimated Land Use and tribal plans, if available)? g!
20 spead on the corridor? 2035 corridor average PM peak period ownership How compatible is this Qualitative analysis: based on
peak direction travel speeds alternative with major land compatibility with land ownership
What are the expected short- 68 ownership patterns and patterns using GIS data layers
term impacts to the regional resource plans? [high/medium/low)
economy, as measured by the How well is this alternative
o number of jobs (direct, indirect | Quantitative analysis: based on input 7A  accepted by the Core Agency
andinduced) and economic from IMPLAN model Partners?
outputfrom construction Community How well is this alternative Qreliie anah_{sis: bregien review i
related activities? Acceptance 78  accepted by the Stakeholder com_ments e EmaiE
Partners? corridors
Quantitative analysis: based on delay How well is this alternative
3B Whatis the cost of delay? from the regional model multiplied by 7c accepted by the general public?
acceptedfactor for cost of delay Whatis the order of magnitude L .
How well is this alternative cost for this altamnative, Quantitative a_nalys:ls: based on ADOT/
consistent with short-term Cost 8  including construction, NDOT cost estimating toals plus an order

aA

programmed transportation
projects?

4B

How well is this alternative
consistent with long-term

transportation visions and

plans?

Qualitative analysis: based on how much
of the alternative is documented in
transportation plans

maintenance/uperatl’uns, and
right-of-way?

of magnitude costfor right-of-wayand a
factorforoperationsand maintenance
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Level 2 Recommendations

North of Interstate 10
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MAG Staff Overall Comments and Concerns

= Support decision for US-93 to be Interstate 11
from Wickenburg to Colorado River.

= Overall study products and outcomes.
Emphasis on “business case” when the U.S.
Congress has already made the case.

= Distractions for segments outside the Phoenix
to Las Vegas congressional designation.

= Accurate portrayal of the Regional Council
adoption of the illustrative Hassayampa
Freeway corridor from the Framework Studies.
Too many alternatives moving forward.

= Focus on narrow (e.g., Vulture Mine Joint
Recreational Management Area) versus
broader goals for construction.
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Hassayampa
Valley
Framework
Study for the

Wickenburg
Area

November
2010
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Alignments for new freeway, highway, parkway, arterial, high
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and environmental studies
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