
June 19, 2012

TO: Members of the MAG Transportation Review Committee

FROM: David Meinhart, City of Scottsdale, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Thursday, June 28, 2012, 10:00 a.m.   
MAG Office, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix

A meeting of the MAG Transportation Review Committee (TRC) 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. 

The next meeting of the MAG Transportation Review Committee will be held at the time and place noted
above.  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 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 Christina Hopes or Jason
Stephens at 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 fourteen people for the MAG TRC.  If the Transportation Review 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 Eric Anderson or Christina Hopes at (602) 254-6300 if you have any questions or need
additional information.



TENTATIVE AGENDA

1. Call to Order
COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

2. Approval of Draft May 24, 2012 Minutes 2. Approve Draft minutes of the May 24,
2012 meeting.

3. Call to the Audience

An opportunity will be provided to
members of the public to address the
Transportation Review 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 Call to the Audience
agenda item, unless the Transportation
Review Committee requests an exception
to this limit.

3. For information and discussion.

4. Transportation Director’s Report

Recent transportation planning activities
and upcoming agenda items for the MAG
Management Committee will be reviewed
by the Transportation Director.

4. For information and discussion.

ITEMS TO BE HEARD

5. MAG Federally Funded Locally
Sponsored Projects Development Status
Report

The MAG Federal Fund Programming
Guidelines & Procedures approved by the
Regional Council on October 26, 2011
outline the requirements for local agencies
to submit status information on the
development of their federal funded
projects.  The Project Development Status
Report focuses mainly on projects funded
with Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality (CMAQ) funds that are
programmed to obligate in Federal Fiscal

5. For information, discussion, and
recommendation to approve federal fund
projects to be deferred, deleted, advanced,
and changed; and of the necessary
amendments and administrat ive
modifications to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, and
as appropriate, to the Regional
Transportation Plan 2010 Update.



Year (FFY) 2012, 2013, and 2014.  The
Project Development Status workbook
sent to member agencies required that a
project development schedule be
completed and that project change
requests could be requested.  Information
submitted by local agencies was at times
cross checked with ADOT Local
Government section for feasibility and
further inquiries were made by MAG staff. 
The Project Development Status Report
identifies the projects programmed to
obligate in FFY 2013 and 2014 that are
requesting a deferral to a later year,
requesting to be deleted or have funds
reprogrammed, and that are projected to
obligate based on the schedule submitted. 
The Project Development Status Report
also is a final inventory for ADOT of the
projects programmed to obligate in FFY
2012.  A copy of the Project Development
Status Report will be provided to the
Committee electronically prior to the
meeting.  A separate agenda item lists
individual project change line items with
the requested FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP), and Regional Transportation Plan
2010 (RTP)  amendments  and
modifications.

6. Project Changes – Amendment and
Administrative Modification to the FY
2011-2015 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program

The Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-2015
Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) and Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) 2010 Update were approved by the
MAG Regional Council on July 28, 2010,
and have been modified sixteen times,
with the latest approval pending on June
27, 2012.  Since then, there is a need to
modify projects in the programs.  The
requested project changes include
freeway, highway, highway safety, light
r a i l ,  r o a dw a y,  t r a n s po r t a t i o n

6. For information, discussion, and
recommendation to approve amendments
and administrative modifications to the
FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program, and as appropriate,
to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010
Update.



enhancements, transit, paving, pedestrian,
transportation improvements, and bridge
projects. Due to requested changes in the
Freeway Life Cycle Program, Arterial Life
Cycle Program, and Transit Life Cycle
Program, some included projects are
dependent on a new finding of conformity
and are notated in the attached tables. 
Please refer to the Attachment One for
materials related to the project change
requests.  

7. Phoenix West Extension Locally Preferred
Alternatives Report Recommendations

Valley METRO Rail, in partnership with
the City of Phoenix and the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA), initiated a
study in May 2007 to analyze potential
high-capacity transit (HCT) improvements
in the west Phoenix area. As part of the
process to request funding from the FTA,
the project underwent an Alternatives
Analysis (AA) where several modes and
alignments were evaluated to address the
project’s purpose and need and to define
the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).
The Phoenix West LPA Report and
recommendations were accepted by the
City of Phoenix Council on May 15, 2012
and the METRO Board of Directors on
May 17, 2012.  The MAG Transit
Committee recommended approval of this
item on June 14, 2012.  Please refer to
Attachment Two for additional
information, including a summary
transmittal and the Phoenix West LPA
Report.

7. For information, discussion, and possible
recommendation to accept the Phoenix
West Alternatives Analysis for the (1) A
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for
the Phoenix West project, including a light
rail alignment along I-10 from 79th
Avenue to I-17; southbound along the I-17
southbound frontage road; east along Van
Buren Street to 18th Avenue; southbound
along 18th Avenue to Jefferson Street and
then east to downtown Phoenix along
Jefferson Street; (2) Inclusion of the
Corridor Advanced Transit Opportunities
(CATO) Program that consists of near
term improvements and investments to
improve existing mobility, enhance transit
service and lay the groundwork for future
HCT service within the study area. The set
of proposed projects, include: construction
of a direct HCT access ramp from I-10 to
I-17, expansion of the 79th Avenue
Park-and-Ride, identification and
development of new park and ride
stations, and construction of direct
connection I-10 HOV ramps on the west
side of 79th Avenue; and (3) Future
consideration for increased transit service
for areas within and west of the study area,
per the long range transit needs identified
in MAG’s Regional Transit Framework
Study, through the regional transportation
system planning process.

8. ADOT Passenger Rail Corridor Study
Update

The Arizona Department  of

8. For information and discussion.



Transportation (ADOT) Passenger Rail
Corridor Study has begun the Alternative 
Analysis portion of the study and has met
with numerous stakeholders to discuss a
set of alternatives to carry forward through
an evaluation process. This presentation
will provide an overview of the alternative
analysis to date and propose a set of
alternatives to carry forward as
Conceptual Alternatives.

9. Request for Future Agenda Items

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

9. For information and discussion.

10. Member Agency Update

This section of the Agenda will provide
Committee members with an opportunity
to share information regarding a variety of
transportation-related issues within their
respective communities.  

10. For information.

11. Next Meeting Date

The next regular Transportation Review
Committee meeting will be scheduled
Thursday, July 26, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. in
the MAG Office, Saguaro Room. 

11. For information.



DRAFT MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

TRANSPORTATION REVIEW COMMITTEE
 

May 24, 2012

Maricopa Association of Governments Office
302 North First Avenue, Suite 200, Saguaro Room

Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING
  Scottsdale: David Meinhart, Chair
  Avondale: David Fitzhugh, Vice-Chair
  ADOT: Kwi-Sung Kang for Floyd
     Roehrich
*Buckeye: Scott Lowe
  Chandler: RJ Zeder for Patrice Kraus
  El Mirage: Jorge Gastelum for Lance
    Calvert
  Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
  Gila Bend: Eric Fitzer 
*Gila River: Doug Torres
  Gilbert: Leah Hubbard
  Glendale: Terry Johnson
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
*Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes
  Litchfield Park: Julius Diogenes for Woody
     Scoutten

  Maricopa County: John Hauskins
  Mesa: Jeff Martin for Scott Butler
  Paradise Valley: Bill Mead
  Peoria: Andrew Granger
  Phoenix: Rick Naimark
*Queen Creek: Tom Condit
  RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth 
  Surprise: Bob Beckley
  Tempe: Chad Heinrich
  Valley Metro Rail: Wulf Grote for John
     Farry
  Wickenburg: Rick Austin
  Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
     Robinson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
*Street Committee: Charles Andrews,
     Avondale 
  Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee: Katherine
     Coles, City of Phoenix 

*ITS Committee: Debbie Albert, Glendale
*Transportation Safety Committee: Julian 
     Dresang, City of Tempe

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

OTHERS PRESENT
  Eric Anderson, MAG
  Bob Hazlett, MAG  
  Micah Henry, MAG
  Roger Herzog, MAG
  Christina Hopes, MAG
  Teri Kennedy, MAG
  Tim Strow, MAG
  Chaun Hill, ADOT
  Bob Antilla, RPTA

  Kristin Sexton, Avondale
  Dan Cook, Chandler
  Clem Ligocki, MCDOT
  Tom Remes, Phoenix
  Paul Porell, Scottsdale
  Brad Lundahl, Scottsdale
  Robert Reiss, Gannett Fleming
  Art Brooks, Strand
  Dan Miller, Jacobs
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1. Call to Order

Chairman David Meinhart from the City of Scottsdale called the meeting to order at 10:01 a.m. 

2. Approval of Draft April 26, 2012 Minutes

Chairman Meinhart asked if there were any changes or amendments to the April 26, 2012
meeting minutes, and there were none. Chairman Meinhart requested a revision to the draft 
minutes regarding a comment he made during the Transportation Director’s Report.  He stated
that during a discussion about changes in transportation trends that he had stated that a recent
study reported that over 25 percent of people from age 18 to 34 did not own driver’s licenses
not cars as was stated in the draft minutes. 

Mr. Jeff Martin from the City of Mesa motioned to approve the minutes as amended.  Mr. Bryan
Jungwirth from Valley Metro/RPTA seconded, and the motion passed by a unanimous voice
vote of the Committee.

3. Call to the Audience

Chairman Meinhart announced that he had not received any cards requesting to speak and
moved on to the next item on the agenda. 

4. Transportation Director’s Report

Chairman Meinhart invited Mr. Eric Anderson, MAG Transportation Director, to provide the
Transportation Director’s Report.  Mr. Anderson announced that the MAG Regional Council
had approved a modified version of Scenario 10b to rebalance the Freeway Life Cycle Program. 
He explained that the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) program cashflow had
allowed for the advancement of improvements to the Interstate-10 Broadway Curve under the
approved scenario. 

Mr. Anderson informed the Committee that the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) was
wrapping up the Southwest High Speed Passenger Rail Study.  He explained that the study was
a multi-state effort that had been under way for the last year.  Mr. Anderson stated that the study
findings indicated that Phoenix to Los Angeles was one of the highest performing markets for
high speed passenger rail in the study area.  He announced that the FRA wanted to proceed with 
phase two of the study, which would focus on the Phoenix to Los Angeles market.  He noted
that the studies were funded by the FRA.

Next, Mr. Anderson discussed Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) revenues.  He reported that
RARF revenues were up 6.6 percent in April whereas the March revenues had only been up 1.5
percent.  He stated that the growth was not strong, but was improving.  Mr. Anderson reported
that the year-to-date RARF revenues were up 5.8 percent, which was close to the revenue
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projections.  He noted that ADOT would begin the forecast update process in late August. 

Mr. Anderson announced that Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) revenues were down 2.6
percent in April.  He reported that year-to-date HURF revenues were flat at 0.2 percent.  Mr.
Anderson stated that the main issue with the HURF revenues was low vehicle license tax
collections.  He explained that the lack of  new additions to the fleet meant a lower fleet
valuation.  He noted that gas tax was down too, but attributed the fleet value as the biggest
impact on the HURF revenues. 

Mr. Jungwirth inquired if the Southwest High Speed Rail Study had included the projected
demand for ridership between Los Angeles/Phoenix, Los Angeles/Las Vegas, and Los
Vegas/Phoenix.  Mr. Anderson replied that the FRA was in the process of documenting the
demand.  He stated that the FRA had a fairly robust network model for the southwest United
States.  Mr. Jungwirth requested that Mr. Anderson provide the Committee with the report when
it became available.  

Mr. John Hauskins from Maricopa County entered the meeting. 

Chairman Meinhart inquired if there were any questions or comments.  There were none, and
he proceeded to the next item on the agenda. 

5. Project Changes – Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program

Chairman Meinhart invited Ms. Teri Kennedy, MAG Transportation Improvement Program
Manager, to present amendments and administrative modifications to the Fiscal Year (FY)
2011-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  Ms. Kennedy reported that the project
change requests were from ADOT and MAG Member Agencies.  

Ms. Kennedy summarized the project changes requested as part of the agenda item.  She stated
that the project changes included eleven projects that had received Highway Safety
Improvement Program (HSIP) funds from ADOT and two enhancement and Safe Routes to
School Projects.  

Mr. RJ Zeder from the City of Chandler motioned to recommend approval of amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program,
Arterial Life Cycle Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010
Update.  Mr. Martin seconded, and the motion passed by a unanimous voice vote of the
Committee. 

Mr. Randy Harrel from the Town of Fountain Hills entered the meeting. 
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6. Update on the MAG Managed Lanes Network Development Strategy – Phase I Project

Next, Chairman Meinhart invited Mr. Bob Hazlett, MAG Senior Transportation Engineer, to
present on Phase I of the MAG Managed Lanes Network Development Strategy.  Mr. Hazlett
stated that he had presented the agenda item to the Transportation Policy Committee in April. 

Mr. Hazlett stated that the term managed lanes referred to reserving capacity for a specific
behavior or use.  He explained that managed lanes were transportation demand management
strategies that included high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes, high-occupancy toll (HOT) lanes,
express lanes, express toll lanes (ETL), and value priced lanes.  Mr. Hazlett stated that the
Valley currently used managed lanes through the regional HOV system. 

Mr. Hazlett informed the Committee the name and branding of managed lanes also could vary
by region.  He displayed a graphic of various names and logos, which included Free-to-Go
Lanes, Sane Lanes, the MnPass Lanes, and Fast Lanes.  Mr. Hazlett stated that there were 15
projects in the US that used congestion pricing.  He cited a project that had recently opened up
in Atlanta, Georgia.  Mr. Hazlett stated that the Atlanta project provided an example of what
not to do.  He reported that the Atlanta project confused people because numerous aspects of
the corridor had been changed simultaneously, such as the HOV requirements & times and
tolling.  He stated that as a result of the confusion, the governor had interceded and dictated
what managed lanes in the State would be.  

Moving on, Mr. Hazlett discussed the MAG Managed Lanes Network Development Strategy. 
He explained that the project included four phases.  He reported that Phase I was in the project
development process and would determine network feasibility and implementation strategies.
Mr. Hazlett stated that for  managed lanes to be successful, the strategy should be applied to the
system and not to specific corridors.  He reported that Phase I was underway and should be
completed by the end of 2012.  

Mr. Hazlett stated that Phase I included would analyze the financial feasibility of the
implementing managed lanes in the region.  He stated that model runs would be conducted as
part of the process.  Mr. Hazlett announced that planning papers on managed lanes were
available for download from the MAG website.  He referred to the attachment in the agenda
packet, which included a summary of the planning papers completed to date.  He reported that
planning papers on active traffic management and on public/political acceptance of managed
lanes would be posted to the website in June.  

Mr. Hazlett reported that managed lanes could be used to improve mobility and generate
revenue.  He stated that after discussions with stakeholders and the Transportation Policy
Committee, that mobility not revenue would be the primary goal of the project.  He explained
that by using managed lanes, the region would experience improved mobility as by:
C reducing travel times and improving travel time reliability; 
C managing travel demand and traffic congestion; 
C improving/maximizing the existing system infrastructure; 
C maximizing the use of technology; 
C increasing capacity; 
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C providing mobility options; and, 
C improving transit service options, efficiency and reliability.

Mr. Hazlett addressed the Legal and Regulatory Issues planning paper. He stated that Governor
Brewer had signed legislation enabling ADOT to enter into Public-Private-Partnerships (PPPs)
in the state. Mr. Hazlett highlighted the need to balance private participation against identified
transportation goals if PPPs were used.  Mr. Hazlett advised that legislative action would be
required for a public entity to toll a facility.  He stated that if the region decided to move
forward with implementing managed lanes that MAG would need to work with the legislature
to address current laws.   He listed other regulatory issues to consider, which included user fees
versus taxes, tolls on federally-funded facilities, toll discount programs, interstate commerce
issues, rate setting, toll enforcement, and data privacy concerns. 

Mr. Hazlett addressed the Hours of Operation planning paper. He stated that the consultant
conducted a technical analysis and determined that expanding hours of operation could ensure
time savings and reliability throughout the day.  He added that consistent implementation of
managed lanes in the region would promote familiarity and support for managed lanes.  Mr.
Hazlett discussed issues with the current operating hours of the region’s HOV lanes.  He
explained that data indicated that congestion on the system was building before the HOV hours
began.  He stated that the existing congestion made it difficult for HOV traffic to enter the HOV
lanes at a higher speed when the HOV period started.  Mr. Hazlett noted that any change in
hours of operation would require extensive public outreach and analysis to determine potential
impacts.

Next, Mr. Hazlett discussed the Lane Separation planning paper.  He stated that current HOV
lane striping on the freeway system did not meet the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control
Devices (MUTCD) design standards and that the study recommended bringing markers into
conformance with MUTCD.  Mr. Hazlett stated that the  study also recommended striped
designated points where people could enter and exit the HOV lanes instead of the current at-will
approach.  He noted that a barrier separation would be needed where elevated sections, such as
direct HOV lanes or contraflow were used. 

Moving on, Mr. Hazlett addressed the Occupancy Requirements planning papers He stated that
Arizona law required two or more passengers per vehicle to use HOV lanes.  He reported that
consultant team had recommended continuing the two person minimum during the initial
deployment of the managed lanes implementation to ensure regional consistency.  

Mr. Hazlett stated that the Access Treatments planning paper addressed when and how HOV
users enter and exit the designated lanes.  He discussed the California HOV system, which
limits access to certain points on the system.  He stated that a limited access approach helped
drivers in the general purpose lanes to know when other drivers will be entering or exiting the
system; however, an HOV user may not be able to exit the system at the desired point.  He
stated that the consultants had recommended that the region continue to use the current HOV
access system and not shift to California’s system. 
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Mr. Hazlett discussed the Pricing Methods planning paper. He stated that if the region decided
to implement a managed lanes system with tolls, the prices could be fixed or variable based on
levels of congestion.  Mr. Hazlett explained that with dynamic pricing, the toll would not
change once a driver entered the toll facility.  

Then, Mr. Hazlett discussed the Procurement and Financing planning paper, which addressed
several of PPP options.  He cited the example of Harris County, Texas, which did not use any
private money to fund managed lanes strategies.  He reported that the paper provided more
detail about other projects and how these projects were financed and operated.  He stated that
the consultants had not made a recommendation on a PPP technique at this time.  He added that
the paper would be a good read for individuals interested in more information on the topic and
how these can be applied in Arizona. 

Mr. Hazlett discussed the paper on Active Traffic Management.  He explained that if managed
lanes were implemented, then the region probably would need an active traffic management
(ATM) system.  He provided examples of ATM including variable speed limits and hard
shoulder running.  

Mr. Rick Naimark from the City of Phoenix requested that Mr. Hazlett elaborate on the concept
of hard shoulder running.  Mr. Hazlett replied that it referred to using breakdown lanes or hard
shoulders as travel lanes during peak periods.  He stated that in Minnesota, the hard shoulder
were used for buses.  He noted that Boston and Seattle used the technique.  A brief discussion
followed.  Mr. Hazlett display graphics and photos of managed lane techniques being used in
the United States, Australia, and Great Britain.

Mr. Hazlett summarized the next steps of the study.  He stated that a toll and revenue forecast
for managed lane network scenarios would be conducted.  He reported that a policy and market
analysis would be conducted as well as stakeholder workshops to review screening results.  He
stated  that after the additional work was complete, MAG would come forward with
recommended managed lane options. 

Mr. Naimark discussed reactions to tolling.  He stated that people tend to react negatively to
tolling when there in not an alternate option.  He stated that presentation indicated that if
managed lanes were implemented in the region that tolls would not be mandatory, but optional
for users that wanted to arrive at their destination faster.  Mr. Naimark inquired if there was any
federal legislation that prohibited tolling on interstates.  Mr. Hazlett replied that the option of
managed lanes on interstate routes was opened up in a federal transportation bill.  He noted that
most of the tolled routes were grandfathered into the system, but that tolling was becoming of
increasing interest at the federal level because declining gas tax revenues. 

Mr. Naimark inquired if a managed lane could be limited to tolling during certain periods.  Mr.
Hazlett replied that case studies indicated that once a managed lane technique was implemented
then it stayed a managed lane.  He noted that a toll could be reduced to $0.00 during non-peak
periods. 
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Mr. Naimark inquired about the timing of the study’s completion in relation to alignment
studies and other on-going studies.  Mr. Hazlett replied that MAG was trying to complete the
study as soon as possible.  He stated that MAG would like to incorporate the approach into the
Southeast Corridor MIS.  He stated that data indicated improved congestion on the corridor
when using managed lanes.  He added that while managed lanes can help a corridor, it was
important to apply the approach to the system and not just a region. 

Mr. Grant Anderson from the Town of Youngtown commented on the number of tourists that
visit the region.  He inquired how the approach would impact tourists and what methods could
be used to address the issue.  Mr. Hazlett replied that on the national level there was an effort
to apply managed lanes on the interstate system throughout the US.  He stated that one method
that had been proposed was transponders in vehicles.  Mr. Anderson inquired how this would
work with rental cars.  Mr. Naimark replied that in other states, car rental companies would
inform customers about the tolling system and offer assistance.  A brief discussion followed. 

Mr. Martin cautioned about the loss of control of a system under a PPP.  He stated that it might
be cheaper for the region to do it since we have the bonding capacity.  Mr. Jungwirth expressed
concern about any reduction in the operating speed of the HOV lanes because of the effect on
car pools and van pools.  He stated the priority should be on moving people and not moving
cars.  He acknowledged the benefits of the approach if it was managed properly. 

Mr. Jungwirth commented on areas of the existing HOV system that were currently at a Level
of Service (LOS) D or F.  He inquired how the approach would impact those areas.  Mr. Hazlett
stated that one reason for the breakdown of the existing system pertained to the issue of not
getting the general purpose traffic out of the lanes before they converted to HOV lanes.  He
added that the pure capacity of the roadways were already challenged.  Mr. Hazlett commented
that the number of occupants for HOV lanes was established in State law. He noted that the
consultant recommendation was to keep the approach(es) used consistent throughout the region
to avoid confusion and facilitate support for the approached.

Mr. Zeder discussed hard shouldering.  He stated that Chicago was implementing a pilot
program for buses adding that Chicago was using the approach due to right-of-way (ROW)
limitations.  Mr. Zeder inquired if data was available on the safety of hard shouldering.  Mr.
Hazlett replied that MAG did not have the information available at this time, but that the
information did exist.  Mr. Hazlett commented that most areas using the hard shoulder approach
are constrained by ROW and that while it may not seem that the region has those constraints,
the region is getting very close to that point.  

Mr. Zeder inquired if the study reviewed difference in speed.  He expressed concerns about the
HOV lane moving significantly faster than general purpose lanes.  Mr. Hazlett explained that
the safety issue of speed differentials was related to the access treatments applied.  A brief
discussion followed. 

Chairman Meinhart commented that public surveys have suggested that people were more
willing to accept tolls than increased gas taxes or charges based on vehicle miles traveled.  He
stated that a managed lane program should ignore the opportunity to collect revenue beyond the
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operating costs to the system.  Chairman Meinhart asked if there were any additional questions
or comments about the agenda item.  There were none, and he proceed to the next item on the
agenda. 

7. SR-101L/Pima-Princess Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI) Proposal

Chairman Meinhart invited Mr. Hazlett to present on the SR-101L/Pima-Princess Diverging
Diamond Interchange (DDI) Proposal.  Mr. Hazlett stated the flyover ramps had been proposed
for the Pima Freeway at Princess Drive.  He stated the ADOT was conducting a Design Concept
Report (DCR) on the flyover ramps and was trying to determine how to accommodate the
ramps, which were estimated to cost $40 million.  Mr. Hazlett stated that the City of Scottsdale
had contacted MAG about the possibility of using the DDI design in lieu of the proposed
flyover ramps. 

Mr. Hazlett displayed a video illustrating traffic flow through a DDI.  He stated the goal of a
DDI was to make the traffic free flow for the predominate movement.  Mr. Hazlett stated that
design originated in France, but that the DDI was gaining in popularity throughout the United
States.  He reported that the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) had developed a
simulator to test the DDI design at Interstate 435/Front Street in Kansas City.  Mr. Hazlett stated
that FHWA found drivers did not follow the wrong path and that the number of driver errors
was not abnormal.  

Mr. Hazlett stated the design worked by switching the streams of traffic.  He explained that by
switching the streams left turns become free flow instead of being signalized.  He stated that to
avoid driver confusion the movements are channelized so that most drivers are unaware that the
movement is different than a traditional diamond interchange.  Mr. Hazlett reported that the
design reduced the number of conflict point at the interchange and reduced the potential for t-
bone crashes.  

Mr. Hazlett displayed a graphic of a DDI in Saint Louis.  He acknowledged there were bicycle
and pedestrian challenges with this design.  He stated to that medians would need to be designed
to address bicyclists and pedestrians in the medians and that in some cases, bicyclist and
pedestrian movements would be signalized. 

Mr. Hazlett reported that there were 19 states studying the possibility of using the design.  He
noted that four DDIs were operational and that 14 States had DDIs under construction or in final
design.  He reported that the first DDI in the United States was built in Springfield, Missouri. 
Mr. Hazlett announced that “Popular Science” had awarded the DDI design as the Innovation
of the Year in 2009. 

Next, Mr. Hazlett discussed applying the DDI design the Pima Freeway/Princess Drive
interchange.  He stated that at the location there were frontage roads.  He noted that DDI design
did not work with frontage roads because through traffic movements were not allowed at the
ramps.  He explained that in order to compensate for that fact, a design was introduced that
braided the ramps to and from SR-101L on the south at Pima Road/Princess Drive.  He stated
that it would allow the development of new ramp connections to and from Bell Road at SR-
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101L, which would improve access to special events at West World and the TPC Scottsdale. 
Mr. Hazlett added that additional changes to the access to and from the SR-101L main line also
were identified to the south to improve traffic conditions at Frank Lloyd Wright Blvd. 

  
Mr. Hazlett stated that Kimley-Horn had develop horizontal and vertical designs for the DDI
at recommendations.  He reported that the designs indicated that additional right-of-way was
not required for the improvement.  He explained that design would require a rechannelization
of the pavement along Pima Road, but did not require additional pavement because the two left-
turn lanes were no longer needed.  He noted that the design was kept within the ADOT
Roadway Design Guide.  

Mr. Hazlett reported that MAG had conducted model runs to simulate the travel impacts of the
DDI at that location.  He stated that multiple simulations indicated that the interchange would
not fail.  He attributed the non-failure to the two phase signalization at the interchange.  Mr.
Hazlett reported that the model run had been conducted at the Bell Road and Frank Lloyd
Wright Blvd interchange as well.  He noted that the result was good traffic conditions during
the AM/PM peak travel times for 2030 at Pima Rd at SR-101L.  He stated the model result
indicated slight delays at the Bell Road and Frank Lloyd Wright Blvd interchanges in 2030 .  

Moving on, Mr. Hazlett discussed cost opinions.  He stated that flyovers at Pima
Freeway/Princess Road were estimated at over $40 million.  He noted that in contrast, the DDI
at the same location as well as additional construction to the south on SR-101Lwas estimated
at $25 million.  He explained that the biggest expense for the DDI was the ramp raise to address
the frontage roads.  He stated that the actual cost for constructing the DDI was estimated at $8
million. 

Mr. Martin stated that the area in question was problematic, particularly during TPC and West
World events.  He stated that he would like for the region to find a way to fund the project at
that location in the next five to ten years. 

Chairman Meinhart stated that projects to address the interchange at Pima/Princess were in the
1985 plan.  He explained that the project was dropped due to costs.  Chairman Meinhart
reported the City of Scottsdale was reviewing opportunities to improve multiple locations using
the DDI design.  

Mr. Hazlett informed the Committee that the DDI simulations showed that the DDIs were
operating at a Level of Service C and D in the 2030 model runs.  Chairman Meinhart asked if
there were any additional questions or comments about the agenda item.  There were none, and
he proceed to the next item on the agenda. 

8. Request for Future Agenda Items

Chairman Meinhart inquired if the members had any topics or issues of interest they would like
to have considered for discussion at a future Committee meeting.  There were none, and
Chairman Meinhart moved onto the next agenda item. 
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9. Member Agency Update

Chairman Meinhart asked members of the Committee if they would like to provide updates,
address any issues or concerns regarding transportation at the regional level, and asked if any
members in attendance would like to address recent information that was relevant to
transportation within their respective communities.  There were none. 

10. Next Meeting Date

Moving on, Chairman Meinhart informed members in attendance that the next regularly
scheduled meeting of the Committee would be held on Thursday June 28, 2012, at MAG.  There
being no further business, Chairman Meinhart adjourned the meeting at 11:17 a.m.  
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Agenda Item 6

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... 

DATE:
June 19, 2012

SUBJECT:
Project Changes – Amendment and Administrative Modification to the Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-2015
MAG Transportation Improvement Program and to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.

SUMMARY:

The Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) 2010 Update were approved by the MAG Regional Council on July 28,
2010, and have been modified fifteen times with the last modification pending approval June 27, 2012. 

Since then, there is a need to modify projects in the programs.  The amendment requires a new
conformity determination on the FY2011-2015 TIP and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update. 
In addition, the administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a
conformity determination.  The new Finding of Conformity and conformity consultation on these
projects will be included in the MAG Committee process as separate agenda items beginning with the
July 11, 2012 MAG Management Committee meeting.

Tables A includes all Highway and Transit Program project requests for changes and modifications
to the FY 2011-15 TIP and 2010 Regional Transportation Plan. Table B includes all Highway and
Transit Program project requests for changes and modifications that are outside of the TIP window.
The project modifications related to the rebalancing of the Freeway Life Cycle Program that was
approved by the MAG Regional Council on May 23, 2012, are also included in Table A and Table B.

In 2008 the light rail Northwest Phase 1 Extension Project, originally planned for 2012, was put on
hold until 2023 due to economy driven reductions in Transit 2000 tax revenues. METRO is proposing
accelerating this extension project to be completed in 2016, consistent with the sequence of project
implementation in the original RTP. The majority of the design was completed in fall of 2009. The City
of Phoenix has completed most land acquisition. The project line items for the Northwest Phase 1
Extension are included in Table A.

METRO requested line item changes to the Central Mesa light rail extension to reflect budget changes
that meet the updated schedules and the grant agreement. Items are included in Table A.

The projects listed in Table C are requested modifications to Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP)
projects in the FY 2011 - 2015 TIP.  The projects listed in Table D are ALCP projects outside the
current TIP window.  The changes in Table C will be incorporated into the TIP pending approval, but
will not be included in the approved ALCP until the program is re-balanced.  It is anticipated that the
re-balanced ALCP will be presented for approval through the Committee process in October 2012. 
At that time, the schedule changes in Tables C and D will be incorporated into the ALCP. 



PUBLIC INPUT:  
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Approval of this TIP amendment and administrative modification will allow the projects to
proceed in a timely manner.

CONS: None.

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.

POLICY: This amendment and administrative modification request is in accord with MAG guidelines.

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
None

CONTACT PERSON:
Teri Kennedy, Transportation Improvement Program Manager, (602) 254-6300.
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Maricopa Association of Governments

6/18/2012

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 Requested Change

DOT13-

154
ADOT

101 (Agua Fria): 

Maryland Ave TI

Construct HOV direct 

connection ramp
2013 2014 0.2 Ramp Ramp

STAN/   

RARF
 $      8,000,000  $                         -  $           6,500,000  $           14,500,000 

Amend: Add a new Design Build 

project in FY 2013.  This project will 

provide direct access to the SR101L 

HOV lanes from Maryland Ave. 

 DOT13-

151
ADOT

74:  I-17 and Lake 

Pleasant Parkway

Design Drainage 

Improvements
2013 Mar-16 0.3 2 2 STP  $             4,275  $                70,725  $                         -  $                  75,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

design project in FY 2013 for 75,000.

 DOT13-

152
ADOT 303: El Mirage Rd Design TI 2013 Feb-16 0.2 4 4 IM  $                    -  $           1,320,200  $                79,800  $             1,400,000 

Amend: Add a new design project in 

FY 2013 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT07-

329R
ADOT

17: Peoria Ave to 

Greenway Rd

Construct drainage 

improvements
2022 - 3 8 8 IM  $                    -  $         15,559,500  $              940,500  $           16,500,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP construction 

project moved to FY 2022 from FY 

2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT07-

637
ADOT

10: Loop 202 (Santan 

Fwy) to Riggs Rd

Design freeway widening 

from 4 lanes to 6, plus 

HOV lanes

2020 - 6.3 4 8 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $           4,800,000  $             4,800,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP design project 

moved to FY 2020 from FY 2014 

based on the re-balancing efforts.

DOT09-

698
ADOT

10: Loop 202 (Santan 

Fwy) to Riggs Rd

Widen freeway from 4 

lanes to 6, plus HOV 

lanes

2021 - 6.3 4 8 NHS  $                    -  $         65,195,000  $           3,705,000  $           68,900,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP construction 

project moved to FY 2021 from FY 

2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT12-

115
ADOT

10:32nd St - SR202L, 

Santan, Phase 1

Design Local Express 

Lanes
2017 Jan-21 11 13 13 IM  $                    -  $         11,033,100  $              666,900  $           11,700,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP; Defer design 

project to FY 2017 from FY 2012 

based on the re-balancing efforts.

DOT12-

116
ADOT

10:32nd St - SR202L, 

Santan, Phase 2

Design Local Express 

Lanes
2018 - 11 13 18 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $           8,000,000  $             8,000,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP design project 

moved to FY 2018 from FY 2012 

based on the re-balancing efforts.

DOT12-

119
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

17th Ave to 51st Ave, 

Segment 3

Design new freeway 2013 Aug-17 5.5 0 8 NHS  $                    -  $         15,088,000  $              912,000  $           16,000,000 

Amend: Defer design project to FY 

2013 from FY 2012 based on the re-

balancing efforts.

DOT12-

128
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

17th Ave to 51st Ave, 

Segment 3

R/W Acquisition 2013 Aug-17 5.5 0 8 STP-AZ  $                    -  $         75,440,000  $           4,560,000  $           80,000,000 

Amend: Defer design project to FY 

2013 from FY 2012 based on the re-

balancing efforts.

DOT12-

835
ADOT

17: Arizona Canal - 

SR101L

Design general purpose 

lanes
2020 - 6.0 8 10 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $           6,000,000  $             6,000,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP design project 

moved to FY 2020 from FY 2014 

based on the re-balancing efforts.

DOT13-

101
ADOT 10:  SR85 - Dysart Rd 

Preliminary Engineering, 

Ph 1 & 2 for sign 

rehabilitation

2013 Feb-14 16.0 6/8 6/8 IM  $             1,995  $                33,005  $                         -  $                  35,000 
Amend: Add a new sign rehabilitation 

design project in FY 2013 for $35,000.

DOT13-

104
ADOT 74: MP 22- MP 30 Pavement Preservation 2013 Aug-13 8.0 2 2 STP  $         285,000  $           4,715,000  $                         -  $             5,000,000 

Amend: Add a new pavement 

preservation project in FY 2013 for 

$5,000,000.

HIGHWAY

Table A.  Federal Funded and Regionally Significant Project Changes to the Fiscal Year 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program
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Maricopa Association of Governments

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 Requested Change

HIGHWAY

DOT13-

129
ADOT

10: 32nd St - SR202L, 

Santan, Phase 1

Construct Local Express 

Lanes
2019 - 11 13 13 STP-AZ  $                    -  $         17,400,000  $       150,000,000  $         167,400,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP construction 

project moved to FY 2019 from FY 

2013 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT13-

130
ADOT

10: 32nd St - SR202L, 

Santan, Phase 3
Design 2019 - 11 13 18 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $           9,400,000  $             9,400,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP design project 

moved to FY 2019 from FY 2013 

based on the re-balancing efforts.

DOT13-

153
ADOT

303: I-10 Reliever/MC85 - 

I-10, Phase 1
Design new freeway 2013 Sep-17 1 0 6 IM  $                    -  $           4,243,500  $              256,500  $             4,500,000 

Amend: Add a new design project in 

FY 2013 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT13-

162
ADOT

Various - SR 101L at 

Southern Ave., Broadway 

Rd., University Dr.; I-17 

at Thomas Rd. and Van 

Buren St.

Construct Pump Station 

Improvements 
2013 Jun-13 0.2 8 8 STP  $         106,590  $           1,763,410  $                         -  $             1,870,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

construction project in FY 2013 for 

$1,870,000.

DOT13-

163
ADOT

Various - I-10 and SR 

101L

Scope Drainage Tunnel 

System Improvements
2013 Jun-15 0.2 8 8 NH  $             5,700  $                94,300  $                         -  $                100,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

scoping project in FY 2013 for 

$100,000.

DOT13-

164
ADOT 101:  27th Ave to 7th Ave Construct EB Restripe 2013 Jun-13 2.0 8 8 NH  $           65,949  $           1,091,051  $                         -  $             1,157,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

construction project in FY 2013 for 

$1,157,000.

DOT13-

165
ADOT

101: Red Mountain - 

Chandler Blvd

Preliminary Engineering, 

Ph 1 & 2 for sign 

rehabilitation

2013 Sep-16 9.0 8 8 NH  $           11,400  $              188,600  $                         -  $                200,000 

Amend: Add a new sign rehabilitation 

design project in FY 2013 for 

$200,000.

DOT13-

190
ADOT

10:  3rd Ave to 3rd St 

Deck Park Tunnel 

Design Drainage 

Improvements
2013 Jun-14 1.0 10 10 IM  $             7,125  $              117,875  $                         -  $                125,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

design project in FY 2013 for 

$125,000.

DOT13-

190
ADOT MAG Region wide

Installation of PED 

Countdown Signal 

Heads

2013 Jun-15 0.2 8 8 HSIP  $           32,262  $              533,738  $                         -  $                566,000 

Amend: Add a new safety 

improvement project in FY 2013 for 

$566,000.

DOT13-

191
ADOT 10:  3rd Ave and 3rd St

Design Pump Station 

Improvements
2013 Apr-14 0.1 10 10 IM  $             7,125  $              117,875  $                         -  $                125,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

design project in FY 2013 for 

$125,000.

DOT13-

192
ADOT

10:  Wild Horse Pass to 

Queen Creek
Design Widening, EB 2013 Jun-14 2.0 4 5 IM  $           14,250  $              235,750  $                         -  $                250,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

design project in FY 2013 for 

$250,000. Approx .8 miles of Auxiliary 

lanes, and 2 miles of pavement 

preservation.

DOT13-

950
ADOT

17: Arizona Canal - 

SR101L

Construct General 

Purpose Lane
2022 - 6.0 8 10 IM/NHS  $                    -  $         81,475,000  $           4,925,000  $           86,400,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP construction 

project to FY 2022 from FY 2015 

based on the re-balancing efforts.

DOT14-

104
ADOT

88: Tonto Forest 

(Goldfield Rd - Canyon 

Lake)

Spot Safety 

Improvements
2014 Aug-14 7.1 2 2 HSIP  $         124,545  $           2,060,455  $                         -  $             2,185,000 

Amend: Add a new safety 

improvement project in FY 2014 for 

$2,185,000. Provide paved shoulders 

and install guard rail at nine locations.
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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 Requested Change

HIGHWAY

DOT14-

105
ADOT

10: 32nd St - SR202L, 

Santan, Phase 3
R/W Acquisition 2021 - 11 13 18 IM  $                    -  $         44,509,600  $           2,690,400  $           47,200,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP R/W project 

moved to FY 2021 from FY 2014 

based on the re-balancing efforts.

DOT14-

106
ADOT 10:  SR85 - Dysart Rd 

Construct Sign 

Rehabilitation
2014 Feb-14 16.0 6/8 6/8 IM  $           22,800  $              377,200  $                         -  $                400,000 

Amend: Add a new sign rehabilitation 

construction project in FY 2014 for 

$400,000.

DOT14-

107
ADOT

10:  SR85 - Verrado 

Way, EB 
Pavement Preservation 2014 Jun-14 7.0 6.0 6.0 IM  $         299,307  $           4,951,693  $                         -  $             5,251,000 

Amend: Add a new pavement 

preservation project in FY 2014 for 

$5,251,000.

DOT14-

108
ADOT

10:  Wild Horse Pass to 

Riggs Rd
Pavement Preservation 2014 Aug-14 4.0 4 4 IM  $         213,750  $           3,536,250  $                         -  $             3,750,000 

Amend: Add a new pavement 

preservation project in FY 2014 for 

$3,750,000.

DOT14-

110
ADOT

17:  New River Bridge, 

Str #1290 & 1291
Scour Retrofit 2014 May-14 0.2 4 4 BR  $           39,900  $              660,100  $                         -  $                700,000 

Amend: Add a new bridge preservation 

project in FY 2014 for $700,000.

DOT14-

111
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): I-

10 Maricopa - 24th St 

(Seg 1)

Design new freeway 2014 Jan-19 3 0 8 IM  $                    -  $           7,544,000  $              456,000  $             8,000,000 

Amend: Add a new design project in 

FY 2014 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT14-

113
ADOT

60 (Grand Ave): Monarch 

Wash Bridge, Str #204 & 

759

Scour Retrofit 2014 Jul-14 0.2 4 4 BR  $           21,090  $              348,910  $                         -  $                370,000 
Amend: Add a new bridge preservation 

project in FY 2014 for $370,000.

DOT14-

112
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

24th St - 17th Ave (Seg 

2)

Design new freeway 2014 Nov-19 3.8 0 8 NHS  $                    -  $           8,769,900  $              530,100  $             9,300,000 

Amend: Add a new design project in 

FY 2014 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT14-

114
ADOT

88: Apache jct - Tortilla 

Flat
Pavement Preservation 2014 Nov-14 9.0 2 2 STP  $         228,000  $           3,772,000  $                         -  $             4,000,000 

Amend: Add a new pavement 

preservation project in FY 2014 for 

$4,000,000.

DOT14-

119
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): I-

10 Papago/SR202L 

System Interchange (Seg 

9)

Design new system TI 2014 Jan-20 0.5
Syste

m TI

Syste

m TI
IM  $                    -  $           9,901,500  $              598,500  $           10,500,000 

Amend: Add a new design project in 

FY 2014 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT14-

133
ADOT

74:  I-17 and Lake 

Pleasant Parkway

Preliminary Engineering 

Ph 1 & 2, Drainage 

Improvements

2014 Mar-16 0.3 2 2 STP  $           10,260  $              169,740  $                         -  $                180,000 
Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2014 for $180,000.

DOT14-

144
ADOT

10: 32nd St - SR202L, 

Santan, Phase 2

Construct Local Express 

Lanes
2020 - 11 13 18

IM/STP-

AZ
 $                    -  $       107,502,000  $           6,498,000  $         114,000,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP construction 

project moved to FY 2020 from FY 

2014 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT14-

145
ADOT

10: Sky Harbor West 

Airport Access
Design 2024 - 0.2 13 13 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $           2,600,000  $             2,600,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP design project 

moved to FY 2024 from FY 2014 

based on the re-balancing efforts.

DOT14-

146
ADOT

10: Sky Harbor West 

Airport Access
R/W Acquisition 2024 - 0.2 13 13 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $         10,600,000  $           10,600,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP R/W project 

moved to FY 2024 from FY 2014 

based on the re-balancing efforts.
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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 Requested Change

HIGHWAY

DOT14-

148
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

17th Avenue to 51st 

Avenue, Segment 3

Construction 2015 May-17 5.5 0 8 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $       227,700,000  $         227,700,000 

Amend: Defer construction project to 

FY 2015 from FY 2014 based on the 

re-balancing efforts.

DOT14-

150
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

Salt River to Buckeye 

Rd, Segment 8

R/W Acquisition 2015 Mar-19 2 0 8 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $       131,000,000  $         131,000,000 

Amend: Defer R/W project to FY 2015 

from FY 2014 based on the re-

balancing efforts.

DOT14-

190
ADOT 10: Deck Park Tunnel

Construct Drainage 

Improvements
2014 Jun-14 1.0 10 10 IM  $           59,964  $              992,036  $                         -  $             1,052,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2014 for $1,052,000.

DOT14-

191
ADOT 10:  3rd Ave and 3rd St

Construct Pump Station 

Improvements
2014 Apr-15 0.1 10 10 IM  $           20,976  $              347,024  $                         -  $                368,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2014 for $368,000.

DOT14-

192
ADOT

10:  Wild Horse Pass to 

Queen Creek
Roadway Widening, EB 2014 Jun-14 2.0 4 5 IM  $         149,853  $           2,479,147  $                         -  $             2,629,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

construction project in FY 2014 for 

$2,629,000. Approx .8 miles of 

Auxiliary lanes, and 2 miles of 

pavement preservation.
DOT15-

106
ADOT

17:  Indian School Rd - 

Peoria Ave
Sign Rehabilitation 2015 May-15 6.0 8 8 IM  $         142,500  $           2,357,500  $                         -  $             2,500,000 

Amend: Add a new sign rehabilitation 

project in FY 2015 for $2,500,000.

DOT15-

111
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): I-

10 Maricopa - 24th St 

(Seg 1)

R/W Acquisition 2015 Jan-19 3 0 8 IM  $                    -  $         47,150,000  $           2,850,000  $           50,000,000 

Amend: Add a new R/W project in FY 

2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT15-

114
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

51st Ave - Elliot Rd (Seg 

4)

Design new freeway 2015 Oct-20 1.7 0 8 NHS  $                    -  $           4,243,500  $              256,500  $             4,500,000 

Amend: Add a new design project in 

FY 2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT15-

115
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

Elliot Rd - Baseline Rd 

(Seg 5)

Design new freeway 2015 Mar-21 2 0 8 IM  $                    -  $           6,318,100  $              381,900  $             6,700,000 

Amend: Add a new design project in 

FY 2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT15-

133
ADOT

17:  Buckeye Rd, Grant 

St, Jefferson St & Adams 

St

Construct Electrical 

Rehabilitation
2015 Jun-15 0.1 6 6 IM  $           59,964  $              992,036  $                         -  $             1,052,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2015 for $1,052,000.

DOT15-

150
ADOT 202:  McKellips Rd

Preliminary Engineering 

Ph 1 & 2, Pump Station 

Flood Erosion Control

2015 Apr-17 0.1 6 6 STP  $             2,850  $                47,150  $                         -  $                  50,000 
Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2015 for $50,000.

DOT15-

161
ADOT 10: 16th Street

Construct Pump Station 

Improvements
2015 Oct-15 0.1 12 12 IM  $           10,488  $              173,512  $                         -  $                184,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

construction project in FY 2015 for 

$184,000.

DOT15-

169
ADOT

MAG Region: in various 

locations of the I-10 and 

SR101L

Construct Drainage 

Tunnel Improvements
2015 Jun-15 0.2 8 8 STP  $           89,889  $           1,487,111  $                         -  $             1,577,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2015 for $1,577,000.

DOT15-

170
ADOT

10: 32nd St - SR202L, 

Santan, Phase 3

Construct Local Express 

Lanes
2024 - 11 13 18 STP-AZ  $                    -  $         40,000,000  $         94,600,000  $         134,600,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP construction 

project moved to FY 2024 from FY 

2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT15-

171
ADOT

10: Sky Harbor West 

Airport Access

Construct Access 

Ramps
2025 - 0.2 13 13 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $         37,400,000  $           37,400,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP construction 

project moved to FY 2025 from FY 

2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.
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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 Requested Change

HIGHWAY

DOT15-

172
ADOT

202 (Red Mountain Fwy): 

SR101L - Gilbert Rd

Construct General 

Purpose Lane
2019 - 5.6 8 10 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $         69,000,000  $           69,000,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP construction 

project moved to FY 2019 from FY 

2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT15-

178
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

Salt River to Buckeye 

Rd, Segment 8

Construction 2017 Mar-19 2 0 8
STP-AZ 

NH
 $                    -  $         20,000,000  $       157,100,000  $         177,100,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP; Defer 

construction project to FY 2017 from 

FY 2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts. Change funding source to NH 

from STP-AZ.

DOT15-

192
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

Salt River Bridge, 

Segment 7

Construction 2016 Jan-18 0.5 0 8 RARF  $                    -  $                         -  $         99,400,000  $           99,400,000 

Amend: Delete from TIP; Defer 

construction project to FY 2016 from 

FY 2015 based on the re-balancing 

efforts.

DOT15-

838
ADOT

60:  Sossaman Rd to 

Meridian Rd

Construct Drainage 

Improvements
2015 May-16 5.0 8 8 STP  $           54,036  $              893,964  $                         -  $                948,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2015 for $948,000.

BKY10-

801
Buckeye

Miller Rd: Hazen Rd to I-

10 and Monroe Rd (MC-

85): Miller Rd to Apache 

Rd

Interconnect traffic 

signals
2014 2015 6 4 4 CMAQ  $           90,000  $              210,000  $                         -  $                300,000 

Amend: Request to defer the project to 

end of FY 2014 when AZPR2X is 

received (~Sept 30, 2014).

BKY13-

901
Buckeye Town of Buckeye

Alarcon Blvd and Kino 

Place Pedestrian 

Corridor Project

2014 2015 10.5 2 2 CMAQ  $         174,572  $              400,000  $                         -  $                574,572 

Amend: Request to defer the project to 

end of FY 2014 when AZPR2X is 

received (~Sept 30, 2014).

ELM14-

101
El Mirage

Various Arterial Traffic 

Signals within City of El 

Mirage

Construct  arterial traffic 

signal enhancements
2015 - 13 0 0 CMAQ  $         101,805  $              383,495  $                         -  $                485,300 

Amend: Defer project in the TIP 2-

years to 2015

ELM14-

102
El Mirage

Thunderbird Road to Port 

Royale Lane
Construct multiuse path 2014 - 0.9 0 0 CMAQ  $         339,786  $              792,835  $                         -  $             1,132,621 Amend: Delete the project in the TIP

GLB13-

102
Gilbert

164th Street: Coldwater 

to Stacey Rd. and north 

from Riggs to Cloud

Construct pave unpaved 

road project
2014 2015 0.75 2 2 CMAQ  $           15,000  $              248,125  $                         -  $                263,125 

Amend: Change project location 

description

GLB13-

906
Gilbert

Seven intersections near 

Baseline Rd. and Val 

Vista Dr. (approximately 

three miles)

Gilbert ATMS Fiber East 

Ring Project - Phase II 

(Design)

2013 n/a 9.5 0 0 CMAQ  $           63,000  $              122,234  $                         -  $                185,234 
Amend: Request to change the 

location description.

QNC12-

804

Queen 

Creek

Ellsworth Rd: Sierra Park 

Blvd to Empire Blvd 

(Hunt Hwy)

Phase III of the Town's 

ITS program: Connecting 

6 traffic signals/CCTV's 

to existing system 

2013 n/a 2.5 n/a n/a CMAQ  $                    -  $              254,235  $                         -  $                254,235 Amend: Defer project to 2013

QNC13-

902

Queen 

Creek

Various Locations Town-

wide

Ten wireless traffic 

signal connections
2013 n/a 10 4 4 CMAQ  $           45,000  $              105,000  $                         -  $                150,000 

Amend: Delete the project. The 

improvements are being completed 

as part of other projects.

SCT13-

902

Scottsdale Citywide
Last mile connections 

from city Fiber Network 2014 2015 1 0 0 CMAQ  $         350,000  $              350,000  $                         -  $                700,000 Amend: Defer project to 2014

Page 5 of 6



Maricopa Association of Governments

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 Requested Change

HIGHWAY

SUR13-

901

City of 

Surprise

Loop 303: Peoria Ave to 

Mountain View Blvd; 

Loop 303 & Waddell Rd. 

to Cotton Ln. 

Construct fiber optic 

interconnect to connect 

TI traffic signals, CCTC 

cameras, DMS, and 

connect ITS Fiber 

2013 2014 - n/a n/a CMAQ  $         322,901  $              753,437  $                         -  $             1,076,338 

Amend the limits of the project to the 

following: Loop 303: Peoria Ave to 

Mountain View Blvd; Loop 303 & 

Waddell Rd. to Cotton Ln. 

Changes to TIP in Red
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Maricopa Association of Governments

######## $0 $75,640,000

TIP # Agency Project Location
Project 

Description
Fiscal 

Year

Est. Date 

Open
Length A.L.I.

Year of 

Fund

Fund 

Type
Local Cost Federal Cost

Regional 

Cost
Total Cost Requested Change

VMR13-

928T
VMR Central Mesa LightRail 

Sm Starts: 

Professional 

Services

2013 2016 3.1 14.08.80 2013 5309 SS  $                      -  $      5,519,188  $      4,265,622  $           9,784,810 

Amend: Increase budget $4,145,138 

(increase fed $2,338,093, increase 

regional $1,807,045).

VMR14-

928T
VMR Central Mesa LightRail 

Sm Starts: 

Professional 

Services

2014 2016 3.1 14.08.80 2014 5309 SS  $                      -  $      6,628,801  $      5,123,211  $         11,752,012 

Amend: Increase budget $4,145,138 

(increase fed $2,338,093, increase 

regional $1,807,045).

VMR13-

926T
VMR Central Mesa LightRail 

Sm Starts: 

Unallocated 

Contingency

2013 2016 3.1 14.09.90 2013 5309 SS  $                      -  $      1,339,717  $      1,339,717  $           1,339,717 

Amend: Increase budget $4,145,138 

(decrease fed $308,540, increase 

regional $1,807,045).

VMR14-

926T
VMR Central Mesa LightRail 

Sm Starts: 

Unallocated 

Contingency

2014 2016 3.1 14.09.90 2014 5309 SS  $                      -  $      1,342,382  $      1,037,489  $           2,379,871 

Amend: Decrease budget $547,003 

(decrease fed $308,541, decrease 

regional $238,462).

VMR13-

927T
VMR Central Mesa LightRail 

Sm Starts: Finance 

Charges
2013 2016 3.1 14.10.10 2013 5309 SS  $                      -  $         687,595  $         531,422  $           1,219,017 

Amend: Decrease budget $1,219,017 

(decrease fed $127,199, decrease 

regional $98,309).

VMR14-

927T
VMR Central Mesa LightRail 

Sm Starts: Finance 

Charges
2014 2016 3.1 14.10.10 2014 5309 SS  $                      -  $         654,710  $         506,007  $           1,160,717 

Amend: Decrease budget $225,509 

(decrease fed $127,200, decrease 

regional $98,309).

VMR13-

102T

Valley 

Metro Rail

NW LRT Extension - 

19th Avenue: Bethany 

Home to Dunlap

Utility Relocation 

(Non-Prior Rights)
2013 2016 3.2 13.75.95 2013 PTF  $                      -  $                     -  $      8,000,000  $           8,000,000 

Admin Mod: Modify Location and 

Work Description, increase costs from 

$7.5 mil to $8 mil.

VMR13-

103T

Valley 

Metro Rail

NW LRT Extension - 

19th Avenue: Bethany 

Home to Dunlap

19th Avenue 

Roadway 

Improvements

2013 2016 3.2 13.23.01 2013 Local  $    28,682,000  $                     -  $                     -  $                          - 

Admin Mod: Increase funding from 

$21 mill to $ 28.682 mill (City of 

Phoenix Advance)

 VMR13-

111T

Valley 

Metro Rail

NW LRT Extension - 

19th Avenue: Bethany 

Home to Dunlap

Utility Relocation 

(Non-Prior Rights)
2014 2016 3.2 13.75.95 2014 PTF  $                      -  $                     -  $      5,265,000  $           5,265,000 

Amend: New Project (City of Phoenix 

Advance)

VMR14-

103T

Valley 

Metro Rail

NW LRT Extension - 

19th Avenue: Bethany 

Home to Dunlap

Construct 

Transitway
2014 2016 3.2 13.23.01 2014 PTF  $                      -  $                     -  $    33,760,000  $         33,760,000 

Admin Mod: Modify Location, modify 

work from design to construction.  

Costs increase from $500K to $33.76 

mil.

 VMR14-

112T

Valley 

Metro Rail

NW LRT Extension - 

19th Avenue: Bethany 

Home to Dunlap

Construct 

Transitway
2014 2016 3.2 13.23.01 2014 Local  $    31,368,000  $                     -  $                     -  $                          - 

Amend: New Project (City of Phoenix 

Advance)

VMR14-

111T

Valley 

Metro Rail

NW LRT Extension - 

19th Avenue: Bethany 

Home to Dunlap

Utility Relocation 

(Non-Prior Rights)
2015 2016 3.2 13.75.95 2015 PTF  $                      -  $                     -  $      2,989,000  $           2,989,000 

Amend: New Project (City of Phoenix 

Advance)

VMR15-

103T

Valley 

Metro Rail

NW LRT Extension - 

19th Avenue: Bethany 

Home to Dunlap

Design & 

Environmental
2015 2016 3.2 13.71.01 2015 PTF  $                      -  $                     -  $         250,000  $              250,000 

Admin Mod: Modify Location and 

Work Description

VMR15-

104T

Valley 

Metro Rail

NW LRT Extension - 

19th Avenue: Bethany 

Home to Dunlap

Construct 

Transitway
2015 2016 3.2 13.23.01 2015 PTF  $                      -  $                     -  $    75,640,000  $         75,640,000 

Admin Mod: Modify Location, Work 

Description, increase costs from 

$16.55 mil to $75.64 mil.

TRANSIT

Table A.  Federal Funded and Regionally Significant Project Changes to the Fiscal Year 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program
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Maricopa Association of Governments

6/18/2012

TIP ID 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 Requested Change

Outside ADOT
101: Red Mountain - 

Chandler Blvd

Construct sign 

rehabilitation
2016 Sep-16 9.0 8 8 NH  $      114,000  $        1,886,000  $                         -  $      2,000,000 

Amend: Add a new sign 

rehabilitation construction project 

in FY 2016 for $2,000,000.

Outside ADOT 17:  Peoria Ave
Construct Drainage 

Grate Improvements
2016 Oct-16 0.1 8 8 IM  $          9,006  $          148,994  $                         -  $         158,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2016 for $158,000.

New Not in 

TIP
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

24th St - 17th Ave (Seg 

2)

R/W Acquisition 2016 Nov-19 3.8 0 8 NHS  $                  -  $      12,824,800  $              775,200  $     13,600,000 

Amend: Add a new R/W project in 

FY 2016 based on the re-

balancing efforts.

New Not in 

TIP
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

51st Ave - Elliot Rd (Seg 

4)

R/W Acquisition 2017 Oct-20 1.7 0 8 NHS  $                  -  $      21,689,000  $           1,311,000  $     23,000,000 

Amend: Add a new R/W project in 

FY 2017 based on the re-

balancing efforts.

New Not in 

TIP
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): 

Elliot Rd - Baseline Rd 

(Seg 5)

R/W Acquisition 2017 Mar-21 2 0 8 NHS  $                  -  $      36,965,600  $           2,234,400  $     39,200,000 

Amend: Add a new R/W project in 

FY 2017 based on the re-

balancing efforts.

New Not in 

TIP
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): I-

10 Maricopa - 24th St 

(Seg 1)

Construct new freeway 2017 Jan-19 3 0 8 IM/NHS  $                  -  $    107,973,500  $           6,526,500  $   114,500,000 

Amend: Add a new construction 

project in FY 2017 based on the 

re-balancing efforts.

New Not in 

TIP
ADOT

202 (South Mountain): I-

10 Papago/SR202L 

System Interchange (Seg 

9)

R/W Acquisition 2016 Jan-20 0.5
Syste

m TI

Syste

m TI
NHS  $                  -  $      46,772,800  $           2,827,200  $     49,600,000 

Amend: Add a new R/W project in 

FY 2016 based on the re-

balancing efforts.

Outside ADOT 202:  McKellips Rd

Preliminary Engineering 

Ph 1 & 2, Pump Station 

Flood Erosion Control

2016 Apr-17 0.1 6 6 NH  $          3,990  $            66,010  $                         -  $           70,000 
Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2016 for $70,000.

Outside ADOT 202:  McKellips Rd
Construct, Pump Station 

Flood Erosion Control
2016 Apr-17 0.1 6 6 NH  $        11,970  $          198,030  $                         -  $         210,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2016 for $210,000.

New Not in 

TIP
ADOT

303: I-10 Reliever/MC85 - 

I-10, Phase 1
Construct new freeway 2016 Sep-17 1 0 6 NHS  $                  -  $      58,466,000  $           3,534,000  $     62,000,000 

Amend: Add a new construction 

project in FY 2016 based on the 

re-balancing efforts.

Outside ADOT
74:  I-17 and Lake 

Pleasant Parkway

Construct Drainage 

Improvements
2016 Mar-16 0.3 2 2 STP  $        59,964  $          992,036  $                         -  $      1,052,000 

Amend: Add a new district minor 

project in FY 2016 for 

$1,052,000.

Project Changes in Red

TABLE B.  Non TIP Amendments and Administrative Modifications

TABLE B.  Non TIP Amendments and Administrative Modifications
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6/1/2012

Agency
Work 

Year

Reimb

. Year
TIPIDN Location Work Miles

 Lanes 

Before 

 

Lanes 

After 

Funding Federal Regional  Local  Total 
 Reimb 

Fund 

Type 

 Reimb. 

Amount 
 Note  

Chandler 2013 2013
CHN13-

102CZ

Ocotillo Road:  Arizona 

Avenue to McQueen Road

Relocate utilities and 

construct roadway 

widening

1 2 4 HSIP 1,157,061$ -$            139,878$        1,296,939$      HSIP 1,157,061$  

Amend.  Add new line item to 

the TIP.  Worked advanced from 

2016.

Chandler 2014 2014
CHN14-

102CZ

Ocotillo Road:  Arizona 

Avenue to McQueen Road

Relocate utilities and 

construct roadway 

widening

1 2 4 HSIP 2,250,773$ -$            3,830,396$     6,081,169$      HSIP 2,250,773$  

Amend.  Add new line item to 

the TIP.  Worked advanced from 

2017.

El Mirage 2014 2015
MMA14-

102CZ

Thunderbird Rd: El 

Mirage Road to Grand 

Avenue

Construct roadway 

widening
0.75 4 4 Bonds -$              -$            714,286$        714,286$         RARF 500,000$     

Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4.  Cost 

between work years adjusted. 

El Mirage 2015 2016
MMA15-

102CZ

Thunderbird Rd: El 

Mirage Road to Grand 

Avenue

Construct roadway 

widening
0.75 4 4 Bonds -$              -$            2,806,440$     2,806,440$      RARF 1,964,508$  

Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4.  Cost 

between work years adjusted. 

El Mirage 2013 2016
ELM13-

103RWZ

El Mirage Rd: Peoria 

Avenue to Cactus Road

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

1.00 2 4 Bonds -$              -$            3,108,718$     3,108,718$      RARF 2,176,103$  
Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4. 

El Mirage 2014 2016
ELM14-

103CZ

El Mirage Rd: Peoria 

Avenue to Cactus Road

Construct roadway 

widening
1.00 2 4 Bonds -$              -$            2,454,359$     2,454,359$      RARF 1,718,051$  

Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4.  Cost 

between work years adjusted. 

El Mirage 2015 2018
ELM15-

103CZ

El Mirage Rd: Peoria 

Avenue to Cactus Road

Construct roadway 

widening
1.00 2 4 Bonds -$              -$            5,311,501$     5,311,501$      RARF 3,718,051$  

Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4.  Cost 

between work years adjusted. 

Gilbert 2014 2016 GLB09-727
Germann Rd: Gilbert Rd 

to Val Vista Rd

Design roadway 

widening
2.00 2 6 Bonds -$              -$            1,139,148$     1,139,148$      RARF 673,444$     

Amend. Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 

FY17/18.

Gilbert 2015 2016
GLB14-

102RWZ

Germann Rd: Gilbert Rd 

to Val Vista Rd

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

2.00 2 6 Bonds -$              -$            1,744,025$     1,744,025$      RARF 1,031,545$  

Amend. Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 

FY18/19.

Gilbert 2013 2015 GLB09-728
Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley

Design roadway 

widening
2.00 2 6 Bonds -$              -$            1,256,000$     1,256,000$      RARF 879,200$     

Amend. Work advanced from 

2014.  Work phase cost 

decreased. A portion of the 

regional funds reallocated to 

savings. 

TABLE C.  Amendments and Administrative Modifications to the FY2011-2015 TIP and the FY2012 ALCP
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Agency
Work 

Year

Reimb. 

Year
TIPIDN Location Work Miles

 Lanes 

Before 

 

Lanes 

After 

Funding Federal Regional  Local  Total 

 

Reimb 

Fund 

Type 

 Reimb. 

Amount 
 Note  

Gilbert 2013 2015
GLB13-

103RWZ

Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

2.00 2 6 Bonds -$              -$            1,579,500$     1,579,500$      RARF 1,105,650$  

Amend. Work advanced from 

2014.  Work phase cost 

decreased. Work to continue 

into 2014. A portion of the 

regional funds reallocated to 

savings. 

Gilbert 2014 2015
GLB14-

103RWZ

Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

2.00 2 6 Bonds -$              -$            1,579,500$     1,579,500$      RARF 1,105,650$  

Amend. Work phase cost 

decreased. Work began in 2013. 

A portion of the regional funds 

reallocated to savings. 

Gilbert 2014 2017
GLB14-

103CZ

Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley

Construct roadway 

widening
2.00 2 6 Bonds -$              -$            5,011,647$     5,011,647$      RARF 1,256,825$  

Amend.  Work advanced from 

2016.  Work phase cost 

decreased.  A portion of the 

regional funds reallocated to 

savings.  Work to continue into 

2015. 

Gilbert 2015 2018
GLB15-

103CZ

Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley

Construct roadway 

widening
2.00 2 6 Bonds -$              -$            5,051,119$     5,051,119$      RARF 1,256,825$  

Amend.  Work advanced from 

2016.  Work phase cost 

decreased.  A portion of the 

regional funds reallocated to 

savings.  Work to continue 

began into 2014. 

Gilbert 2015 2021
GLB15-

103CZ2

Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr 

to Higley

Construct roadway 

widening
2.00 2 6 Bonds -$              -$            6,925,852$     6,925,852$      RARF 4,513,650$  

Amend.  Work advanced from 

2016.  Work phase cost 

decreased.  A portion of the 

regional funds reallocated to 

savings.  Work to continue 

began into 2014. 

Gilbert 2010
GLB10-

109ADZ

Ray Rd:  Val Vista to 

Power

Design roadway 

widening
4.00 4 6 Bonds -$              -$            1,422,661$     1,422,661$      RARF 995,862$     

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP. A portion of the work 

was conducted by developers.  

The remaining improvements 

will be done between 2017-

2020.

TABLE C.  Amendments and Administrative Modifications to the FY2011-2015 TIP and the FY2012 ALCP  continued
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Agency
Work 

Year

Reimb

. Year
TIPIDN Location Work Miles

 Lanes 

Before 

 

Lanes 

After 

Funding Federal Regional  Local  Total 

 

Reimb 

Fund 

Type 

 Reimb. 

Amount 
 Note  

Gilbert 2011
GLB11-

109ADZ

Ray Rd:  Val Vista to 

Power

Design roadway 

widening
4.00 4 6 Bonds -$              -$            1,422,661$     1,422,661$      RARF 995,862$     

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP. A portion of the work 

was conducted by developers.  

The remaining improvements 

will be done between 2017-

2020.

Gilbert 2010
GLB10-

109RWZ

Ray Rd:  Val Vista to 

Power

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

4.00 4 6 Bonds -$              -$            3,770,050$     3,770,050$      RARF 2,639,035$  

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP. A portion of the work 

was conducted by developers.  

The remaining improvements 

will be done between 2017-

2020.

Gilbert 2011
GLB11-

109RWZ

Ray Rd:  Val Vista to 

Power

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

4.00 4 6 Bonds -$              -$            1,441,619$     1,441,619$      RARF 1,009,133$  

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP. A portion of the work 

was conducted by developers.  

The remaining improvements 

will be done between 2017-

2020.

Gilbert 2011
GLB11-

109CZ

Ray Rd:  Val Vista to 

Power

Construct roadway 

widening
4.00 4 6 Bonds -$              -$            5,011,648$     5,011,648$      RARF 3,508,153$  

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP. A portion of the work 

was conducted by developers.  

The remaining improvements 

will be done between 2017-

2020.

Gilbert 2011
GLB11-

109CZ2

Ray Rd:  Val Vista to 

Power

Construct roadway 

widening
4.00 4 6 Bonds -$              -$            5,051,119$     5,051,119$      RARF 3,535,783$  

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP. A portion of the work 

was conducted by developers.  

The remaining improvements 

will be done between 2017-

2020.

Gilbert 2012
GLB12-

109CZ2

Ray Rd:  Val Vista to 

Power

Construct roadway 

widening
4.00 4 6 Bonds -$              -$            2,895,195$     2,895,195$      RARF 2,026,636$  

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP. A portion of the work 

was conducted by developers.  

The remaining improvements 

will be done between 2017-

2020.

TABLE C.  Amendments and Administrative Modifications to the FY2011-2015 TIP and the FY2012 ALCP  continued
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Agency
Work 

Year

Reimb

. Year
TIPIDN Location Work Miles

 Lanes 

Before 

 

Lanes 

After 

Funding Federal Regional  Local  Total 

 

Reimb 

Fund 

Type 

 Reimb. 

Amount 
 Note  

Maricopa 

County
2013 2013

MMA09-

815

Dobson Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Design roadway 

widening
1.60 0 6 HURF -$              -$            1,346,640$     1,346,640$      

STP-

MAG
-$                

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 

2016/2017.

Maricopa 

County
2014 2016

MMA14-

101RWZ

Dobson Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

1.60 0 6 HURF -$              -$            10,981,004$   10,981,004$     
STP-

MAG
7,686,703$  

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 2017.

Maricopa 

County
2014 2017

MMA14-

101RWZ2

Dobson Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

1.60 0 6 HURF -$              -$            7,219,472$     7,219,472$      
STP-

MAG
5,053,294$  

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 2018.

Maricopa 

County
2015 2017

MMA14-

101CZ

Dobson Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Construct roadway 

widening
1.60 0 6 HURF -$              -$            23,989,773$   23,989,773$     

STP-

MAG
5,892,406$  

Amend.  Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 

2018/2019.

Maricopa 

County
2013 2015

MMA11-

103DZ

Gilbert Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Design roadway 

widening
1.60 4 6 HURF -$              -$            1,195,139$     1,195,139$      

STP-

MAG
836,597$     

Amend.  Work deferred to FY13 

and FY14.

Maricopa 

County
2014 2015

MMA14-

103DZ

Gilbert Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Design roadway 

widening
1.60 4 6 HURF -$            1,195,139$     1,195,139$      

STP-

MAG
836,597$     

Amend.  Add new line item to 

the TIP.  Work to occur over two 

years. 

Maricopa 

County
2014 2016

MMA11-

103RWZ

Gilbert Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

1.60 4 6 HURF -$              -$            1,476,675$     1,476,675$      
STP-

MAG
1,033,672$  

Amend.  Costs adjusted.  Work 

to continue into FY15.

Maricopa 

County
2015 2016

MMA15-

103RWZ

Gilbert Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

1.60 4 6 HURF -$              -$            1,476,675$     1,476,675$      
STP-

MAG
1,033,672$  

Amend. Add new line item to 

the TIP.  Work began in FY14. 

Maricopa 

County
2015 2016

MMA15-

103CZ

Gilbert Road Bridge over 

the Salt River

Construct roadway 

widening
1.60 4 6 HURF -$              -$            4,481,745$     4,481,745$      

STP-

MAG
3,137,221$  

Amend.  Costs adjusted.  Work 

to continue into FY16.

Maricopa 

County
2014 2016

MMA13-

105DZ

McKellips Rd: Loop 101 

(Pima Fwy) to SRP-

MIC/Alma School Rd

Design roadway 

widening
1.96 4 6 HURF -$              -$            751,353$        751,353$         

STP-

MAG
525,947$     

Amend. Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 

FY17/18.

Maricopa 

County
2014 2016

MMA14-

105RWZ

McKellips Rd: Loop 101 

(Pima Fwy) to SRP-

MIC/Alma School Rd

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

1.96 4 6 HURF -$              -$            1,143,116$     1,143,116$      
STP-

MAG
800,181$     

Amend. Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 

FY17/18.

Maricopa 

County
2015 2016

MMA15-

105CZ

McKellips Rd: Loop 101 

(Pima Fwy) to SRP-

MIC/Alma School Rd

Construct roadway 

widening
1.96 4 6 HURF -$              -$            14,920,627$   14,920,627$     

STP-

MAG
7,289,914$  

Amend. Delete line item from 

the TIP.  Work deferred to 

FY18/19.

TABLE C.  Amendments and Administrative Modifications to the FY2011-2015 TIP and the FY2012 ALCP  continued
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6/1/2012

Agency
Work 

Year

Reimb

. Year
TIPIDN Location Work Miles

 Lanes 

Before 

 

Lanes 

After 

Funding Federal Regional  Local  Total 

 

Reimb 

Fund 

Type 

 Reimb. 

Amount 
 Note  

El Mirage 2016 2020 None
El Mirage Rd: Cactus 

Road to Grand Avenue

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

1.60 4 4 Bonds -$              -$            1,702,026$     1,702,026$      RARF 1,191,419$  
Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4.  

El Mirage 2017 2020 None
El Mirage Rd: Cactus 

Road to Grand Avenue

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

1.60 4 4 Bonds -$              -$            1,702,026$     1,702,026$      RARF 1,191,419$  
Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4.  

El Mirage 2018 2020 None
El Mirage Rd: Cactus 

Road to Grand Avenue

Construct roadway 

widening
1.60 4 4 Bonds -$              -$            10,209,133$   10,209,133$     RARF 7,146,393$  

Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4.  Cost 

between work years adjusted. 

El Mirage 2019 2021 None
El Mirage Rd: Cactus 

Road to Grand Avenue

Construct roadway 

widening
1.60 4 4 Bonds -$              -$            5,748,123$     5,748,123$      RARF 4,023,686$  

Amend.  Number of lanes 

decreased from 6 to 4.  Cost 

between work years adjusted. 

Maricopa 

County
2025 NA None

El Mirage Rd: L303 to 

Jomax

Acquire right-of-way 

for roadway widening
2.00 0 6 HURF -$              -$            6,098,386$     6,098,386$      RARF -$                

Amend.  Work deferred from 

2024.

Maricopa 

County
2026 NA None

El Mirage Rd: L303 to 

Jomax

Construct roadway 

widening
2.00 0 6 HURF -$              -$            5,590,188$     5,590,188$      RARF -$                

Amend.  Work deferred from 

2024. Work to continue into 

2026. Cost split between years. 

Maricopa 

County
2027 NA None

El Mirage Rd: L303 to 

Jomax

Construct roadway 

widening
2.00 0 6 HURF -$              -$            5,590,188$     5,590,188$      RARF -$                

Amend.  Work deferred from 

2024. Work began in 2025. Cost 

split between years. 

Maricopa 

County
2023 2023 None

Northern Parkway: Loop 

101 to 91st 

Design roadway 

widening
0.50 4 6 HURF 229,446$    -$            98,334$          327,780$         

STP-

MAG
229,446$     

Amend.  Work advanced from 

2025. 

Maricopa 

County
2024 2024 None

Northern Parkway: Loop 

101 to 91st 

Acquisition of right-of-

way for roadway 

widening

0.50 4 6 HURF 505,055$    -$            216,452$        721,507$         
STP-

MAG
505,055$     

Amend.  Work advanced from 

2025. 

Maricopa 

County
2025 2025 None

Northern Parkway: Loop 

101 to 91st 

Construct roadway 

widening
0.50 4 6 HURF 2,840,816$ -$            1,217,493$     4,058,309$      

STP-

MAG
2,840,816$  

Amend.  Work advanced from 

2026.

TABLE D.  Amendments and Administrative Modifications to the FY2012 ALCP
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Agenda Item #7

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
June 19, 2012

SUBJECT:
Phoenix West Extension Locally Preferred Alternatives Report Recommendations 

SUMMARY:
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the Transit Life Cycle Program (TLCP)  includes an 11
mile high capacity/light rail transit (HCT/LRT) extension in the I-10 corridor west to 79  Avenue. Valleyth

Metro Rail (METRO), in partnership with the City of Phoenix and the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA), initiated a study in May 2007 to analyze potential HCT improvements in the west Phoenix area.
As part of the process to request funding from the FTA, the project underwent an Alternatives Analysis
(AA) where several modes and alignments were evaluated to address the project’s purpose and need. 

The Phoenix West Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) Report is attached.  For more detailed
information, the appendices and technical report can be found on the MAG Transit Committee
webpage, under resources: http://www.azmag.gov/Committees/Committee.asp?CMSID=1162. 

Through the results of the AA study process, METRO recommends that LRT is selected as the
preferred transit technology for the Phoenix West corridor. 

The recommended LRT alignment is shown on page 2 of the Phoenix West AA, Figure 1.  The
recommended alignment would connect with the existing LRT system along Washington and Jefferson
Streets in the downtown Phoenix core.  The new corridor would extend west along Washington and
Jefferson Streets, and converge to one guideway along Jefferson Street at approximately 8th Avenue,
continuing through the State Capitol area to 18th Avenue where it would turn north to Van Buren
Street. The guideway would run along the south side of Van Buren Street and transition to the I-17
corridor where it would parallel Interstate 17 (I-17) using the southbound frontage road north to
Interstate 10 (I-10). West of I-17, the LRT guideway would utilize a 50-foot freeway median, originally
preserved for high-capacity transit along I-10, to approximately 47th Avenue. From this point, the
guideway would transition to the north of I-10 and parallel an open-drainage channel along an
unimproved access road. The extension would follow this alignment until connecting to the 79th
Avenue park-and-ride. In addition, a turnaround at 5th Street between Washington and Jefferson in
the downtown area is recommended for operational flexibility

Cost estimates for the project range from $1.224 billion to $1.248 billion in YOE dollars. The range of
capital cost estimates is a result of uncertainty in project elements such as stations, grade separations,
placement of underground utilities etc. METRO will refine the cost estimates during the environmental
and preliminary engineering phase of the study.

Funding is programmed through a combination of regional Public Transportation Funds (PTF), City
of Phoenix funds, federal Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) and FTA Section 5309 New Starts
discretionary funds. Annual operating expenses are estimated at $17 million (79  Ave to Downtownth

Phx) in 2023 dollars and will be paid from fares and City of Phoenix funds.

The Phoenix West AA was accepted by the City of Phoenix Council on May 15, 2012 and the METRO
Board of Directors on May 17, 2012.   

http://www.azmag.gov/Committees/Committee.asp?CMSID=1162


Previously, the MAG Regional Council adopted the I-10 Freeway Right of Way, west of I-17, as the
LPA for HCT improvements, and to explore further options to the west in the MAG Transit Framework
Study including intermodal connections in July 2008.

PUBLIC INPUT:  
METRO prepared a Public Involvement Plan for the Phoenix West AA study. The overall goal was to
inform residents, stakeholders, and agencies about the study and to present alternatives and issues
for public and agency review. During the course of the study, the public involvement team conducted
12 public meetings with more than 300 people attending, over 70 presentations to advisory
committees, met with neighborhood associations and civic organizations; and continuous updates via
website, e-mails, newsletters and fact sheets.  Key stakeholders include residents from the St. Matthews
neighborhood west of the State Capitol, the State of Arizona including: the Governor’s Office, Department
of Administration and the Department of Public Safety.  The full Public Process can be reviewed on pages
30-32 of the attached Phoenix West AA Study.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Approval of the Phoenix West AA Study will allow METRO to proceed with the project
development process for the Phoenix West LRT project.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The AA conducted by METRO found that the recommended LPA will best meet the
purpose and need for the project, meeting the travel demands of increased riders anticipated within
the Phoenix West study area as well as providing the potential to promote economic development
opportunities in coordination with transit-supportive policies and investments by the City of Phoenix.

POLICY:  The Phoenix West AA was accepted by the City of Phoenix Council on May 15, 2012 and
the METRO Board of Directors on May 17, 2012.  

ACTION NEEDED:
Information, discussion, and possible recommendation to accept the Phoenix West Alternatives
Analysis for the (1) A Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the Phoenix West project, including a light
rail alignment along I-10 from 79th Avenue to I-17; southbound along the I-17 southbound frontage
road; east along Van Buren Street to 18th Avenue; southbound along 18th Avenue to Jefferson Street
and then east to downtown Phoenix along Jefferson Street; (2) Inclusion of the corridor Advanced
Transit Opportunities (CATO) Program that consists of near term improvements and investments to
improve existing mobility, enhance transit service and lay the groundwork for future HCT service within
the study area. The set of proposed projects, include: construction of a direct HCT access ramp from
I-10 to I-17, expansion of the 79th Avenue Park-and-Ride, identification and development of new park
and ride stations, and construction of direct connection I-10 HOV ramps on the west side of 79th
Avenue; and (3) Future consideration for increased transit service for areas within and west of the
study area, per the long range transit needs identified in MAG’s Regional Transit Framework Study,
through the regional transportation system planning process.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
MAG Transit Committee: The MAG Transit Committee met on June 14, 2012 and recommended to accept
the Phoenix West Alternatives Analysis for the (1) A Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the
Phoenix West project, including a light rail alignment along I-10 from 79th Avenue to I-17; southbound
along I-17 southbound frontage road; east along Van Buren Street to 18th Avenue; southbound along
18th Avenue to Jefferson Street and then east to downtown Phoenix along Jefferson Street; (2)
Inclusion of the corridor Advanced Transit Opportunities (CATO) Program that consists of near term
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improvements and investments to improve existing mobility, enhance transit service and lay the
groundwork for future HCT service within the study area. The set of proposed projects, include:
construction of a direct HCT access ramp from I-10 to I-17, expansion of the 79th Avenue
Park-and-Ride, identification and development of new park and ride stations, and construction of direct
connection I-10 HOV ramps on the west side of 79th Avenue; and (3) Future consideration for
increased transit service for areas within and west of the study area, per the long range transit needs
identified in MAG’s Regional Transit Framework Study, through the regional transportation system
planning process.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
*ADOT: Nicole Patrick
  Avondale: Rogene Hill
#Buckeye: Andrea Marquez
  Chandler: Dan Cook for RJ Zeder
  El Mirage: John Aleman for Lance
Calvert
#Gilbert: Ken Maruyama
  Glendale: Cathy Colbath, Chair
*Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
  Maricopa County DOT: Mitch Wagner
  Mesa: Mike James
*Paradise Valley: William Mead

  Peoria: Maher Hazine
  Phoenix: Kini Knudson for Neal Young 
*Queen Creek: Kevin Johnson
  Scottsdale: Madeline Clemann
  Surprise: David Kohlbeck
#Tempe: Robert Yabes for Greg Jordan
*Tolleson: Chris Hagen
  Valley Metro Rail/Metro: John Farry for
    Wulf Grote
*Youngtown: Jim Fox
  Regional Public Transportation Authority: 
     Paul Hodgins for Carol  Ketcherside

 
*Members neither present nor represented by
proxy.

 + - Attended by Videoconference
 # - Attended by Audioconference

Regional Council: The Regional Council met on July 23, 2008 and adopted the I-10 Freeway Right of
Way, west of I-17, as the Locally Preferred Alternative for high capacity transit improvements, and to
explore further options to the west in the MAG Transit Framework Study including intermodal
connections. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Chair
Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Phoenix, Vice Chair

* Councilmember Robin Barker, Apache Junction
#Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale

Mayor Jackie Meck, Buckeye
#Mayor Wayne Fulcher, Carefree

Councilmember Dick Esser, Cave Creek
#Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler
Mayor Fred Waterman, El Mirage
Treasurer Pamela Mott for President Clinton
   Pattea, Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
Mayor Jay Schlum, Fountain Hills
Mayor Fred Hull, Gila Bend

*Governor William Rhodes, Gila River Indian
      Community
Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert

*Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale
Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear

Mayor Rebecca Jimenez, Guadalupe
Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park
Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa

     County
Mayor Scott Smith, Mesa

* Mayor Vernon Parker, Paradise Valley
Councilmember Joan Evans for 

       Mayor Bob Barrett, Peoria
* Mayor Art Sanders, Queen Creek 
* President Diane Enos, Salt River 

     Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
* Mayor Lyn Truitt, Surprise
# Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe
* Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson
# Mayor Ron Badowski, Wickenburg

Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown
Felipe Zubia, State Transportation Board

* Victor Flores, State Transportation Board
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*David Martin, Citizens Transportation       Oversight Committee

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

CONTACT PERSON:
Eileen O. Yazzie, Transportation Planning Project Manager, (602) 254-6300.
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1.0 SUMMARY 

This document summarizes the Phoenix West Extension Alternatives Analysis (AA) Study and 
includes the Recommendations and Locally Preferred Alternative Report. The purpose of the 
Phoenix West Extension AA Study is to identify high capacity transit (HCT) improvements that 
respond to transportation needs in an 11-mile corridor approved by Maricopa County voters in 
2004. The AA study was conducted by Valley Metro Rail, Inc. (METRO) and complies with the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) New Starts project development process. As a result of 
this planning effort, a recommended alignment and transit mode, or Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA), was developed for further evaluation under the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA). This document describes the planning process that occurred and the build 
alternative recommended as a result of the study. The LPA was approved by the Phoenix City 
Council in May 2012. 

In 2008, METRO conducted the I-10 West Transportation Assessment to better quantify the 
projected future transportation needs in the corridor. The results of this study indicated that the 
I-10 West study corridor is expected to face substantial transportation demand in the future. 
Driving this demand is the high population growth over the next 25 years in areas surrounding 
the I-10 study area. I-10 will be one of the main east/west facilities providing a direct connection 
for this population into and out of the larger Phoenix region. The following summarizes this 
assessment effort:  

 Vehicle miles and hours traveled are predicted to grow substantially in the Southwest 
Valley, nearly twice as much as the region overall. 

 System average speeds are predicted to be slower on all facilities by 2030, but most 
dramatically on the freeway system. 

 Traffic volumes are expected to increase most dramatically on the west end of the 
corridor. 

 High occupancy vehicle (HOV) volumes will more than double by 2030 at the west end 
of the corridor. 

 I-10 is currently operating at highly congested conditions (Level of Service [LOS] E-F) in 
both the AM and PM peak periods for the primary travel movement (eastbound in the 
AM and westbound in the PM). 

 I-10 levels of service are expected to become worse by 2030, with congestion in both 
the AM and PM peak periods in both directions. 

 Travel times are projected to increase by 2030, most dramatically for transit trips. 

 Existing transit ridership is growing within the study area, which is being served by some 
of the highest ranked routes in terms of ridership. 

 Existing transit is experiencing overcrowding on various routes, indicating additional 
transit capacity is needed. 

 Unrestrained 2030 model runs indicate a significant amount of additional (and unmet) 
travel demand within the I-10 corridor.  

METRO examined alternatives for light rail transit (LRT), bus rapid transit (BRT), and enhanced 
local bus. A comparison summary of these modes is provided in Table 1. BRT alternatives were 
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considered through the Tier 1 and Tier 2 processes and assumed key features including off-line 
fare payment, specialized vehicles, stations with improved amenities (over existing bus 
stations), and branded service. The BRT alternatives considered assumed mix-traffic operation 
in downtown Phoenix with exclusive guideway along I-10. As noted in this report, several BRT 
alternatives were considered through Tier 1 and Tier 2. Following a lengthy evaluation, METRO 
selected LRT as the preferred transit mode for the Phoenix West study area. LRT was selected 
based on the following key considerations:  

1. Provides a direct integration with the existing LRT service and a one seat ride for 
passengers traveling between West Phoenix and central Phoenix 

2. Lower long-term operating costs compared to BRT 

3. Higher ridership potential compared to BRT  

4. Higher passenger capacity compared to buses 

5. Provides a faster travel time compared to bus travel 

Table 1. Comparison of LRT and BRT Alternatives 

Issue LRT BRT 

Capital Costs $1 Billion* $496 Million 

Total Cost per Boarding (Annualized Capital + Operating Costs)/
Annualized Boardings 

$16.2* $40.8 

Ridership Potential (2030 Average Daily Boardings) 32,900* 9,200 

Hourly Capacity in One Direction (number of passengers per hour 
per direction) 

5,000 1,000 

Travel Times (from 79
th
 Avenue to Central Avenue/Washington) 19 Minutes 26 Minutes 

Source: METRO 2012 
*Based on 2010 Evaluation. 

 

The AA process also resulted in a recommended alignment for the LRT guideway within the 
Phoenix West study area. The recommended alignment would connect with the existing LRT 
system along Washington and Jefferson Streets in the downtown Phoenix core as shown in 
Figure 1. The new corridor would extend west along Washington and Jefferson Streets, and 
converge to one guideway along Jefferson Street at approximately 8th Avenue, continuing 
through the State Capitol area to 18th Avenue where it would turn north to Van Buren Street. 
The guideway would run along the south side of Van Buren Street and transition to the I-17 
corridor where it would parallel Interstate 17 (I-17) using the southbound frontage road north to 
Interstate 10 (I-10). West of I-17, the LRT guideway would utilize a 50-foot freeway median, 
originally preserved for high-capacity transit along I-10, to approximately 47th Avenue. From this 
point, the guideway would transition to the north of I-10 and parallel an open-drainage channel 
along an unimproved access road. The extension would follow this alignment until connecting to 
the 79th Avenue park-and-ride. In addition, a turnaround at 5th Street between Washington and 
Jefferson in the downtown area is recommended for operational flexibility. LRT would generally 
operate at or below posted speed limits at an average of about 32 miles per hour. 

METRO has identified preliminary station sites along the I-10 portion of the Phoenix West 
Extension at 35th Avenue, 51st Avenue, 59th Avenue, 67th Avenue and 79th Avenue. METRO 
proposes a new park-and-ride at 59th Avenue as well as expansion of the 79th Avenue Park-and-
Ride to increase parking capacity in support of the HCT transit investment.  
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Figure 1. Phoenix West LPA Recommendation 

 
Source: METRO 2012 

 

Although this document signifies the close of the AA planning phase, the recommended HCT 
alternative would be subject to further refinement and evaluation during the upcoming 
environmental planning phase that will proceed in compliance with the FTA New Starts Process 
and NEPA. In addition to the LPA, METRO is recommending a priority set of projects known as 
the Corridor Advanced Transit Opportunities (CATO) Program. These projects would support 
current and future high capacity transit in the I-10 corridor and would each be able to operate 
with independent utility. These projects are described further in Chapter 5. 

Chapter 2 provides background information on the study area. Chapter 3 describes the 
transportation needs in the study area and the purpose and need for the Phoenix West 
extension that guided the AA process and ultimate selection of the recommended alternative. 
Chapter 4 summarizes the Tier 1 and Tier 2 evaluation phases of the study as well as the Post-
Tier 2 and Final Definition of Alternatives work that was conducted based on public input during 
the process. Chapter 5 details the recommended HCT alternative including a physical 
description of the alternative, justification for selection of the recommended alternative, and 
outstanding issues to be considered during the next phase of study. Finally, Chapter 6 outlines 
the full set of recommendations including projects recommended for early action and an 
improved feeder bus system as well as the next steps METRO will take to advance the 
recommended alternative for formal acceptance by the FTA.  
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2.0 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

Funds from the Proposition 400 one-half-cent transportation sales tax extension were allocated 
toward the 57.7-mile HCT/LRT system identified in the 2003 Maricopa Association of 
Governments (MAG) Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). MAG is the designated Metropolitan 
Planning Organization for approving proposed HCT corridors in Maricopa County.  

The existing regional LRT system that serves the cities of Phoenix, Tempe, and west Mesa 
opened for passenger service in December 2008. The MAG RTP identified an 11-mile extension 
along I-10, from downtown Phoenix to the vicinity of 79th Avenue, as one of six additional 
HCT/LRT corridors within Maricopa County. This segment of I-10, referred to as the Phoenix 
West Extension, is scheduled to be in operation by 2023 with the remaining system to be 
operational by 2031. Figure 2 shows the proposed 57.7-mile system.  

Figure 2. High Capacity Transit/Light Rail Transit Corridors 

 

Source: METRO 2012 
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The Phoenix West study area is bounded on the north by Thomas Road, on the south by 
Buckeye Road, on the west by State Route 101 (Loop 101), and on the east by 7th Street, as 
depicted in Figure 3. For the purposes of alternatives development and analysis, the corridor 
was divided into two sections that have different characteristics in terms of alignment 
opportunities, station needs, key types of impact, and transit service needs. 

 The portion east of I-17 is referred to as the Downtown Section. The Downtown 
Section contains most of the employment destinations in the corridor and is also where 
Phoenix West would connect to the existing system. 

 The portion west of I-17 is referred to as the Mainline Section. This section would 
generally operate at a higher speed with greater station spacing than other portions of 
the system currently in operation.  

Figure 3. Phoenix West AA Study Area 

 

Source: METRO 2012 
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3.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT 

The purpose of the proposed HCT improvements in the Phoenix West study area is to provide a 
dependable, efficient, and cost-effective HCT option that connects central Phoenix and the 
southwest valley in support of regional plans and policies outlined in the MAG RTP. The 
implementation of transit improvements within the Phoenix West study area would meet the 
following objectives: 

 Offer a viable transportation alternative that will facilitate the safe and efficient 
movements of people, particularly commuters, through and within the Phoenix West 
study area; 

 Provide more reliable travel times through the project corridor; 

 Help to alleviate AM and PM peak period traffic conditions along I-10 in the Southwest 
Valley that are currently operating at LOS E-F and are anticipated to steadily deteriorate 
by providing additional capacity as part of a “shared solution” incorporating transit, 
highway improvements, and existing service such as HOV lanes and bus service;  

 Enhance economic development potential within the corridor by improving access to 
existing and planned employment and activity centers throughout the Phoenix West 
corridor; 

 Support regional plans and policies that reinforce an efficient transit system; and 

 Support regional air quality goals.  

The recommended Phoenix West Extension project would provide an HCT option that 
addresses regional growth, increased travel demand, changes in land use patterns, access to 
activity centers, and regional planning goals. The major employment concentrations served 
include downtown Phoenix and the State Capitol. The project would help to satisfy the four 
primary needs within the corridor: 

1) A need for added peak period travel capacity and a more reliable mode as part of a 
balanced transportation system. According to the I-10 West Transportation 
Assessment (METRO 2008), congestion during both the AM and PM peak periods along 
I-10 within the Study Area is expected to become worse by 2030, with HOV volumes 
expected to more than double. Transit improvements are needed to address the future 
demands as part of a “shared solution” to facilitate the reliable, safe, and efficient 
movement through and within the study area, specifically along I-10.  

2) A need for increased transit system connectivity. Transit service coverage in the 
study area is limited, especially for longer peak period commute trips. Improved services 
and connections are needed among the destinations within and connected to the study 
area to improve the functionality of the system to better meet travel demands. 
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3) A need for improved mobility and access to corridor destinations. Improved transit 
service should be implemented to provide safe and efficient access to numerous local 
and regional employment destinations within and adjacent to the Phoenix West study 
area including the State Capitol, the City of Phoenix/Maricopa County Government 
Center, Phoenix Governmental Mall, and entertainment destinations including downtown 
Phoenix sports and arts venues and the Ashley Furniture HomeStore Pavilion. In 
addition, a substantial reverse-commute travel pattern also needs to be served by transit 
in this corridor. 

4) A need to reinforce economic development opportunities. Investments in HCT 
should be leveraged to encourage more intensive transit-oriented development in the 
study area consistent with local policies and plans.  
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4.0  ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS PROCESS  

A multi-level screening process was applied during the AA to develop an LPA, as illustrated in 
Figure 4.  

Figure 4. Alternatives Analysis Screening Process 

 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

The full list of alignment alternatives considered for all modes for the Phoenix West AA Study is 
provided in Figure 5. Each phase of analysis is described in detail in the subsequent sections. 
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Figure 5. Phoenix West AA Alignment Alternative Screening 

 

*Subsequent to the completion of Tier 1 Screening, community stakeholders requested that HCT options along 
Madison and Jackson Streets be analyzed as downtown Phoenix east-west alignments.  
Source: METRO 2012 

4.1 PRE-TIER 1 AND TIER 1 ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION AND SCREENING 

The AA process was initiated with the “Pre-Tier 1 Screening” phase, which assessed the broad 
range of HCT modes including LRT and BRT, and possible alignments within the study area 
based on minimal constraints. The “Universe of Alternatives” examined during the Pre-Tier 1 
Screening phase was developed based on an examination of existing physical characteristics in 
the study area (e.g., potential connections to the METRO system and rights-of-way that could 
accommodate HCT alignments, etc.) with input from METRO, members of the public, 
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stakeholders, and agency representatives. During this Pre-Tier 1 Screening phase, transporta-
tion deficiencies and constraints in the study area were clarified and factored into the Purpose 
and Need.  

A key decision that emerged from the Pre-Tier 1 Screening phase was the selection of the I-10 
freeway right-of-way (ROW) as the recommended HCT option within the Mainline Section of the 
Phoenix West corridor. The I-10 alignment between 27th and 83rd Avenues is: 

 consistent with the 1978 Interstate 10-91st Avenue to Junction I-10 Final Environmental 
Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Statement that addressed the preservation of the 
freeway ROW for future transit; 

 consistent with the MAG RTP alignment approved by voters in 2004; 

 the alignment that provides a competitive service compared to automobile travel in terms 
of providing a reliable option that travels at a higher speed and has a greater passenger 
capacity; 

 the lowest overall cost since construction within some portion of the existing freeway 
ROW would minimize property acquisition, require minimal street construction, and 
result in minimal utility relocations. In comparison, utilization of arterial street options 
would result in significant property impacts. 

As an important step early in the Phoenix West Extension study process, the MAG Regional 
Council endorsed this recommendation west of I-17 within the Phoenix West study area in July 
2008. 

As part of the project scoping process, METRO invited representatives from the City of Phoenix, 
Maricopa County, and State of Arizona departments and agencies to gather preliminary 
feedback about potential high-capacity corridors and identify areas of interest or potential 
projects that may influence the study. The workshop was focused specifically on the downtown 
Phoenix area between 27th Avenue and Central Avenue to the west and east, respectively, and 
Grant Street to McDowell Road to the south and north, respectively. Early coordination during 
the AA in the downtown area was considered a significant requirement in the planning process 
since downtown Phoenix is a dynamic area where a variety of development and planning 
projects are ongoing and diverse constraints and opportunities exist. Each of the six breakout 
groups identified HCT corridors that could connect an alignment along I-10 to the existing light 
rail along Central Avenue. The corridors that were identified followed existing roadway 
alignments and are shown in Figure 6. Workshop participants felt HCT could serve several 
destinations in the downtown area. Buildings associated with the Capitol Mall Corridor located 
along Washington and Jefferson Streets between 19th and Central Avenues were identified as a 
potential source of riders due to the large number of employees projected for the area. Other 
areas identified that should be served by the HCT service included the downtown Arizona State 
University Campus, residential communities, the Arts and Entertainment Districts, and the 
Arizona State Fairgrounds. Several north-south corridors were suggested from I-10 including 
27th Avenue, I-17, 19th Avenue, 17th Avenue, Grand Avenue, and 15th Avenue.  

Figure 6 illustrates the alternatives considered in the complex downtown portion of the study 
area. During the Pre-Tier 1 and Tier 1 analysis phases, each alignment alternative shown in 
Figure 6 was analyzed as an individual segment to determine the feasibility of implementing 
either LRT or BRT using the existing ROWs.  
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Alternatives within the Downtown Section were categorized as either north-south or east-west 
alignment alternatives based on their directional orientation. The Tier 1 Evaluation eliminated 
some segments through a “fatal flaw” analysis, designed to efficiently screen alternatives based 
on criteria that are consistent with project goals. The evaluation criteria used during the Pre-
Tier 1 and Tier 1 Evaluation, along with the associated goals, are listed in Table 2. A summary 
of the alignments considered and the rationale for removing them from further consideration 
during Pre-Tier 1 and Tier 1 evaluations is provided in Table 3. Table 3 also lists where in the 
AA process alternative alignments were removed from, which corresponds with the Alternatives 
Progression flowchart shown in Figure 5.  

Table 2. Pre-Tier 1 and Tier 1 Fatal Flaw Analysis and Evaluation Criteria 

Phoenix West Extension Goal Evaluation Criteria 

Increase Regional Travel and Mobility Transit Patron Travel Time Savings 

Connect Local and Express Bus and LRT 
System with the West Valley 

Populations Served 

Provide Cost-Effective Transit Improvements Technical Feasibility 

Support Economic Development and Serve 
Major Employment Centers, including the State 
Capitol. Also, Enhance Connectivity among 
Existing and Planned Regional and Local 
Activity Centers and Attractions 

Consistency with Existing Plans and Studies and 
Connections to Existing and Planned Activity 
Centers, including the State Capitol 

Minimize Environmental Impacts Irresolvable Environmental Impacts on Cultural 
Resources/Environmental Justice Populations 

Source: METRO 2008 

 

Table 3. Summary of Pre-Tier 1 and Tier 1 HCT Alignments Considered 

Alignment 
Alternative Mode Rationale for Removal from Further Consideration 

PRE-TIER 1 

Mainline Section 

- Thomas Road 
- McDowell Road 
- Van Buren Street 
- Buckeye Road 

LRT  Difficult crossings of Grand Avenue and the BNSF railroad tracks 
would be required along both McDowell and Thomas Roads. 

 Operations are constrained by lower posted speed limits compared 
to the freeway. 

 Travel time savings would be reduced by about 5 minutes due to 
lower operating speeds and signalized intersections along the 
arterials compared to the I-10 alignment. 

 Construction of a LRT guideway would result in numerous impacts 
to existing rights-of-way and adjacent land uses. 

 Increased costs resulting from utility impacts compared to the I-10 
alignment. 

- Thomas Road 
- McDowell Road 
- Van Buren Street 
- Buckeye Road 

BRT  Operations are constrained by lower posted speed limits compared 
to the freeway. 

 Travel time savings would be reduced due to lower operating 
speeds, signalized intersections, and increased number of stations 
required compared to I-10. 

Downtown Section (East-West) 

Thomas Road LRT/BRT  Would not provide direct access to the primary ridership base in 
downtown Phoenix, including major employment centers such as 
the State Capitol. 

 Extensive ROW required for LRT Option 
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Alignment 
Alternative Mode Rationale for Removal from Further Consideration 

McDowell Road LRT/BRT  Would not provide direct access to the primary ridership base in 
downtown Phoenix, including major employment centers such as 
the State Capitol. 

 Extensive ROW required for LRT Option 

Buckeye Road LRT/BRT  Would not provide direct access to the primary ridership base in 
downtown Phoenix, including major employment centers such as 
the State Capitol. 

 Extensive ROW required for LRT Option 

Downtown Section (North-South) 

7
th
 Avenue LRT/BRT  Does not provide either a single trip (no transfer) or direct access to 

the primary ridership base in downtown Phoenix major employment 
centers and the State Capitol. 

 Inadequate space for a new guideway without reconstruction of the 
I-10 mainline and 7

th
 Avenue interchange. 

5
th
 Avenue LRT/BRT  Does not provide either a single trip (no transfer) or direct access to 

the primary ridership base in downtown Phoenix major employment 
centers and the State Capitol. 

 Inadequate space for a new guideway without reconstruction of the 
I-10 mainline and 5

th
/3

rd
 Avenue HOV direct access ramp. 

3
rd

 Avenue LRT/BRT  Does not provide either a single trip (no transfer) or direct access to 
the primary ridership base in downtown Phoenix major employment 
centers and the State Capitol. 

 Inadequate space for a new guideway without reconstruction of the 
I-10 mainline and 5

th
/3

rd
 Avenue HOV direct access ramp. 

TIER 1 SCREENING 

Mainline Section 

Note: No alternatives were screened for the Mainline Section in Tier 1 since the I-10 ROW recommended 
by METRO was approved for HCT by MAG Regional Council 

Downtown Section (East-West) 

I-10  LRT  Use of I-10 would not provide a direct connection with the existing 
LRT line, which crosses above the I-10 freeway.  

 The design of the Hance Park Transit Facility, located within the 
median of the I-10 freeway and originally constructed to 
accommodate HCT, does not meet the dimensions necessary to 
operate LRT. 

 I-10 would not serve the State Capitol. 

Downtown Section (North-South) 

27
th
 Avenue LRT/BRT  Implementation of LRT would require substantial reconstruction of 

existing infrastructure (i.e., the direct access from the I-10 ROW) 
and expansion of existing ROW along 27

th
 Avenue and the selected 

East-West alignment. 
 The alignment would result in increased travel time due to lower 

operating speeds and signalized intersections on arterials. . 

Grand Avenue LRT/BRT  Would not provide a direct connection to the existing LRT system.  
 Would not serve the State Capitol. 
 Would require extensive right-of-way acquisition. 

Source: METRO 2012 
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Figure 6. Tier 1 Universe of Alignment Alternatives 

 

Source: METRO 2008 

 

4.1.1 Alternatives Moving forward in the Process following Pre-Tier 1 and Tier 1 
Screening  

Based on the analysis of alternatives performed during the Pre-Tier 1 and Tier 1 screening 
process, the following alternatives were advanced to Tier 2: 

Mainline: 

 I-10 between I-17 and 83rd Avenue – moved forward because of the projected travel time 
savings, consistency with future plans, and overall cost savings due to the ROW 
preservation that has already occurred.  



 

Locally Preferred Alternative Report Page 14 

Phoenix West Extension Alternatives Analysis  June 2012 

Downtown Section (East-West Alignment Alternatives): 

The alternatives that moved forward beyond Tier 1 provide a direct connection to the existing 
LRT system in downtown and serve the most key activity and employment centers. 

 Van Buren Street 

 Adams Street 

 Jefferson Street 2-Track to Washington/Jefferson Street Couplet 

 I-10 (for BRT only, because the constraints associated with the connection to downtown 
at Hance Park are more pronounced for LRT)  

Subsequent to the completion of Tier 1 screening, community stakeholders requested that HCT 
options along Madison and Jackson Streets be analyzed as downtown Phoenix east-west 
alignments.  

Downtown Section (North-South Alignment Alternatives): 

The alternatives that moved forward beyond Tier 1 would provide a direct connection to the 
existing LRT system, serve the most activity centers, and fewer potential infrastructure conflicts.  

 I-17 

 19th Avenue 

 17th Avenue 

 15th Avenue (via Grand Avenue) 

4.2 TIER 2 ALTERNATIVES AND FINAL DEFINITION OF ALTERNATIVES 
EVALUATION AND SCREENING 

The Tier 2 and Final Definition of Alternatives evaluation and screening process resulted in 
further examination of potential Mainline Section station locations and downtown alignment 
alternatives remaining after the Tier 1 evaluation. The downtown alignment alternatives were 
subjected to a qualitative conceptual analysis, followed by a more detailed quantitative analysis 
during the Tier 2 Evaluation and Screening phase. With the I-10 ROW selected and approved 
by MAG as the HCT alternative for the Mainline Section, the Tier 2 evaluation and screening 
focused on analysis of the station locations along the I-10 freeway. 

4.2.1 Tier 2 Mainline Station Area Evaluation Results 

Early in the AA planning process, METRO identified and evaluated several station target areas 
along the I-10 Mainline Section. Station target areas were generally identified at intersections 
along I-10 that provide logical access to a potential HCT system. Through discussions with local 
stakeholders and a Community Working Group formed specifically for the Mainline Section 
(described further in Section 5.2), station target areas listed in Table 4 were recommended for 
the I-10 Mainline Section.  
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Table 4. Recommended Mainline Station Target Areas 

Station 
Target Area Justification 

35
th
 Avenue  35

th 
Avenue connects north Phoenix to the South Mountain and Laveen areas. 

 Commercial uses buffer residential neighborhoods. 

 Provides connectivity and mobility to high school and middle school students in close 
proximity. 

51
st
 Avenue  Provides a connection to the Maryvale Secondary Village Core to the north. 

 51
st
 Avenue, one of the longest north-south arterials in west Phoenix, has the 

potential to attract high ridership. 

59
th
 Avenue  Provides a connection to the Estrella Secondary Urban Village Core to the south. 

 Provides a connection for passenger of Valley Metro Route 59, which currently 
experiences high ridership. 

 Includes vacant parcels that could potential serve as park-and-ride locations. 

 Placement of a park-and-ride at 59
th
 Avenue serves as a potentially high demand 

station with the proposed direct connection for passenger vehicle users of the South 
Mountain Freeway. 

67
th
 Avenue  Preferred by local stakeholders based on the proximity to planned development 

activity and access to local activity centers. 

 Similar to 51
st
 Avenue, 67

th
 Avenue is also one of the longest north-south arterials in 

west Phoenix and has the potential to attract high ridership. 

79
th
 Avenue  Currently an existing park-and-ride facility, this location serves as the Phoenix West 

Extension terminus. To support anticipated HCT ridership, METRO would proposes 
expanding capacity of the facility through either site expansion or construction of a 
garage structure. 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

4.2.2 Tier 2 Downtown Evaluation Results 

The Tier 2 Detailed Evaluation examined downtown HCT alternatives based on a 
comprehensive quantitative evaluation that focused on the following criteria:  

 Traffic Issues  

 Population and Employment Served 

 Design and Constructability 

 Costs 

 Impacts to Designated Historic Resources 

 Potential Property Impacts 

 Available ROW 

 Community Support 

Ultimately, the alignment alternatives in the Downtown Section were narrowed to two north-
south options (I-17 southbound frontage road and 19th Avenue) and three east-west options 
(Adams Street, Jefferson Street, and a couplet option using both Washington and Jefferson 
Streets). This section provides a summary of the comparison among the remaining alignment 
alternatives. 
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North-South Alternatives Comparison 

The I-17 southbound frontage road alternative compared more favorably to the 19th Avenue 
alternative in terms of travel time, property acquisition requirements, environmental impacts, 
and necessary coordination with Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and other 
stakeholders, notably BNSF Railway (BNSF), to connect to the east-west alignment alternative. 
Table 5 summarizes the results of the evaluation of the two remaining north-south Alternatives. 

Table 5. I-17 Southbound Frontage Road/19th Avenue Comparison 

Issue 
I-17 Southbound  
Frontage Road 19

th
 Avenue 

Capital Costs (in Year of Expenditure) $90 - $95 Million $195 - $210 Million 

Designated Historical Properties 
Impacted 

1 8 

Railroad Interaction Grade Separation Grade Separation; 
Pedestrian Separation 

Property Impacts (Estimated) 6 51 

Travel Speeds  Better travel time due to 
being adjacent to the 
freeway and able to abide by 
higher posted speed limits. 

Slower travel time resulting 
from vehicles operating 
within an elevated structure 
north of I-10 that turns to 
connect via a clover-leaf 
structure at-grade to 19

th
 

Avenue via Grand Avenue. 
Additionally, trains would be 
subject to a lower posted 
speed limit along 19

th
 

Avenue. 

Economic Development Opportunity Limited Greater 
Source: METRO 2012 

 

Subsequent to the completion of the I-17 and 19th Avenue – Final Definition of Alternatives 
Technical Evaluation, METRO further evaluated the southbound frontage road option based on 
its relatively higher performance compared to the other connections. The Federal Highway 
Administration requested that METRO complete a report to document the change in access to 
the federal interstate highway system. This work included a comparison of traffic counts along 
the I-17 southbound frontage road, assessment of future impacts to nearby intersection LOS, 
potential operational conflicts caused by closing the roadway to vehicle traffic, and impacts to 
adjacent properties.  

Initial findings of the report indicated existing and forecasted traffic counts along the section of 
the I-17 southbound frontage road were relatively low and the LOS at nearby intersections 
would be unaffected as a result of closing the I-17 southbound frontage road to vehicular traffic. 
METRO is considering the termination of the current access to the I-17 southbound frontage 
road from gated access points from the Beth El Greenwood and Memory Lawn cemeteries, 
located directly west of the section of the I-17 frontage road that would be used for the LRT 
guideway. METRO will continue working with representatives from the cemeteries to further 
explore potential property impacts.  
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East-West Alternatives Comparison 

The downtown east-west alternative is identified as the Washington Street/Jefferson Street 
Couplet between Central Avenue and 8th Avenue and transitions to a two track alignment along 
Jefferson Street west of 8th Avenue. This alternative is considered as the favorable option for 
LRT for several reasons: 

 The direct connection to the existing LRT system would result in fewer ROW impacts 
and would reduce travel time compared to options requiring out-of-direction travel. 

 The wide ROWs on Washington and Jefferson Streets would result in fewer impacts to 
curbs, landscaping, and adjacent properties, compared to narrow ROWs associated with 
Monroe, Adams, and Jackson Streets. 

 The Washington Street/Jefferson Street Couplet option serves several downtown 
Phoenix destinations and employment centers, including Phoenix City Hall, that were not 
served by the Jefferson Street (two-track) or Adams Street (via Jackson Street) options. 

 Stakeholders, the local community, and decision makers view this option as the 
favorable alternative based on the direct connection to key activity centers and minimal 
impacts to adjacent properties compared to other alternatives. 

4.3 SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES ALIGNMENT ANALYSIS 

Table 6 provides a summary of the AA evaluation and screening results for individual 
alignments considered as HCT options within the Phoenix West study area as part of the Tier 2 
and Final Definition of Alternatives Analysis. Alignments are described in terms of the arterial 
location and transit mode considered. Table 6 also lists where in the AA process alternative 
alignments were removed from, which corresponds with the alternatives progression flowchart 
shown in Figure 5.  

Table 6. Summary of Tier 2 and Final Definition of  
Alternatives HCT Alignments Considered 

Alignment 
Alternative Mode Rationale for Removal from Further Consideration 

CONCEPTUAL TIER 2 SCREENING 

Mainline Section 

Note: No Alternatives were screened for the Mainline Section in Tier 2 since the I-10 ROW 
recommended by METRO was approved for HCT by the MAG Regional Council 

Downtown Section (East-West) 

I-10  BRT  Would not provide a direct connection to the CP/EV Starter Line, 
which crosses above the I-10 freeway. 

 Would result in a low cost-effectiveness rating due to capital costs 
necessary to upgrade the Hance Park Transit Facility and modify 
the I-10 freeway lanes to accommodate freeway BRT service. 

 Costly challenges associated with Hance Park Transit Facility’s 
suitability for HCT use. 
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Alignment 
Alternative Mode Rationale for Removal from Further Consideration 

Madison Street LRT/BRT  Would not provide direct access to downtown Phoenix major 
employment and entertainment centers. 

 Would result in substantial impacts to property and travel lanes 
along Madison Street with LRT transit mode. 

 Future plans for modification along Madison Street, near the new 
County government complex, are not compatible with a HCT 
investment due to the ROW needed and the access to the future 
facility. 

Jackson Street LRT/BRT  Would not provide direct access to downtown Phoenix major 
employment and entertainment centers. 

 Jackson Street is not a continuous street in the downtown/Capitol 
area due the presence of cemeteries located between 15

th
 and 13

th
 

Avenues. 

 Would require substantial property impacts to preserve the existing 
travel lane configuration if LRT were implemented. 

Downtown Section (North-South) 

17
th
 Avenue LRT/BRT  Narrow right-of-way would require substantial property acquisition 

to accommodate a transit guideway. 

 Vehicle travel along 17
th
 Avenue north of Van Buren requires travel 

speeds lower than adjacent roadways due to heavy truck volume, 
narrow right-of-way, and proximity to an elementary school. 

 Capitol Elementary is located along 17
th
 Avenue between Van 

Buren and Polk Streets, and transit traffic would bisect an important 
walk-to-school route. 

 Numerous properties along 17
th
 Avenue south of Fillmore Street 

would be impacted that are part of the Oakland Historic District 

DETAILED TIER 2 SCREENING 

Mainline Section 

Note: No alternatives were screened for the Mainline Section in Tier 2 since the I-10 ROW 
recommended by METRO was approved for HCT by the MAG Regional Council  

Downtown Section (East-West) 

Van Buren Street LRT/BRT  Would result in a greater number of traffic lane conflicts. 

 LRT would result in a higher number of property acquisitions due to 
narrow right-of-way.  

 LRT has the potential to impact individual historic properties and 
the Oakland and Woodland Historic Districts adjacent to Van Buren 
Street. 

 Compared to the other East-West alignment alternatives, Van 
Buren Street does not directly serve the State Capitol area. 

Downtown Section (North-South) 

15
th
 Avenue (via 

Grand Avenue) 
LRT/BRT  Does not directly serve the State Capitol. 

 An LRT guideway would result in greater traffic issues and a higher 
number of utility conflicts. 

 LRT was not a favorable option with local stakeholders due to 
potential impacts along Grand Avenue to existing businesses. 
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Alignment 
Alternative Mode Rationale for Removal from Further Consideration 

FINAL DEFINITION OF ALTERNATIVES 

Mainline Section 

Note: During the Final Definition of Alternatives planning phase, METRO worked with the City of 
Phoenix, ADOT, and MAG to refine the Mainline Section alignment 

Downtown Section (East-West) 

Adams Street  LRT  Arizona Department of Administration has voiced concern about 
the use of the abandoned right-of-way between 17

th
 Avenue and 

15
th
 Avenue along Adams Street as this space is currently used as 

public open space. 

 Vibration resulting from LRT could impact sensitive monitoring 
equipment in government buildings along Adams Street.  

 LRT would result in the removal of on-street parking along Adams 
Street. 

 Narrow right-of-way along Adams Street would adversely impact 
City Hall and Comerica Theater loading docks and Orpheum Lofts’ 
on-street parking. 

 Would result in access impacts to parking garages at state 
buildings. 

Downtown Section (North-South) 

19
th
 Avenue LRT/BRT  Maintaining existing traffic configuration along 19

th
 Avenue would 

result in a higher number of property acquisitions compared to the 
I-17 alignment, including within the Oakland Historic District. 

 Representatives of the BNSF Railyard, which is located directly 
adjacent to 19

th
 Avenue, have expressed concerns over safety of 

the proximity of an LRT guideway along 19
th
 Avenue. 

 The grade-separation structure required from the I-10/I-17 
interchange to 17

th
 Avenue would result in a higher overall cost 

compared to the I-17 alternative. 

 The sharp turn required to transition from the I-10 freeway to 19
th
 

Avenue would result in a slower travel time to access downtown 
Phoenix compared to the I-17 alternative. 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

Ultimately, the recommended HCT investment in the Downtown Section for both the LRT 
Alternative includes the use of the I-17 southbound frontage road with a connection to 
Washington and Jefferson Streets as a couplet near 7th Avenue.  

4.3.1 Alternatives Moving forward in the Process following Tier 2 and Final 
Definition of Alternatives Screening  

Based on the analysis of alternatives performed during the Tier 2 and Final Definition of 
Alternatives screening process, the following alternatives were advanced: 

Mainline: 

 I-10 between I-17 and 83rd Avenue – moved forward because of the projected travel time 
savings; consistency with future plans; and overall cost savings due to the ROW 
preservation that has already occurred. 
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Downtown Section (East –West Alignment Alternatives): 

 Jefferson Street 2-Track to Washington/Jefferson Street Couplet – moved forward based 
on stakeholder input and because wider ROW on these streets will allow for greater 
avoidance or mitigation of potential adverse impacts on traffic, parking, vibration, and 
ROW requirements on adjacent properties.  

Downtown Section (North-South Alignment Alternatives): 

 I-17 – moved forward based on stakeholder input and this alignment provides fewer 
potential adverse impacts on adjacent properties and communities. 

4.4 POST TIER-2 AND FINAL DEFINITION OF ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 

4.4.1 Background 

As discussed in previous sections of this report, METRO conducted a full evaluation of all of the 
project alternative alignments and documented Jefferson Street as the preferred alignment 
following the Tier 2 evaluation and subsequent Final Definition of Alternatives. The analysis was 
conducted based on several criteria documented in the study, but specifically focused on 
meeting the Purpose and Need for the project. One of the needs identified for the Phoenix West 
Extension was to serve the state employment hub and the state capitol located in downtown 
Phoenix. In order to complete a viable alignment that serves this area, a connection is 
necessary across the nearby St. Matthew’s neighborhood, shown in Figure 7.  

Figure 7. St. Matthew’s Neighborhood Boundaries 

 
Source: METRO 2012 
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4.4.2 Neighborhood Concern Regarding the Jefferson Street Alignment 

Although a thorough evaluation was conducted with public input, crossing the St. Matthew’s 
neighborhood presented continuing concerns from residents. The alignment of concern was 
specifically noted between 19th Avenue and I-17 along Jefferson Street, particularly the crossing 
of the BNSF railroad at 19th Avenue. Concerns raised by the community included impacts to 
their neighborhood character which they considered to be potentially historic; noise; vibration; 
and bifurcation of the neighborhood. Initially, the Phoenix City Council expressed concerns with 
neighborhood reaction to a potential Jefferson Street alignment, instructing staff at the May 3, 
2011 City Council Policy meeting to perform additional neighborhood outreach and technical 
review of alignments for the State Capitol area, specifically between 19th Avenue to I-17 and 
from Van Buren to Jefferson Street. 

The team worked closely with the neighborhood and met with as many homeowners as possible 
to discuss the alternatives. In addition, METRO worked with the St. Matthew’s Community 
Action Group as well as a newly formed Light Rail Working Group. During these meetings, 
additional concern was raised regarding the Jefferson Street alternative and the proximity of the 
rail line to adjacent homes.  

METRO undertook additional analysis of the potential connections from downtown to I-17 to try 
to locate any additional feasible alternatives that would still meet the purpose of and need for 
the project. This was done in conjunction with meetings with the stakeholders and public that 
occurred on an almost weekly basis. Over the course of 10 months, staff coordinated and/or 
participated in 25 community meetings involving over 300 residents.  

In the initial Tier 1 analysis, the project team worked to minimize the need for purchase of 
additional ROW in order to maintain the viability of the project as a candidate for federal funds. 
Due to this criterion in the initial review of alternatives, the Van Buren Street alignment 
(originally between I-17 and the connection to the LRT on Central Avenue) was dismissed. The 
Tier 2 Evaluation conducted in 2009 concluded that Van Buren Street did not perform well due 
to its distance from employment destinations along Washington and Jefferson Streets, potential 
adverse traffic impacts, and relative inefficiency in connecting to existing LRT service.  

The community’s stated concerns included the close proximity between the light rail line and 
adjacent homes and the potential for bifurcation of the neighborhood both from the rail line and 
the grade-separated crossing over the BNSF railroad at 19th Avenue. In general, the community 
did support light rail and transit, but did not support a rail line, station, or railroad crossing along 
Jefferson Street west of 19th Avenue. Knowing that crossing St. Matthew’s neighborhood in 
some location was a necessity for the project, the project team reconsidered all of the arterial 
streets in additional evaluation between 19th Avenue and I-17. As Van Buren Street was the 
most commercial of all of the east-west alignments and posed the least amount of potential 
residential impacts, the project team reviewed this alternative but added in a consideration to 
take ROW in approximately 1/2 mile span between the crossing of the BNSF railroad and I-17. 
The community also stated their preference for Van Buren Street due to its economic 
development potential as well as the potential for revitalization. 
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4.4.3 North-South Connections and State Concerns 

The project team also considered several potential north-south options for reconnecting with 
Jefferson Street so that the project alignment could still meet the Purpose and Need for the 
project of serving the State Capitol and nearby employment centers. These north-south options 
included 15th, 17th, 18th, and 19th Avenues plus variations of each. Of these options, 18th Avenue 
was preferred due to lack of significant engineering constraints. 

A key stakeholder in the study area is the State of Arizona which includes a variety of 
departments: Governor’s Office, Department of Administration and Department of Public Safety. 
Like the neighborhoods regarding the Jefferson alignment, the State has concerns and 
considerations regarding a potential Van Buren/18th Avenue alignment. In essence, the State 
has identified that any light rail alignment near their facilities could be subject to closures during 
protest or other public activities held at the State Capitol. Other issues include having a light rail 
system in close proximity to the Executive Tower along with access to the secure garage under 
the Executive Tower.  

4.4.4 Preferred Alignment 

Based on continuing coordination with stakeholders, an LPA for the Phoenix West corridor was 
refined. The recommended alignment would extend west along Washington and Jefferson 
Streets, and converge to one guideway along Jefferson Street at approximately 8th Avenue, 
continuing through the State Capitol area to 18th Avenue where it would turn north to Van Buren 
Street. The guideway would run along Van Buren Street and transition to the I-17 corridor where 
it would parallel I-17 using the southbound frontage road north to I-10. West of I-17, the LRT 
guideway would utilize a 50-foot freeway median, originally preserved for high-capacity transit 
along I-10, to approximately 47th Avenue. From this point, the guideway would transition to the 
north of I-10 and travel parallel to an open-drainage channel along an unimproved access road. 
The extension would follow this alignment until connecting to the 79th Avenue Park-and-Ride. In 
addition, a turnaround at 5th Street between Washington and Jefferson is recommended for 
operational flexibility. 

This recommendation is a preliminary alignment option. METRO staff will continue to analyze 
and refine the 18th Avenue alignment with a clear understanding of issues involving the 
proximity to the State Capitol. If during the environmental phase of the project, METRO and the 
City of Phoenix are unable mitigate the State’s issues as they relate to the alignment, the project 
team will address other feasible alignments in this vicinity.  
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5.0 RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE 

5.1 ALTERNATIVE DEFINITION 

This section outlines the transit mode and physical location of the LPA within the Phoenix West 
study area, the operational characteristics of the LPA, and the policies referenced throughout 
the Phoenix West AA supporting the selection of the recommended LPA. 

5.1.1 Transit Mode 

Based on the results of the AA study process, METRO recommends that LRT technology is 
selected for the Phoenix West corridor. It was concluded that LRT would best meet the purpose 
and need for the project by meeting the travel demands of more riders. In addition, the LRT 
fixed guideway investment has the potential to promote economic development opportunities in 
coordination with transit-supportive City of Phoenix policies and investments. LRT presents a 
favorable option over the BRT option based on the comparison of transit modes listed in Table 1 
under the Summary (Section 1.0) of this document.  

5.1.2 Physical Location 

As described in Section 2.0, for planning purposes the Phoenix West study area was divided 
into two distinct areas for evaluation: the Mainline and Downtown Sections. Each is described 
separately below. The physical location of the guideway described below is based on 
preliminary conceptual design as presented in Appendix A; the specific track location is subject 
to modification within the recommended alignment during the NEPA or Preliminary Engineering 
phases.  

Downtown Section 

The LPA would operate approximately 3 miles in the Downtown Section of the Phoenix West 
study area. The recommended alignment would connect with the existing LRT system at 1st 
Avenue at both Jefferson and Washington Streets, and operate as a single-track along 
Washington Street (westbound) and Jefferson Street (eastbound) for approximately 0.5 mile to 
7th Avenue. In addition, a turnaround at 5th Street between Washington and Jefferson is 
recommended for operational flexibility. Just west of 8th Avenue, the westbound LRT trackway 
would divert southwest across a vacant parcel owned by the City of Phoenix and continue to 
operate westbound along Jefferson Street. This would effectively create a double-track, two-way 
operation in a single guideway for the remainder of the Phoenix West Extension. The guideway 
would be exclusively reserved for light rail vehicles, physically separated from automobile traffic 
through use of a barrier such as a trackway curb. Preliminary design efforts concluded that 
modification of Jefferson Street, currently a four-lane one-way arterial road for eastbound traffic, 
to accommodate the LRT guideway could result in the preservation of two lanes for general 
traffic with a frontage road for local access.  

At approximately 18th Avenue, the LRT alignment would turn north to Van Buren Street, and 
west along the south side of Van Buren where new ROW would be acquired to I-17. One of the 
major issues the LRT guideway would face in this area is crossing the BNSF railroad tracks 
along 19th Avenue. BNSF operates freight along a railroad track that parallels 19th Avenue on 
the west side of the road. A grade separation structure would be required to cross the tracks at 
19th Avenue. METRO is evaluating whether an overpass or underpass would be constructed to 
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accommodate the railroad crossing. Issues associated with construction of an overpass at this 
location include the visual intrusion a structure of this magnitude would have on the surrounding 
neighborhood. Additionally, construction of an underpass would encounter constraints due to 
utility, drainage, and stormwater considerations. 

As the LRT alignment heads west of downtown Phoenix, the two-way LRT guideway would 
cross over I-17 along the south side of Van Buren Street by either using the existing arterial 
bridge crossing or constructing a new freeway overpass structure to accommodate the 
guideway. METRO is coordinating with ADOT regarding the appropriate design. After the LRT 
guideway crosses the freeway, it would continue north along the I-17 southbound frontage road 
before operating within the I-10 ROW.  

The I-17 southbound frontage road, which currently accommodates southbound automobile 
traffic, would be modified to accommodate the LRT guideway. The I-17 southbound frontage 
road would be converted to a transit-only ROW between the access point at McDowell Road 
and Van Buren Street. This option has support from ADOT, MAG, and Federal Highway 
Administration staff. North of Van Buren Street, the frontage road would be converted to an 
exclusive LRT guideway, removing all other traffic from this section of road.  

METRO has identified preliminary station areas within the Downtown Section based on their 
proximity to downtown activity centers and residential neighborhoods, as shown in Figure 8. 
Generally, station target areas are identified to serve the State Capitol, city and county 
government buildings, high-rise employment buildings, and entertainment venues. METRO will 
continue planning and stakeholder coordination efforts to select specific station sites throughout 
the NEPA phase of the Phoenix West Extension Study. 



 

Locally Preferred Alternative Report Page 25 

Phoenix West Extension Alternatives Analysis  June 2012 

Figure 8. Downtown LRT LPA Recommendation 

 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

Mainline Section 

From the Phoenix West Downtown Section, the Mainline Section guideway would connect 
directly from the I-17 southbound frontage road to the I-10 median via a direct access ramp 
constructed west of the I-17/I-10 confluence, commonly known as the “Stack Interchange.” 
Between I-17 and 83rd Avenue, the 50-foot freeway median is currently vacant, preserved for 
HCT when the I-10 freeway was originally designed and constructed. The recommended LPA 
guideway would operate within the freeway median for approximately 3 miles before 
transitioning near 47th Avenue via grade separation over the westbound freeway traffic lanes to 
the north side of I-10, as shown in Figure 9. METRO is working with ADOT, the City of Phoenix, 
and other stakeholders to identify the specific location of the north side transition within the 
freeway.  

The guideway would be placed on the south side of a drainage channel that parallels I-10 to the 
north, within the ADOT freeway ROW. From approximately 47th Avenue, the LRT guideway 
would parallel the drainage channel to connect with the 79th Avenue Park-and-Ride. Preliminary 
analysis shows that the access road on the south side of the drainage channel could 
accommodate the light rail guideway.  
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Along the Phoenix West Mainline Section, the LPA would require crossing of several arterials 
along the north side of the freeway. METRO is working with ADOT, the City of Phoenix, and 
other stakeholders to identify appropriate crossing mechanisms including elevated trackway 
crossings and at-grade crossings.  

Figure 9. Proposed Median to North Side Transition along I-10 

 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

METRO has worked with local stakeholders in an effort to identify preliminary station sites along 
the Mainline Section, shown in Figure 10. The number of stations along the Mainline Section, in 
addition to the general location, present favorable ridership numbers based on travel forecasting 
results. These station sites are located where arterials intersect with I-10, and local bus routes 
currently operate along these streets.  

The only freeway median station would be located at 35th Avenue, with the remaining new 
stations at 51st, 59th, and 67th Avenues located directly north of the I-10 westbound freeway 
lanes. A new park-and-ride facility is proposed at 59th Avenue to enhance the numbers of 
potential HCT passengers from the South Mountain Freeway connection. METRO also 
recommends increasing the capacity of the existing park-and-ride at 79th Avenue to support 
future transit use within the Phoenix West Extension study area. The route is planned to be 
designed with the potential to extend either west and/or northwest from 79th Avenue.  
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Figure 10. Proposed Median to North Side Transition along I-10 

 

 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

5.1.3 Operational Characteristics 

Light rail service within the Phoenix West corridor would operate daily service consistent with 
the METRO system in place in the year 2023. It is also assumed that METRO vehicles would 
resume the original operating frequency of 10-minute service upon inception of the Phoenix 
West Extension. Currently, METRO is considering interlining the Phoenix West Extension with 
existing LRT service on Central/1st Avenue in downtown Phoenix. This system connection would 
result in light rail vehicles offering 5-minute service along Central and 1st Avenues, improving 
transit service in the central Phoenix core.  

The recommended LRT alignment is intended to support and enhance systemwide ridership 
through connections to existing and planned bus routes. Additionally, METRO recommends 
implementation of several new local bus circulators and feeder routes to enhance and support 
transit connections in the West Valley to the Phoenix West Extension. Table 7 lists the new bus 
service enhancements proposed to support the Phoenix West Extension. METRO would work 
with regional agencies to facilitate additional transit service to improve ridership in the West 
Valley. More analysis will be needed at the local and regional level to determine the most 
appropriate bus routing. This effort will be on-going until LRT is implemented in this corridor. 
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It is assumed that current express bus service would be modified so that a number of West 
Valley routes terminate at the 79th Avenue Park-and-Ride. Table 7 summarizes the operational 
characteristics of the Phoenix West LRT system and modifications to express and local bus 
service. Figure 11 shows the bus routes and potential station locations that are recommended 
to serve the Phoenix West study area in conjunction with the LPA.  

Table 7. LPA Proposed LRT and Bus Headways, Opening Year 

Route 
No. Description 

Headways  
(minutes) 

Peak Off-peak 
Light Rail 

- CP/EV Starter Line 10 10 

NEW 
New 79

th
 Avenue Park-and-Ride to State 

Capitol to Downtown Phoenix north to 19
th
 

Avenue and Dunlap Avenue 
10 10 

Express Bus 
460 Removed I-10 West RAPID N/A N/A 
563 Buckeye Express 30 N/A 
562 Goodyear/Downtown Express 30 N/A 
573 Arrowhead-Downtown Phoenix 30 N/A 
577 Peoria Express 30 N/A 
579 Removed Loop 303 Express N/A N/A 

Local Bus/Supergrid 
1 Washington Street 30 30 
3 Van Buren Street 15 30 
8 7

th
 Avenue 30 30 

10 Roosevelt Street 30 30 
13 Buckeye Road 30 30 
15 15

th
 Avenue 30 30 

17 McDowell/McKellips Road 15 30 
19 19

th
 Avenue 30 30 

27 27
th
 Avenue 30 30 

29 Thomas Road 20 30 
35 35

th
 Avenue 20 30 

43 43
rd

 Avenue 30 30 
51 51

st
 Avenue 35 35 

59 59
th
 Avenue 30 30 

67 67
th
 Avenue 30 30 

685 Gila Bend Connector 180 180 
Circulators 

DASH-G DASH – Government Loop 12 12 
MARY Maryvale Circulator 30 30 

Feeder Bus Service (Suggested)* 
91 New Service 15 30 

107N New Service 15 30 
107S New Service 15 30 
DysN New Service 15 30 
DysS New Service 15 30 
EstN New Service 15 30 
EstS New Service 15 30 

Source: METRO 2012 

*  Bold text indicates proposed new bus service for the Phoenix West Extension not 

currently identified in MAG’s Regional Transportation Plan 
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Figure 11. Phoenix West LPA and Bus Routes 

 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

5.1.4 Travel Forecasting Estimates  

Daily boardings for the LPA are estimated to be 18,900 by 2031 for the project segment 
extending from 79th Avenue to downtown Phoenix. For travel forecasting purposes, the LPA was 
interlined with existing LRT service on Central Avenue to travel north along Central Avenue to 
19th Avenue and Dunlap Road. The daily boardings estimate for the entire interlined alternative 
is 39,900. This ridership forecast assumes a bus feeder and circulator system is developed to 
provide access to travel markets in the West Valley and south of the I-10 corridor as discussed 
in Section 5.1.3. The feeders coming to and from the West Valley provide access to expanding 
population and employment centers. Table 8 illustrates forecasted boardings on the 
recommended LRT alternative. 

Table 8. Daily Boarding Estimates for the Recommended LRT Alternative 

Daily Boardings Estimate 

Phoenix West LRT (2031) 
(79

th
 Ave to Downtown Phoenix) 

9.85 Track Miles 

Phoenix West LRT (2031) 
(79

th
 Ave to 19

th
 Ave/Dunlap) 

19.55 Track Miles 

Average Daily Boardings 18,900 39,900 

Boardings Per Mile 1,918 2,040 
Source: METRO 2010 
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5.1.5 Fiscal Impact of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

The draft 2012 Transit Life Cycle Report identifies a capital budget for the Phoenix West project 
of $1,101 million, in year of expenditure (YOE) dollars. The capital cost estimate for the Phoenix 
West project is estimated to be between $1,224 million and $1,248 million in YOE dollars. The 
range of capital cost estimates is a result of uncertainty in project elements such as stations, 
grade separations, placement of underground utilities, etc. A standard cost category workbook, 
corresponding to the average of this cost estimate range, is included as Appendix B. METRO 
will refine the cost estimates during the environmental documentation and project development 
phases of the study to narrow the estimated cost range. As shown in Table 9, funding is 
programmed through a combination of federal funding through the FTA Section 5309 New 
Starts program and CMAQ, with a local match to be provided through the regional Public 
Transportation Funds and the City of Phoenix. Depending on the availability of federal funding, 
a phased implementation of the project may also be considered. 

Table 9. Capital Funding Sources for the Phoenix 
West Extension LRT Project (YOE$ millions) 

Funding Source 
Amount 

(YOE $ million) 

Public Transportation Fund  $183.6 – $194.5 

T-2000 (City of Phoenix) $220.3 – $233.4 

Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) $208.1 

FTA Section 5309 New Starts $612.0 

Total $1,224-$1,248 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

The cost estimate in Table 9 includes 55 conventional buses and 27 light rail vehicles. The 
additional fleet of 55 buses is included in the capital costs towards additional feeder connections 
to the light rail end-of-line station. The capital costs assume Phoenix West light rail interlining 
with the existing 20-mile system and therefore require 27 additional light rail vehicles. The 
capital costs also include spare parts for all of the buses and light rail vehicles. 

The costs for light rail operations were estimated for various routing options. The annual 
opening year operating costs, in 2023 dollars, are: 

79th Avenue to Downtown Phoenix – $17.0 Million 

79th Avenue to 19th Avenue/Dunlap – $29.3 Million 

These expenses will be paid through fare box revenue and City of Phoenix funds and assumes 
extension of the City of Phoenix Transit 2000 tax. 

5.1.6 Consistency with Policies Related to the Phoenix West Extension 

At the onset of the Phoenix West AA Study, METRO identified certain physical, operational, and 
policy level criteria as guiding principles for development of alternatives. The LPA presented in 
this document is consistent with those objectives as presented in Table 10.  
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Table 10. Policy Objectives for the Recommended Alternative  

 Objectives 

Physical 
Location 

 Where feasible, the HCT alternative would utilize existing ROW to minimize 
property impacts. 

 Along the I-10 ROW within the Mainline Section, stations are to be spaced no 
closer than 1 mile apart in an effort to provide an efficient level of service and 
reduce delay time. 

 In the Downtown Section, it is assumed that the proposed HCT investment 
along the Phoenix West Extension would connect to the existing LRT service in 
Downtown Phoenix, generally between I-10 and Buckeye Road, based on the 
existing and planned LRT/HCT corridors identified in the Public Transit chapter 
of the MAG RTP 2010 Update. 

Operational 
Characteristics 

 10 minute all day headways are assumed for the HCT alternative in an effort to 
provide high levels of service. 

 For the LPA, it was assumed that introduced local/ circulator bus routes would 
connect to an LRT system and express bus routes would be truncated at the 
79

th
 Avenue Park-and-Ride to connect with the LRT system. 

 The LPA should interline with existing LRT service to reduce the transfer 
connection time with the Phoenix West Extension.  

Supporting 
Policies 

 All alternatives identified assume implementation of the most cost-effective 
feeder bus service. 

 Where feasible, the proposed alternatives should not duplicate existing HCT 
service. 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

5.2 PUBLIC PROCESS  

METRO prepared a Public Involvement Plan for the study. The overall goal was to inform the 
residents, stakeholder interest groups, and involved agencies about the Phoenix West 
Extension Study and to present the alternatives and issues for public and agency review. During 
the course of the study, the public involvement team conducted 12 public meetings with more 
than 300 people attending; over 70 presentations to advisory committees, neighborhood 
associations and civic organizations; and continuous updates via website, e-mails, newsletters 
and fact sheets. Additional public meetings were conducted in the St. Matthew’s neighborhood 
from July 2011 to May 2012. Throughout the planning process, METRO also convened two 
Community Working Groups to meet regularly and provide input on the alternatives 
development and screening.  

Through the public outreach program, general themes have emerged through feedback from the 
community, as follows: 

 Provide enhanced mobility options connecting to the regional transit system, 
accommodating the current and future travel demand that exists within the study area; 

 Connect residents and employment to the destination points within their community and 
to other regional centers;  

 Promote integration of fixed guideway and land use planning to support sustainability 
and livable community initiatives as well as economic development; 
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 Pay close attention to the fabric of the neighborhood, including potential or existing 
historic properties/neighborhood elements; 

 Conduct detailed analysis of the BNSF overpass/underpass area and work very closely 
with the surrounding community to make decisions regarding that element of the project; 
and  

 Approach and communicate about the project from a holistic perspective; that is, 
consider all related opportunities of implementing this light rail transit system that may be 
desired by the community, e.g., landscaping, economic development, and street 
improvements. 

Several community organizations, businesses, and residents have supported the Phoenix West 
AA study recommendations. In response to specific issues with the alignment between 18th 
Avenue and I-17, METRO canvassed all homes along Jefferson Street, where the initial project 
alignment was proposed and then met with both the St. Matthew’s Community Action Group 
and St. Matthew’s Light Rail Working Group on a monthly basis to discuss the project process. 
As a result of this process and other public and stakeholder input, the alignment of the LPA was 
moved to Van Buren Street. Additional outreach was conducted to all properties along Van 
Buren that could be impacted by the proposed alignment. 

To date, the project has received 57 comments in support of the extension including letters of 
support from the following community organizations: 

 St. Matthew’s Church 

 Downtown Phoenix Partnership 

 Phoenix Community Alliance 

 Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce Board 

 Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce Transportation Committee 

 Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce Economic Development Committee 

 Friends of Transit 

 Phoenix Union High School District 

 Carl Hayden High School 

 Phoenix Elementary School District 

 Isaac Middle School 

The study recommendations have also received official approval from local and regional 
governing bodies, including:  

 City of Phoenix Citizen Transit Commission 

 Central City Village Planning Committee 

 Maryvale Village Planning Committee 

 Estrella Village Planning Committee 

 City of Phoenix Planning Commission 

 City of Phoenix Transportation and Infrastructure Subcommittee 

 City of Phoenix Council 
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METRO plans to present the study recommendations to the following governing bodies in 2012. 

 MAG Transit Committee 

 MAG Transportation Review Committee 

 MAG Management Committee 

 MAG Transportation Policy Committee 

 MAG Regional Council 

5.3 RATIONALE FOR RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE 

Table 11 summarizes the rationale for selecting LRT as the recommended alternative for the 
Phoenix West Extension. 

Table 11. Benefits Associated with the Recommended LPA 

 Benefits 

Transportation 
Benefits 

 Offers a more reliable travel time than automobiles, which are subject to 
delays as a result of rush hour traffic congestion and accidents. 

 Provides West Valley residents with improved access to the entire transit 
network. 

 Results in overall travel time savings for travelers in this part of the region. 

 Provides an additional travel option, giving commuters a choice between 
their automobiles and transit. 

 Offers an additional travel option for special events. 

 This project is the only major east/west transit project planned that would 
improve travel conditions in the West Valley along the I-10 corridor. 

Community and 
Economic 
Development 
Benefits 

 Generates economic development interest in the central Phoenix core. 

 Provides opportunities for community enhancement and Transit Oriented 
Development at light rail stations adjacent to I-10, within the St. Matthew’s 
Neighborhood and near 7

th
 Avenue. 

 Promotes a renewed sense of place affiliated with the State Capitol Mall 
though implementation of a regional transit connection.  

Social Benefits  Provides an additional and improved transit option for residents who 
depend on public transportation. 

 Provides a reliable transportation option for households with one or no 
automobiles. 

 Provides a regional transit connection to major designations as shown in 
Figure 12. 

Light Rail System 
Benefits 

 Paves the way for possible future extensions to serve more West Valley 
cities. 

 Connects the West Valley to the East Valley and all points along the 
existing light rail line. 

Source: METRO 2012 
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Figure 12. Activity Centers Accessible by the Phoenix West LPA 

 

Source: METRO 2012 

 

5.4 CORRIDOR ADVANCED TRANSIT OPPORTUNITIES PROGRAM 

5.4.1 Purpose 

The CATO Program consists of a set of near term improvements and investments to improve 
existing mobility, enhance transit service and to lay the groundwork for future HCT service 
within the Phoenix West study area. During the development of the LPA, transit improvements 
were identified that could be implemented now to benefit the current bus service along the 
alignment. These projects would also be utilized for the service that light rail would ultimately 
provide; serving to provide both near-term and future access and service improvements for a 
relatively modest cost. These enhancements are not part of the LPA but rather are intended to 
be included in the regional plan such that future funding opportunities may be pursued. 

These improvements could potentially be eligible for near-term federal funding opportunities. 
The CATO Program is intended to capitalize on opportunities within the study area at strategic 
locations. The objectives of the CATO Program include: 

 ROW Coordination and Preservation 

 Improved Mobility 
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 Investment for the Future 

 Multi-modal Coordination 

 Enhanced Connectivity to the State Capitol 

Right-of-Way Coordination and Preservation 

ADOT has plans for projects within the Phoenix West study area, including improvements to 
I-10 and I-17, and development of the South Mountain Freeway (Loop 202). These projects may 
require land acquisition to create the needed ROW for the projects and could present 
opportunities for efficiencies with the Phoenix West Extension. One of the objectives of the 
CATO Program for Phoenix West is to coordinate with ADOT and the Federal Highway 
Administration to find opportunities to identify land or ROW that would be beneficial to the 
Phoenix West project during the development of these ADOT projects. This ROW would likely 
be associated with future HCT station locations.  

Improved Mobility 

Congestion on the freeway results in longer travel times for transit patrons. An objective of the 
CATO Program is to improve mobility within the corridor. Currently the express/RAPID buses 
utilize HOV lanes during peak travel periods to make trips to the State Capitol and downtown 
Phoenix. Improving bus access to and from the HOV lanes will improve transit service by 
reducing travel times as well as reduce the impact on freeway traffic flows by eliminating 
merging/crossing movements by buses to entering and exiting the freeway.  

Investment for the Future 

Another objective of the CATO Program is to make investments that will support the 
implementation of HCT in the future. These investments are intended to improve transit 
ridership through system improvements and improved access. Expanding the 79th Avenue park 
and ride and developing a new facility at 59th Avenue are elements of the CATO Program. The 
intent is to take advantage of potential ROW opportunities to minimize costs. Prioritizing these 
projects would also help to build transit ridership and gain familiarity with I-10 as a major transit 
corridor. The proposed 59th Avenue station would also provide a benefit to populations within 
the study area by improving access to transit.  

Once HCT is built there will be established ridership patterns, and a set of transit riders in place 
to take advantage of HCT. These early investments will be developed so that they can be easily 
transitioned and used by different technologies and support transit-oriented development 
policies set forth in City of Phoenix adopted plans.  

Multi-modal Coordination 

The coordination between highways and transit is a key objective of the CATO Program. The 
intent is to help position the region for future funding opportunities within the study area for all 
users. As ADOT continues to invest in improvements to I-10, I-17, and Loop 202 this program 
provides a strategic guideline for coordinated transit investments.  

Enhanced Connectivity to the State Capital Complex 

Another key objective of this program is to provide a faster connection to the State Capitol 
complex by using an exclusive ramp from I-10 to I-17 as well as an associated transit-only bus 
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lane along the southbound frontage road. The State Capitol complex is an important 
employment destination as well as the center of government for the State of Arizona. 

5.4.2 CATO Program Elements  

The CATO Program consists of a set of proposed projects to achieve the objectives mentioned 
in Section 5.4.1 and include: 

 Construction of direct access ramps from I-10 to I-17 

 Expanding the 79th Avenue Park and Ride  

 Identifying and developing a new park and ride station at 59th Avenue 

 Construction of direct connection I-10 HOV ramps on the west side of 79th Avenue and 
north of I-10 

Figure 13 shows the location of these proposed projects in relation to the overall study area.  

Figure 13: Overview Map of the Corridor Advanced Transit Opportunities  

 

Source: METRO 2012 

5.5 OUTSTANDING ISSUES 

Although METRO has recommended a transit technology and alignment for the LPA as 
described in this document, several issues will continue to be evaluated with input from local 
stakeholders, agency officials, and decision-makers during the NEPA process. These issues 
include: 
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Mainline Section 

 Determine specific location between 43rd and 51st Avenues where LRT guideway would 
transition from the I-10 freeway median to the north side of the freeway, parallel to the 
drainage channel. A traffic study was completed to determine an appropriate approach 
to meeting grade separation requirements to accommodate the physical transition of the 
guideway.  

 Further analysis of the need for grade separation at interchanges along I-10. 

 Select station locations and designs that would maximize ridership potential. 

 Evaluate the capacity and potential future expansion of the 79th Avenue Park-and-Ride 
to meet future transit demands.  

 Allow for future extensions into the West Valley. 

Downtown Section 

The following issues listed numerically correspond to the labels shown in Figure 14. 

(1) METRO will evaluate the grade separation required at 19th Avenue for the LRT crossing 
of the BNSF railroad in greater detail. This area is one of the most significant design 
challenges along the alignment. 

(2) Consider security concerns expressed by the State regarding the 18th Avenue alignment 
and determine potential mitigation measures or alternate connections between Jefferson 
and Van Buren Streets. 

(3) Determine how the Phoenix West Extension should connect to existing LRT service in 
downtown Phoenix. 

(4) Determine appropriate station locations and designs, with special attention to the 
sensitive residential environment of the St. Matthew’s Neighborhood. 
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Figure 14. Areas for Further Study Following LPA Adoption 

 

 Source: METRO 2012 

 

5.6 SUMMARY OF PHOENIX WEST EXTENSION STUDY RECOMMENDATIONS 

This section summarizes the preliminary METRO recommendations from the Phoenix West 
Extension AA Study.  

1. A Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the Phoenix West project (Figure 15), including 
a light rail alignment along I-10 from 79th Avenue to I-17; southbound along I-17 
southbound frontage road; east along Van Buren Street to 18th Avenue; southbound 
along 18th Avenue to Jefferson Street and then east to downtown Phoenix along 
Jefferson Street. 

2. Inclusion of the CATO Program that consists of near term improvements and 
investments to improve existing mobility, enhance transit service and lay the groundwork 
for future HCT service within the study area. The set of proposed projects, shown in 
Figure 13, include: 

a. Construction of a direct HCT access ramp from I-10 to I-17 

b. Expansion of the 79th Avenue Park-and-Ride 

c. Identification and development of new park and ride stations 
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d. Construction of direct connection I-10 HOV ramps on the west side of 79th 
Avenue 

3. Future consideration for increased transit service for areas within and west of the study 
area, per the long range transit needs identified in MAG’s Regional Transit Framework 
Study, through the regional transportation system planning process. 

Figure 15. Phoenix West Locally Preferred Alternative 

 

Source: METRO 2012 
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6.0 NEXT STEPS 

6.1 PROJECT DEFINITION 

As appropriate to respond to federal funding opportunities, METRO will explore opportunities to 
potentially phase the project construction and implementation in segments that have 
independent utility. Project definition will provide more detail on the ROW needs and street 
configuration as well as costs for the project. Operational characteristics will also be defined, 
especially in connecting with the existing system. In addition, further design and planning will be 
conducted to determine station locations; park and ride space requirements; traction power 
substation requirements, signal requirements, and utility relocations. During the project 
definition, in addition to defining the segments of potential independent utility, the early action 
projects will also be further defined.  

6.2 ENGAGE IN NEPA 

The purpose of the NEPA process is to explore, in a public setting, the effects of a proposed 
project and its alternatives on the physical, human, and natural environment. The FTA and 
METRO will evaluate all significant environmental, social, and economic impacts of the 
construction and operation of the LPA during the NEPA process. Measures to avoid, minimize, 
or mitigate any significant adverse impacts will be identified and evaluated. Disciplines to be 
evaluated during the NEPA process may include the following:  

 Air Quality 

 Community Disruption 

 Consistency with Local Plans 

 Construction 

 Cultural Resources 

 Development Potential 

 Ecologically Sensitive Areas 

 Endangered Species 

 Economic Impacts 

 Ecosystems 

 Energy Requirements 

 Title VI/Environmental Justice 

 Existing and Planned Land Use 

 Hazardous Materials 

 Historic Properties/Archaeological Sites 

 Land Acquisition and Relocation 

 Noise and Vibration 

 Parklands and Section 4(f) Resources 

 Recreational Areas 

 Safety and Security 

 Secondary Development related to the project 

 Traffic/Parking/Pedestrian/Bicycles 

 Visual and Aesthetics 

 Water Quality 

 Wetlands/Floodplains

6.3 NOTICE OF INTENT  

FTA issued a Notice of Intent (NOI) on October 2, 2007 stating that the FTA and METRO 
intended to prepare an AA on proposed HCT improvements in the Phoenix West Corridor. 
METRO will continue to coordinate with FTA on the NEPA process. 

6.4 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND SCOPING  

METRO intends to continue working with groups identified in Section 5.2 as well as additional 
project stakeholders throughout the NEPA process for this project. METRO has remained 
committed to engaging numerous stakeholders throughout the planning process and will 
continue stakeholder and public outreach as the study progresses. As the project moves 
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forward into the NEPA phase, public involvement will shift to the evaluation and refinement of 
the LPA and potential impacts to the human environment, anticipated to commence in 
Summer/Fall 2012. 

6.5 SCHEDULE 

Table 12 outlines the estimated project schedule for the local, regional, and federal processes. 

Table 12. Phoenix West Extension Project Schedule 

Process Timeline 

Local / Regional 

Preliminary Engineering Spring 2015 – Summer 2017 

Final Design Summer 2017 – Summer 2019 

Construction/Testing Spring 2019 – Summer 2023 

Project Opening 2023 

Federal  

Re-Publish NOI/Scoping Summer 2012 

Environmental Document Summer 2012 – Spring 2015 

FTA Approval to Enter Preliminary Engineering Spring 2015 

FTA Approval to Enter Final Design Spring 2017 
Source: METRO 2012  
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Conceptual Design of LPA – Phoenix West LRT 
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Standard Cost Category Worksheet 

Build Alternative 
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