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January 23, 2007
TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council
FROM: Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Meeting - 5:00 p.m.

Wednesday, January 31, 2007

MAG Office, Suite 200 - Saguaro Room
302 North 1* Avenue, Phoenix

Dinner - 6:30 p.m.
MAG Office, Suite 200

The next Regional Council meeting will be held at the MAG offices at the time and place noted above. Members
of the Regional Council may attend either in person, by videoconference or by telephone conference call.
Members who wish to remove any items from the Consent Agenda are requested to contact the MAG office.
MAG will host a dinner/reception for the Regional Council members following the meetmg in the MAG Cholla
Room on the 2nd floor. Supporting information is enclosed for your review.

Please park in the garage undemeath the building. Parking places will be reserved for Regional Council members
on the first and second levels of the garage. Bring your ticket to the meeting, parking will be validated. For those
using transit, the Regional Public Transportation Authority will provide transit tickets for your trip. For those using
bicycles, please lock your bicycle in the bike rack in the garage.

Pursuant to Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), MAG does not discriminate on the basis of
disability in admissions to or participation in its public meetings. Persons with a disability may request a reasonable
accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting the MAG office. Requests should be made as
early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.

If you have any questions, please call the MAG office.

o MAG Management Committee

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County
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*BA.

MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL

TENTATIVE AGENDA
January 31, 2007
Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance
Call to the Audience 3.

An opportunity will be provided to members of
the public to address the Regional Council 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 I5
minutes will be provided for the Call to the
Audience agenda item, unless the Regional
Council requests an exception to this limit. Please
note that those wishing to comment on agenda
items posted for action will be provided the
opportunity at the time the item is heard.

Executive Director’s Report

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

Approval of Consent Asenda

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

4.

5.

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED

Information.

Information and discussion.

Approval of the Consent Agenda.

ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONSENT*

MINUTES

Approval of the December 13, 2006 Meeting
Minutes

5A.

Review and approval of the December |3, 2006
meeting minutes.
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*5B.

*5C.

TRANSPORTATION ITEMS

Proposed _Amendment _and _Administrative
Adiustment _to _the FY 2007-2011 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program _and
Amendmentto the FY 2007 MAG Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget

On May 24, 2006, the MAG Regional Council
approved the FY 2007 MAG Unified Planning
Work Program (UPWP) and Annual Budget which
included a line itemto fund an Elderly Mobility Pilot
program project. InJune 2006, the MAG Regional
Council agreed to allow this project to proceed by
means of a fund exchange with the City of Phoenix
Public Transit Department. On July 26, 2006, the
Regional Council approved the FY 2007-201 |
MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
which included $400,000 in STP-MAG funds for
the Elderly Mobility project. In order for this
project to proceed, an administrative adjustment
to the TIP is needed to replace the STP-MAG
funded project with a Local funded project and a
TIP Amendment is needed to add a new CMAQ-
funded bus purchase project to repay the City of
Phoenix. An amendment to the FY 2007 UPWP
and Annual Budget is also requested. On January
10, 2007, the Management Committee
recommended approval of this item. The
Amendment/Adjustment to the TIP was
recommended for approval by the Transportation
Policy Committee on January 17, 2007. Please
refer to the enclosed material.

Proposed Administrative Adjustment to the FY
2007-2011 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) for Transit Projects

On July 26, 2006, the MAG Regional Council
approved the FY 2007-2011 MAG
Transportation |Improvement Program (TIP).
Since that time, the Regional Public
Transportation Authority (RPTANalley Metro) has
requested the deferral of two STP-AZ federally
funded park-and-ride projects that were not
obligated during the last federal fiscal year and an
administrative adjustment is needed to accomplish
these deferrals. The proposed changes may be
categorized as exempt projects or minor project

5B.

5C.

Approval of an Amendment and an Administrative
Adjustmentto the FY'2007-201 | TIP and FY 2007
UPWP and Annual Budget to allow these projects
to proceed.

Approval of an Administrative Adjustment to the
Fy 2007-2011 M™MAG Transportation
Improvement Program to defer two STP-AZ
funded transit projects as shown in the attached
table.
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*5D.

revisions for which an air quality conformity
analysis is not required. The Transportation
Review Committee, the Management
Committee, and the Transportation Policy
Committee recommended approval of both
project deferrals. Please refer to the enclosed
material.

Recommendation of Projects for MAG Federal
Funding in the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) - the
MAG Federally Funded Program

The MAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
targets all future MAG Federal Funds to specific
modes and, in some cases, identifies specific
projects for the funds. For TS, Bicycle,
Pedestrian and Air Quality projects, the RTP
identified funds, but did not specify individual
projects. Requests for projects for the MAG
Federal funds expected to be available for FY
2012 have been received, and ranked by modal
technical advisory committees (TACs). Funds are
also available for ITS projects for FYs 2008, 2009
and 2010. The TAC rankings were reviewed by
the Transportation Review Committee (TRC) on
December 14, 2006. The attached table contains
the most recently recommended projects from
the Air Quality, Bicycle, Pedestrian and [TS
modes. The approved projects from these
modes will be combined with other
recommendations for the life cycle programs for
freeways, arterials and transit, to form a MAG
Federally Funded program. This program will
then be added to the regionally funded
components of the freeway, arterial and transit life
cycle programs, projects from the state highway
program and any locally/privately funded projects
being submitted for inclusion in the TIP to form
the draft TIP (Listing of Projects). The
Management Committee and the Transportation
Policy Committee recommended approval of this
item. Please refer to the enclosed material.

5D.

Approval of the projects for CMAQ discretionary
funding and to include those projects in the Draft
FY  2008-2012 M™MAG Transportation
Improvement Program for public review and
comment.
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*5E.

Purchase of Loop 303 Right-of-Way by the City
of Goodyear

The City of Goodyear has an opportunity to
acquire approximately 87 acres of property that is
inthe alignment for the preferred corridor for the
L303 from |-10 to MC 85. The property, if not
purchased now, could be developed between
now and when the right-of-way would normally
be acquired for the freeway. This section of L303
has design and right-of-way funds programmed in
2016 and construction funding in 2018 and 2019.
Goodyear is proposing that the City purchase the
property now for approximately $ 12 million and
that the city would be reimbursed this amount in
2016. The current appraised value of the
property is approximately $14.1 million. To
protect the freeway life cycle program, Goodyear
understands that they will only be reimbursed for
the property that is actually needed for the
freeway and that, if the freeway corridor is not
sited through this property, the City would not
receive any reimbursement. Furthermore,
Goodyear would agree to be reimbursed less if
the appraised value of the property in 2016 is less
than the current appraised value. Note that the
future appraisal of the property would assume
that the highest and best use of the property
would be the same as that assumed in the current
appraisal rather than as a remnant property. With
the conditions that only the property needed for
the freeway will be reimbursed and that the
amount of the reimbursement will be the amount
Goodyear paid for the property or fair market
value assuming that the highest and best use of
the property would be the same as that assumed
in the current appraisal, there is no negative
impact on the ADOT freeway life cycle program.
The freeway program will potentially benefit from
this proposal since any future property value
increases and severance damages will be avoided.
The Management Committee and the
Transportation Policy Committee recommended
approval of this item. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

5E.

Approval that the proposal for Goodyear to
acquire the property and to be reimbursed at an
amount that is the lesser of the amount Goodyear
paid for the property or the fair market value of
the property, assuming the highest and best use
as used in the current appraisal, according to the
schedule in the freeway life cycle program for the
right-of-way that is required for L303.
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*5F.

*5G.

Consultant Selection for the Interstates 8 and [0
Hidden Valley Transportation Framework Study

The FY 2007 MAG Unified Planning Work
Program and Annual Budget, approved by the
MAG Regional Council in May 2006, includes the
Interstates 8 and |0 Hidden Valley Transportation
Framework Study. MAG has been requested to
serve as the lead agency given the regional nature
of this project. Project partners providing financial
support include ADOT, MCDOT, CAAG, Pinal
County Public Works, the Cities of Goodyear and
Maricopa, and the Town of Buckeye. In October
2006, MAG advertised for a consultant to provide
services to accomplish this study and received
three responses. A multi-agency review team
scored the proposals, conducted interviews, and
recommended to MAG the selection of DM|M
Harris to conduct the Study for an amount not to
exceed $770,000. The Management Committee
recommended approval of the selection. Please
refer to the enclosed material.

AIR QUALITY ITEM

Conformity Consultation

- The Maricopa Association of Governments is

conducting consultation on a conformity
assessment for an amendment to the FY 2007-
2011 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program. The proposed amendment includes the
addition of a new City of Phoenix project for the
purchase of a standard bus in FY 2007. |In
addition, minor project revisions are included for
an Elderly Mobility Pilot Program and two regional
park-and-ride projects. The amendment includes
projects that may be categorized as exempt and
minor project revisions that do not require a
conformity determination. Comments on the
conformity assessment were requested by January
26, 2007. Please refer to the enclosed material.

5F.

Approval of the selection of DM|M Harris to
conduct the Interstates 8 and 10 Hidden Valley
Roadway Framework Study for an amount not to
exceed $770,000.

5G. Consultation.
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GENERAL ITEMS

*5H. Fiscal Ih’iDact of Domestic Violence on Local

*51.

Criminal Justice Systems

The MAG Regional Domestic Violence Council's
Victim Services Stakeholder Group, in partnership
with the Arizona State University Partnership for
Community Development, has completed the
report, 7The Fiscal Impact of Domestic Violence
on Local Criminal Justice Systems in the MAG
Region. The report provides data on the costs of
domestic violence to police departments,
prosecutors' offices, and municipal courts in a
sampling of four cities. Based on the report's
findings, three recommendations are provided:
additional study at a municipal level; analysis of
existing local policies and procedures to identify
differences and commonalities; and identify and
recommend applicable data collection and data
sharing models. Please refer to the enclosed
material.

Block Fund

Social  Services Grant

Recommendations

Under a planning contract with the Arizona
Department of Economic Security (DES), the
MAG Human Services Planning Program annually
researches and solicits input on human services
needs in the MAG region. The MAG Human
Services Coordinating Committee identifies which
services should be directed to meet these needs
through the locally planned dollars under the
Social Services Block Grant (SSBG). Services
funded by SSBG include assistance to the most
vulnerable people in our region, including very
low-income children and families, elderly people,
victims of domestic violence, homeless people
and . persons with disabilities. This item is
presented to recommend approval of the
allocation recommendations for FY 2007-2008
and to forward the recommendations to the
Arizona Department of Economic Security. The
Management Committee and the MAG Human
Services Coordinating Committee recommended
approval of this item. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

5H.

51,

Information and discussion.

Approval of the SSBG  allocation
recommendations for FY 2007-2008 to be
forwarded to the Arizona Department of
Economic Security.
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*5),

*5K.

Status Update on the June 30, 2006 Single Audit
and Management Letter Comments, MAG's
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR)
and OMB Circular A-133 Reports (i.e., "Single
Audit™) for the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2006

The public accounting firm of Deloitte & Touche
LLP has completed the audit of MAG's
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR)
and Single Audit for the fiscal year ended June 30,
2006. An unqualified audit opinion was issued on
December 28, 2006 on the financial statements
of governmental activities, the aggregate discretely
presented component units, each major fund and
the aggregate remaining fund information. The
independent auditors’ report on compliance with
the requirements applicable to major federal
award programs, expressed an unqualified
opinion on the Single Audit. The Single Audit
report indicated there were no reportable
conditions in MAG's internal control over financial
reporting considered to be material weaknesses,
no instances of noncompliance considered to be
material and no questioned costs. The Single
Audit report had no new or repeat findings. No
new or repeat Management Letter comments
were issued for the fiscal year ended June 30,
2006.  On January 8, 2007, the Executive
Committee recommended acceptance of the
audit opinion. Please refer to the enclosed
material.

The Arizona Data Estimates and Projections Task

Force (ADEPT)

The Arizona Data Estimates and Projections Task
Force (ADEPT) was created by Executive Order
2006-4 on February 8, 2006 and was tasked with
evaluating best practices by other states for
developing accurate population and employment
estimates and projections and labor market
information; reviewing what is being done at the
state level; and making recommendations to
enhance the estimates and projections process as
well as enhance access to and utilization of labor
market information. ADEPT has issued an interim
report to the Governor. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

5K.

Acceptance of the audit opinion issued on the
MAG Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
and Single Audit Report for the year ended June
30, 2006.

Information and discussion.
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*5L.

Ratification of the Annual Performance Review
and Compensation of the MAG Executive
Director

In January 2003, the Regional Council approved
an agreement to hire the current Executive
Director. As part of this agreement, it was
provided that the Executive Director would
receive an annual performance review conducted
by the Executive Committee. As part of the
evaluation, in November 2006, a questionnaire
was sent to the members of the Regional Council
to comment on the performance of the Executive
Director. On January 8, 2007, the Executive
Committee reviewed the comments from the
Regional Council, discussed the performance of
the Executive Director, and took action to
increase the salary of the Executive Director. The
action of the Executive Committee is being
presented to the Regional Council for ratification.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

5L.

Ratify the action of the Executive Committee to
increase the MAG Executive Director’s salary.

ITEMS PROPOSED TO BE HEARD

TRANSPORTATION ITEMS

Nominations for Business Representatives on the
Transportation Policy Committee

With the passage of Proposition 400 on
November 2, 2004, the President of the Senate
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives
were authorized to appoint six business members
representing regionwide business interests to the
Transportation Policy Committee (TPC). The
terms of two of the business members who were
appointed by the Speaker of the House expired
on December 31, 2006. The law also provides
that the Chair of the Regional Planning Agency
may submit names to the President of the Senate
and Speaker of the House of Representatives for
consideration. On January 9, 2007, a
memorandum was sent to Regional Council
members requesting names for the business
representatives. The TPC provided input at its
January 17, 2007 meeting, and recommended
that the two individuals who previously served
continue on the Committee. The individuals

6.

Approve having the Chair of the MAG Regional
Council forward the two names recommended
by the TPC to the Speaker of the House of
Representatives for consideration.
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recommended were Mr. Eneas Kane of DMB
Associates, Inc., to fill the regionwide business
interest seat, and Mr. Dave Berry of Swift
Transportation to fil the business seat
representing freight interests. The Regional
Council is requested to approve having the Chair
of the Regional Council forward the two names
recommended by the TPC to the Speaker of the
House of Representatives for consideration.
Please refer to the enclosed material.

AIR QUALITY ITEM

7. Air Quality Update 7. Information and discussion.

An Air Quality Update will be provided on the
Five Percent Plan for PM-10 and the Eight-Hour
Ozone Plan which are due to the Environmental
Protection Agency in 2007. Arecent court ruling
vacated EPA's Phase | Eight-Hour Ozone
Implementation Rule, which included the
classification of the nonattainment areas. Also, on
January 8, 2007, an Air Quality Executive Order
was issued which requires the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality to develop
an Air Quality Improvement Action Plan by March
31, 2007 and to develop requirements for State
agency Air Quality Impact Reports on proposed
State funded transportation projects in Maricopa,
Pima, and Pinal courties. Please refer to the
enclosed material.

GENERAL ITEMS

8. Discussion of the Development of the FY 2008 8. Input on the development of the FY 2008 MAG
MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Unified Planning Work Program and Annual
Budget Budget.

Each year, the Unified Planning Work Program
and Annual Budget is developed in conjunction
with memberagency and public input. The Work
Program is reviewed each year by the federal
agencies in the spring and approved by the
Regional Council in May. This overview of
MAG's draft Dues and Assessments and the
proposed budget productiontimeline provides an
opportunity for early input into the development

10
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of the Work Program and Budget. Please referto
the enclosed material.

Legislative Update

An update will be provided on legislative issues of
interest.

Comments from the Council

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

9.

10.

Information, discussion and possible action.

Information.

11



: MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL COUNCIL MEETING

December 13, 2006
MAG Office, Saguaro Room
Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair Supervisor Max Wilson, Maricopa County
Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa
+ Councilmember Dave Waldron for Mayor Ed Winkler, Paradise Valley
Mayor Douglas Coleman, Apache Junction Vice Mayor Vicki Hunt for
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale Mayor John Keegan, Peoria
Mayor Bobby Bryant, Buckeye Councilmember Claude Mattox for
* Mayor Edward Morgan, Carefree Councilmember Peggy Neely, Phoenix
Vice Mayor Dick Esser, Cave Creek Mayor Art Sanders, Queen Creek
Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler * President Joni Ramos, Salt River
* Mayor Fred Waterman, El Mirage Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
President Raphael Bear, Fort McDowell Councilmember Cliff Elkins for
Yavapai Nation Mayor Joan Shafer, Surprise
Mayor Wally Nichols, Fountain Hills # Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe
# Mayor Daniel Birchfield, Gila Bend * Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson
* Governor William Rhodes, Gila River Indian * Mayor Ron Badowski, Wickenburg
Community Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown
Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert * Joe Lane, State Transportation Board
* Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale Felipe Zubia, State Transportation Board
* Mayor Bernadette Jimenez, Guadalupe F. Rockne Arnett, Citizens Transportation
Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park Oversight Committee

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

1. Call to Order

The meeting of the MAG Regional Council was called to order by Vice Chair Mary Manross at
5:04 p.m.

2. Pledge of Allegiance

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.



Vice Chair Manross noted that Councilmember Dave Waldron, as proxy for Mayor Doug Coleman,
Apache Junction, was participating by videoconference, and Mayor Daniel Birchfield, Gila Bend, and
Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe, were participating by telephone.

Vice Chair Manross welcomed proxies to the meeting: Vice Mayor Vicki Hunt for Mayor John Keegan,
Peoria, Councilmember Claude Mattox for Councilmember Peggy Neely, Phoenix, and Councilmember
Cliff Elkins for Mayor Joan Shafer, Surprise.

Vice Chair Manross welcomed a new member to the Regional Council, Mayor Michael LeVault of
Youngtown, and presented him with his Regional Council membership certificate.

Vice Chair Manross presented Arizona House Representative Andy Biggs and Arizona State Senator
Thayer Verschoor with Resolutions of Appreciation for their efforts on establishing the Statewide
Transportation Acceleration Needs (STAN) account. Vice Chair Manross presented Mr. Marty Shultz
with a Resolution of Appreciation for his efforts on the passage of Proposition 104.

Representative Biggs expressed his appreciation for the award and commented that it was good to get
positive recognition. He remarked that they endorse and support the MAG plan for STAN funds.
Representative Biggs stated that he and Senator Verschoor are committed to finding $200 million per
year for the next five years to supplement transportation funding. He said they realize that transportation
is an economic driver of the region and a strong transportation infrastructure is necessary for the
continued economic growth that accompanies population growth. Representative Biggs stated that
funding that transportation infrastructure is necessary. He stated that they will continue to find those
sources in the state budget that can be used for STAN. They do not want this to be a one-time drop in
the bucket. Representative Biggs stated that this region is behind the curve and needs to catch up. He
expressed his thanks to Senator Verschoor.

Senator Verschoor expressed his appreciation for the recognition and added that it meant a lot to him.
He complimented the MAG organization on the work they do. Senator Verschoor commented that at
the beginning of the STAN process, there was concern was for a parochial battle but realized there are
regional mechanisms set up to deal with that. Senator Verschoor stated that legislators gave some
definition to the projects for which the funds would be used, but left the decision on which projects
would be chosen to those responsible for planning. He commented that he was impressed with what has
been done, both in Maricopa County and statewide. Senator Verschoor expressed his commitment to
$200 million per year for the next five years. He stated that if work can be done in the next five years
as has done this year, there will be phenomenal progress. Senator Verschoor noted that studies have
shown that transportation accelerations will be economic booms to many communities. He commented
on new business activity in Gilbert as freeways are being completed. Senator Verschoor stated that
sooner is better than later when it comes to building freeways. He expressed thanks for the hard work
and for the recognition.

- Vice Chair Manross, on behalf of the MAG Regional Council, expressed appreciation to the Legislators
for the comments and support. She said that the Legislature will have MAG’s continued commitment
that MAG will try to be thoughtful and methodical in future decisions to make this successful for
Maricopa County.



Vice Chair Manross acknowledged Bob Golfen and Tony Lombardo, The Arizona Republic reporters
who were attending the meeting.

Call to the Audience -

Vice Chair Manross noted that according to MAG’s public comment process, members of the audience
who wish to speak are requested to fill out public comment cards. The opportunity for public comment
is provided to members of the public to address the Regional Council 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 Regional Council
requests an exception to this limit. Those wishing to comment on agenda items posted for action will
be provided the opportunity at the time the item is heard.

Vice Chair Manross recognized public comment from Stacy White, representing Marble Environmental
Stabilization Materials, a landscape rock company. Ms. White explained that the effective ingredient
in their product is calcium carbonate, and this helps neutralize acidic pollution on the ground. Ms.
White left company brochures for those interested. Vice Chair Manross thanked Ms. White for her
comments.

Vice Chair Manross recognized public comment from Bob McKnight, a Phoenix resident, who
commented on agenda item #7. Mr. McKnight stated that he has come to many MAG meetings, and
although he was not directing his comments at anyone personally, he felt there was no actual desire for
input from the public. He said that MAG is going to continue to do what it wants, which is primarily
hiring consultants and ensuring that contractors make money. Mr. McKnight stated that the MAG
website is full of lies, misstatements, and incorrect pictures. He said that these have been reported, but
no one cares. Mr. McKnight stated MAG will continue to tell stories to The Arizona Republic, who will
print them and fool the public. He commented that the design for the trolley is unfinished and should
never have gone before the public until it was completely engineered. Vice Chair Manross thanked Mr.
McKnight for his comments.

Executive Director’s Report

Dennis Smith reported that the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) is soliciting proposals by
metropolitan areas to enter into Urban Partnership Agreements (UPA) with the DOT. UPAs are one part
of the DOT’s National Strategy to Reduce Congestion on America’s Transportation Network. Mr.
Smith noted applications must include plans that incorporate tolling, transit, telecommuting, and
technology and operations. He stated that the DOT will select ten preliminary Urban Partners by
June 8, 2007, with a final selection on August 8, 2007.

Mr. Smith stated that as part of the National Strategy to Reduce Congestion is the establishment of a
“Corridors of the Future” competition. As part of the competition, the U.S. DOT will accelerate the
development of multi-state, multi-use transportation corridors. He said that three to five major growth
corridors in need of long-term investment will be selected. Mr. Smith noted that the proposal included



information from MAG regarding the current status and needs along the existing I-10 corridor in the
region.

Mr. Smith stated that the River of Trade Corridor Coalition (ROTCC) recently held its quarterly meeting
in Memphis, Tennessee. He said that the ROTCC has submitted a proposal with I-10 as a Corridor of
the Future. He added that MAG sent a letter regarding I-10 and US-93 as Corridors of the Future.

Mr. Smith stated that a videoconference with the Oregon Department of Transportation was held on
December 13, 2006 at MAG. He noted that the videoconference was the result of an ongoing regional
dialogue between the Arizona Councils of Governments (COG) and Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPO) Chairs and Directors and business leaders. Mr. Smith said that the presentation
focused on the public/private initiative between the Oregon DOT, under the Oregon Innovative
Partnerships Program with the Oregon Transportation Improvement Group. Mr. Smith stated that Mayor
Cavanaugh chaired the meeting, and attendees included Arizona State Senator John Huppenthal, and
Regional Council members Mayor Art Sanders and Roc Arnett. He noted that ADOT provided its
videoconference equipment for use by other agencies throughout the state to participate in the
videoconference.

Mr. Smith announced that Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Arizona conferred the Best ITS
Planning Project Award to the Regional Concept of Transportation Operations project. He stated that
the Regional Concept of Transportation Operations project was developed by the MAG ITS Committee
and is the regional plan for improving traffic operations. Mr. Smith noted that this project is nationally
recognized as a best practice and has been included as an example in Federal Highway Administration
guidance documents.

Mr. Smith stated that MAG has applied for the Innovations in American Government Award at Harvard
University’s John F. Kennedy School of Government. He explained that the award is given annually
to programs that serve as examples of creative and effective government. Mr. Smith noted MAG applied
for the award at the suggestion of Mr. Jim Creedon. Mr. Smith said that seven programs will each win
a $100,000 grant. The MAG application has advanced to the second round, to which only ten percent
of applicants advanced. He added that the awards will be announced in May 2007.

Mr. Smith stated that US House Speaker-designate Nancy Pelosi announced that Arizona Congressman-
elect Harry Mitchell has been appointed to the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee. He
noted that this appointment could bring great dividends to the State of Arizona. Vice Chair Manross
commented that Mr. Mitchell, along with Transportation Secretary Mary Peters, should do well for the
State. Mr. Smith also noted that the ADOT Director, Victor Mendez, has been elected Chair of
AASHTO. Vice Chair Manross thanked Mr. Smith for his report. No questions from the Council were
noted.

Approval of Consent Agenda

Vice Chair Manross stated that public comment is provided for consent items. Each speaker is provided
with a total of three minutes to comment on the consent agenda. After hearing public comments, any
member of the Council can request that an item be removed from the consent agenda and considered

4-



SA.

SB.

5C.

individually. Vice Chair Manross stated that agenda items #5A, #5B, #5C, #5D, #5E, #5F, #5G, #5H,

#51, #5J, #5K, #5L, and #5M were on the consent agenda. Vice Chair Manross noted that no public
comment cards had been turned in. Vice Chair Manross asked members if they had any questions or
any requests to hear an item individually. None were noted.

Supervisor Wilson moved to approve Consent Agenda items #5A, #5B, #5C, #5D, #5E, #5F, #5G, #5H,
#51, #5], #5K, #5L, and #5M. Mayor Winkler seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.

Approval of the October 25, 2006 Meeting Minutes

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the October 25, 2006 meeting minutes.

Changes to the Approved June 28, 2006 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) Policies and Procedures

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the proposed changes to the previously approved June 28,
2006 ALCP Policies and Procedures. Minor technical refinements (concerning invoices and
administrative adjustments) need to be made to the approved June 28, 2006 Arterial Life Cycle Program
(ALCP) Policies and Procedures. Since the approval of the June 28, 2006 Arterial Life Cycle Program
(ALCP) Policies and Procedures, three questions have been raised. The first relates to what is needed
for backup documentation to support right-of-way costs; the current policies and procedures address
design and construction, not right-of-way. The second relates to how the documentation for the project
costs should be organized to support the amounts on the Project Reimbursement Request Invoice. The
third relates to the reallocation of project costs among project phases if the cost for a work phase is less
that estimated. MAG staff and the ALCP Working Group worked together to develop the suggested
technical changes to the June 28, 2006 ALCP Policies and Procedures. The Arterial Life Cycle Program
is a key part of Proposition 400 and represents more than $1.6 billion of regional investment over the
next 20 years. The updated ALCP Policies and Procedures will continue to provide guidance to MAG
and to MAG member agencies to ensure that the program is implemented in an efficient and effective
manner. These were discussed with the ALCP Working Group. The MAG Transportation Review
Committee, the MAG Management Committee and the MAG Transportation Policy Committee
recommended approval of the proposed changes.

Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) — Status Report

Each quarter, MAG staff provides member agencies with an update on projects in the Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP). This is the third Status Report (covering the period from July to September 2006) for
the ALCP. The Status Report includes an update on ALCP Project work, and ALCP revenue/financial
section, information about ALCP amendments and administrative adjustments, and the remaining FY
2007 ALCP schedule. This report was provided to the MAG Management Committee and the MAG
Transportation Policy Committee. This item was on the agenda for information and discussion.
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Proposed Amendment and Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007- June 28, 2006 Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP)

The Regional Council, by consent, approved an Amendment and an Administrative Adjustment to the
FY 2007 - June 28, 2006 ALCP to add a new segment to a Chandler project, change two Maricopa
County project and reimbursement schedules, and make an administrative adjustment to a Phoenix
project and a Chandler project to reflect actual project costs. The FY 2007 Arterial Life Cycle Program
(ALCP) was approved by the MAG Regional Council on June 28, 2006. Since that time, one project
has been identified that needs to be segmented, two projects have been identified that need to change
project and reimbursement schedules, and two projects have been identified that need to lower and
adjust the regional reimbursement amounts. An amendment is required to add the segment to the ALCP
and change the project and reimbursement schedules, and an administrative adjustment is needed to
adjust the project reimbursement amounts due to lower actual costs. The MAG Transportation Review
Committee, the MAG Management Committee, and the MAG Transportation Policy Committee
recommended approval of the changes to the ALCP.

Public Hearing on the 2006 Annual Report on the Status of the Implementation of Proposition 400

Arizona Revised Statute 28-6354 requires that MAG issue an annual report on the status of projects
funded by the half-cent sales tax authorized by Proposition 400 and hold a Public Hearing on the report.
A Public Hearing on the Draft 2006 Annual Report was held at the MAG office on October 19, 2006.
A transcript of this Public Hearing was prepared and was enclosed for information. MAG committees
were briefed prior to the Public Hearing regarding the key findings and issues identified in the report.
This item was on the agenda for information and discussion.

Consultant Selection for the 2007 MAG Regional Travel Time and Travel Speed Study

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the selection of Carter & Burgess, Inc., to conduct the 2007
MAG Regional Travel Time and Travel Speed Study for an amount not to exceed $500,000. The FY
2007 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget, approved by the MAG Regional
Council in May 2006, includes $500,000 to conduct the 2007 MAG Regional Travel Time and Travel
Speed Study. The purpose of the study is to collect travel time and travel speed information on regional

road networks, which will support regional travel demand forecasting efforts. It is advisable to collect

travel time and travel speed data in February 2007 to address seasonal traffic variations. A request for
proposals was advertised in August 2006 and three proposals were received in October 2006. A multi-
agency evaluation team evaluated the proposals and recommended to MAG the selection of the
consultant firm Carter & Burgess, Inc., to conduct the study for an amount not to exceed $500,000.

Requested Changes to the ADOT Program

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the FY 2007 program changes requested by the Arizona
Department of Transportation to the MAG Regional Transportation Plan Freeway Program. These
requests are the result of ADOT updating costs and schedules based on the latest study and design
information. Action is being requested by MAG due to ADOT’s need to advertise projects in mid-
January 2007. MAG has reviewed the requested changes and has determined that they are reasonable
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and necessary to meet the RTP Freeway Program. MAG has also reviewed the ADOT cash flows with
the requested changes incorporated into the analysis. Although the requested changes increase costs by
more than $128 million, the program schedule adjustments and revised revenue projections can
accommodate these changes without other program changes being needed. The MAG Management
Committee and the MAG Transportation Policy Committee recommended approval of the requested
changes.

Conformity Consultation

MAG is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for a City of Phoenix project-level
conformity determination for a park-and-ride facility located at the southwest corner of 27th Avenue and
Baseline Road. The proposed facility will provide parking for approximately 240 vehicles. The
construction phase of the project is programmed in FY 2008 of the FY 2007-2011 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program. MAG has reviewed the project air quality assessment for compliance and
concurs with the project-level conformity determination. Comments were requested by November 17,
2006. This item was on the agenda for consultation.

Proposed 2007 Revisions to the MAG Standard Specifications and Details for Public Works
Construction

The MAG Standard Specifications and Details for Public Works Construction represent the best
professional thinking of representatives of several Public Works Departments and are reviewed and
refined by members of the construction industry. They were written to fulfill the need for uniform rules
for public works construction performed for Maricopa County and the various cities and public agencies
in the county. It further fulfills the need for adequate standards by the smaller communities and agencies
who could not afford to promulgate such standards for themselves. The MAG Standard Specifications
and Details Committee has completed its 2006 review of proposed revisions to the MAG Publication.
A summary of these recommendations has been sent to MAG Public Works Directors, in addition to
members of the Management Committee, for review for a period of one month. The revisions were on
the November 8, 2006 Management Committee agenda, and received no further comment. If no
objections to any of the proposed revisions have been suggested within the month review time frame,
then the proposed revisions will be regarded as approved and formal changes to the printed and

celectronic copies will be released. It is anticipated that the annual update packet will be available for

purchase in early January 2007. This item was on the agenda for information and discussion.

Amendment to the FY 2007 Public Safety Answering Point (PSAP) Annual Element/Funding Request
and FY 2007-2011 Equipment Program for the MAG 9-1-1 System

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the amendment to the FY 2007 Public Safety Answering
Point (PSAP) Annual Element/Funding Request and FY 2007-2011 Equipment Program for the MAG
9-1-1 System to include a 9-1-1 phone system upgrade for the Phoenix Police Department in the amount
of $3.5 million; a 9-1-1 system upgrade for the Phoenix Fire Department in the amount of $750,000; and
a9-1-1 system upgrade for the Scottsdale Police Department in the amount of $500,000. On September
28, 2005, the MAG Regional Council approved the MAG FY 2007 Public Safety Answering Point
(PSAP) Annual Element/Funding Request and FY 2007-2011 Equipment Program, to be forwarded to
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the Arizona Department of Administration for funding. The equipment costs included in the MAG

Funding Request and Equipment Program are currently paid by the 9-1-1 state excise tax. Since the
approval, the funding request needs to be amended to include upgrades at three 9-1-1 facilities. The
Phoenix Police Department is scheduled for a 9-1-1 phone system upgrade for 58 positions, along with
44 new positions, at its two locations at 620 W. Washington and 100 E. Elwood. The two PSAP
locations will handle 9-1-1 traffic simultaneously. This project was originally requested in FY 2006 in
the amount of $1,850,000. Due to facility issues, the project was delayed to FY 2007. In addition, two
PBX switches and equipment to run the two centers simultaneously require an upgrade for 58 positions.
The Phoenix Police Department project will now require a total of $3.5 million. The Phoenix Fire
Departmentis scheduled for a9-1-1 system upgrade for 18 positions, along with five new positions. This
project will require $750,000. The Scottsdale Police Department is scheduled for a9-1-1 system upgrade
for 11 positions, along with four new positions. This project will require $500,000. Management at the
Phoenix Police Department, the Phoenix Fire Department, and the Scottsdale Police Department have
all expressed support for the approval of these projects. The State 9-1-1 Office has indicated that funding
is available to pay the costs of these upgrades. The MAG 9-1-1 Oversight Team and the MAG
Management Committee recommended approval of the Amendment.

Annual Homeless Street Count

On December 8, 1999, the Regional Council approved MAG becoming the responsible entity for a
year-round homeless planning process which includes submittal of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD) Stuart B. McKinney Continuum of Care Consolidated Application for
Maricopa County. The Continuum of Care grant supports permanent and transitional housing and
supportive services. Last year, the region received $20 million, with a total of $106 million awarded
since 2000. The MAG Continuum of Care Regional Committee on Homelessness, formed in January
2000 by the MAG Regional Council, provides oversight of the homeless planning and application
processes. In order to apply for Stuart B. McKinney funding, HUD requires that each Continuum of
Care conduct a homeless street count to take place during the last week of January. The data collected
in the count are incorporated into the HUD grant application to provide hard data on the number of
homeless people in our region. The MAG Continuum of Care Regional Committee on Homelessness
is regionally responsible for the planning and coordination of the countywide street count. The 2007
homeless street count will take place on Tuesday, January 30, 2007. Street count coordinators and
volunteers will spread out across the county to count and gather basic demographic information about
homeless people seen on the streets that day. The count will focus on public places and service locations
over a 24-hour period of time. Street count coordinators have been identified in each of the cities and
towns within Maricopa County and training sessions have been scheduled to take place in mid-
November. This item was on the agenda for information and discussion.

Maricopa County Resident Population and Employment Projections

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the Maricopa County resident population and employment
projections for 2010, 2015, 2020, 2025, 2030, and 2035. According to Executive Order 95-2, the
Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES) is responsible for preparing an official set of
population projections for Arizona and each of its counties. The projections are required to use the latest
Census as the base. Because the results of the 2005 Census Survey were not available at the time that
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projections were adopted by DES in March 2006, Census 2000 was used as the base. Subsequent to the
release of the 2005 Census Survey in June 2006, DES prepared a new set of Maricopa County
projections consistent with the 2005 Census Survey. MAG has also developed a set of employment
projections for Maricopa County that are consistent with these DES population projections. The
projections are for 2010, 2015, 2020, 2025, 2030 and 2035. They will be used as the control totals from
which MAG will develop a set of subregional projections that will be brought to the Management
Committee and Regional Council in 2007. The MAG Population Technical Advisory Committee and
the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of the projections.

July 1, 2006 Maricopa County and Municipality Resident Population Updates

MAG staff has prepared draft July 1, 2006 Maricopa County and Municipality Resident Population
Updates. The Updates, which are used to allocate the $23 million in Local Transportation Assistance

Fund from lottery proceeds, to set expenditure limits, and other budgeting activities, were prepared

based on the Arizona Department of Economic Security's (DES) Preliminary July 1, 2006 Population
Estimates. The MAG Population Technical Advisory Committee (POPTAC) took no action on the draft
July 1, 2006 Population estimates, on the recommendation of the MAG POPTAC Ad Hoc
Subcommittee. This recommendation of no action was based on an understanding that the DES
Preliminary Population Estimates will be adjusted during the next three months, and final estimates will
then be presented to MAG committees for action in order to meet the statutory and budgeting
requirements for these estimates. This item was on the agenda for information and discussion.

Statewide Transportation Acceleration Needs (STAN) Account Recommendations

Eric Anderson, MAG Transportation Director, reported on the seven projects recommended by the
Transportation Policy Committee to utilize Statewide Transportation Acceleration Needs (STAN)
funding. Mr. Anderson stated that the Maricopa County region will receive approximately $184.2
million of the $307 million fund, plus another $9.2 million of interest earnings. He noted that this is the
first time that the State Legislature has allocated funding for transportation.

Mr. Anderson noted that the seven projects included Loop 101, construct HOV lanes from Baseline
Road to L202 (Santan); three projects on Loop 303, construct partial interchange at Bell Road and
construct crossings at Cactus Road and Waddell Road; Loop 101, construct HOV lanes from Tatum
Boulevard to Princess Drive; Williams Gateway Freeway, advanced acquisition of right of way due to
pending development; I-10, construct general purpose lanes from Sarival Road to Verrado Way; and
I-17, construct general purpose lanes from Anthem Way to Carefree Highway.

Mr. Anderson stated that pending approval by the Regional Council, the next step will be submitting
the projects to the State Transportation Board. He said that the STAN projects would be on the Board

‘agendas for discussion at noon on December 14, 2006 and for action the morning of December 15, 2006.

Mr. Anderson stated that MAG is also required to report by December 15, 2006 to the House and Senate
on activities related to the STAN account. He stated that the project changes would then be incorporated
into the TIP and Plan and an air quality conformity analysis conducted. Final approvals of the TIP and
Plan are anticipated for July 2007.



Vice Chair Manross thanked Mr. Anderson for his report. She stated that the deliberations have been
a lengthy process and she was proud to be a part of it. Vice Chair Manross asked members if they had
comments or questions.

Mayor Dunn stated that he was very impressed with the efforts of staff and the Regional Council for
delivering the intent of legislators. He commented that the money could not have been better balanced
throughout the region. Mayor Dunn stated that this shows the MAG organization can be cooperative
and look at the general good. He added that tonight, Senator Verschoor and Representative Biggs
indicated that funding projects of immediate impact that will help the region as a whole is exactly what
they wanted.

Mayor Dunn moved to approve the recommendations of the Transportation Policy Committee on the
set of projects to be funded from the STAN account to be forwarded to the State Transportation Board
and to incorporate the required changes in the Draft 2007 Update of the Regional Transportation Plan
and the Draft FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program. Mayor Bryant seconded.

Before a vote was taken, Vice Chair Manross asked if there was discussion.

Mayor Lopez Rogers stated that when STAN legislation took effect in September 2006, Avondale and
the West Valley legislators were surprised to learn that the I-10 widening from Loop 101 to Sarival Road
was determined ineligible for STAN funding, although unintentionally. She said that just weeks prior,
local governments agreed to pledge local funds for this project. Mayor Lopez Rogers thanked the
legislators for the funding, and also reminded them that governments should be rewarded, not punished,
for working together proactively. She commented that she appreciated that the West Valley was able
to get funding for some much needed projects. Mayor Lopez Rogers commended MAG and ADOT for
putting together a balanced regional approach, despite the limitations of the law. She expressed her
appreciation to the mayors who recognized Avondale’s dilemma and supported efforts on the message
that the supplanting language works against cities that work together. Mayor Lopez Rogers said that
she hoped state transportation funding laws could be clarified to reward cities whose collaborative
efforts seek to improve the transportation system.

Mayor Schoaf stated that Litchfield Park was affected in the same way as Avondale, and echoed the
comments by Mayor Lopez Rogers. He stated that the division of the STAN funding is a good example
.of cooperative effort and does a good job of spreading funds to projects that will make an impact.
However, the law of unintended consequences has cut political support in his city for undertaking the
cost of accelerating other portions of the I-10 widening. Mayor Schoaf expressed that he hoped to be
able to obtain the political support of the Regional Council because this will be a serious problem in the
West Valley.

Mr. Zubia expressed that he shared these concerns 100 percent. He stated that he actively worked on
a solution to fit this project into the list of STAN projects. Mr. Zubia stated that he shared the viewpoint
to review the legislation, especially since there may be future funding. He commended the West Valley
cities for stepping up to fund the acceleration costs for improvements to I-10. Mr. Zubia suggested
encouraging partnerships and taking care of those commitments first. He commented about not wanting
a divisive discussion next time. Mr. Zubia noted that the State Transportation Board also approves the
projects in the other areas of the state. He said that the other 13 counties spent about $73 million on
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improvements to I-10 between Phoenix and Tucson. Mr. Zubia stated that the other parts of the state
share the same concern as the MAG region, and STAN will address these immediate concerns. He
commented that he looked forward to future allocations.

Mayor Hawker stated that the way the legislation was drafted, the supplanting language was included
so existing commitments would not be reimbursed. He commented that if the legislation were changed,
it could open somewhat of a dilemma. Mayor Hawker noted that the City of Mesa has invested $8 to
$9 million in accelerations following the same acceleration process as the West Valley cities. He stated
that the issue is where to draw the line on repaying jurisdictions--would it be a matter of weeks, months
or years? Mayor Hawker said that he just wanted to point out that other cities have done the same in the
past and would want to line up to be reimbursed. He urged caution on how this issue is addressed
because it could have unintended consequences.

Vice Chair Manross agreed that careful thought would need to be given to this issue to avoid unforeseen
consequences.

Mayor Schoaf clarified that the West Valley cities were not looking for reimbursement of money that
had already been committed or spent. He explained that in Litchfield Park, one council does not have
the ability to bind future councils in budgetary matters. Mayor Schoaf noted that each step in the
widening process must be approved by future councils. That is why he had difficulty understanding the
supplementing issue, because the monies have not been committed by future councils.

Councilmember Elkins stated that the City of Surprise is ecstatic with the list of projects. He
commented that the message has been received from the Legislators that this is a prototype of how to
proceed in the future.

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

Approval of the Draft MAG Public Participation Plan

Jason Stephens, MAG Public Involvement Planner, stated that MAG has developed a new Draft Public
Participation Plan in accordance with new federal transportation guidelines contained in the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). He
explained that this new plan would define the process for public participation at MAG and serve as a
‘guideline in obtaining public input on future updates to the Transportation Improvement Program and
Regional Transportation Plan.

Mr. Stephens stated that MAG currently has an adopted process for receiving public input. It was
adopted in 1994, enhanced in 1998 and meets all the requirements of the current federal transportation
legislation. Mr. Stephens stated that this new plan would also meet all federal requirements and would
replace the existing plan, creating an even more effective process for gathering public input. The new
draft plan was made available for a 45-day review as required by federal law. It was formally noticed
through a public notice placed in The Arizona Republic, distributed to intergovernmental representatives
and public and private sector organizations for comment as directed in SAFETEA-LU, and was made
available on the MAG Web site and in the MAG library.
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Mr. Stephens stated that the new plan retains all of the aspects of the original plan, including
opportunities for input at every level of the planning and programming process; a four-phase input
opportunity process; input opportunity reports; formal responses to comments provided during the Mid
Phase and Final Phase input opportunities; accessibility of MAG Communications Division staff through
the MAG Webssite, telephone and email. Mr. Stephens added that it also includes an increased emphasis
on visualization techniques, such as GIS maps and other visual aids, as required in new SAFETEA-LU
guidelines.

Mr. Stephens provided an overview of a discussion where a Valley resident requested a clarification of
MAG’s practices regarding three points of interest. Mr. Stephens stated that these issues were
subsequently addressed with the resident through a one-on-one sit down meeting, by telephone and
through email correspondence.

Mr. Stephens stated that the first question asked how members of the public can suggest items to be
included on Regional Council agendas. MAG staff explained that under MAG By-Laws, the practice
at MAG has been that the Chair of the Regional Council, his or her designee, or a majority of the
Regional Council are the only ones who call a meeting of the Regional Council. Therefore, the practice
at MAG has been for the Chair to call the meeting and to approve the agenda sent to the members. It was
noted that citizen suggestions for agenda items may be sent to MAG staff, who will forward it to the
appropriate committee chair. It was also noted that the "Call to the Audience" provides an opportunity
for items not on the agenda to be heard by the Regional Council. Citizens are also encouraged to provide
input at the technical committee level. These committees are often responsible for forwarding
recommendations to the policy committees.

Mr. Stephens stated that the second question asked about the allowance of more speaking time. MAG
staff explained that in 1996, the MAG Regional Council — as a result of the work of the MAG
Re-engineer the Policy Process Committee — approved a provision that provided citizens with the
opportunity to comment on each action item with a limit of three minutes. The provision noted that the
Chair or his/her designee has the power to accept additional comments and extend the time of the
speaker. The Chair was also given the power to limit public comment.

Mr. Stephens stated that the final question asked what happens to written documents submitted for the
MAG record. MAG staff noted that input received at committee meetings is included in the minutes

-of each meeting. These minutes are forwarded to the committee for review prior to its next meeting. In
addition, input received at committee meetings is included in the Public Input section of the summary
transmittals for the next meeting of the committee. Written materials submitted by citizens are
referenced in the minutes and included in the formal MAG record. In addition, written materials are
included, referenced or summarized in the MAG input opportunity reports that are produced during each
of MAG's three formal input phases (Early Phase, Mid Phase and Final Phase). These reports are
distributed to MAG policy committees for review and consideration.

Mr. Stephens added that two citizens submitted comments that day. He noted that they both oppose
approval of item #7. Mr. Stephens provided written statements of their comments to members and to
the audience. These comments were entered into the permanent record. Vice Chair Manross expressed
appreciation of the clarification of public comment going on the record.
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Mayor Hawker moved approval of the Draft MAG Public Participation Plan. Councilmember Elkins
seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.

Regional Planning Dialogue Update

Mr. Smith stated that the Executive Committee has been meeting with the Councils of Governments
(COGs) and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) on how growth has impacted transportation
statewide. He commented that this issue goes beyond MAG’s boundaries and to address it, coordination
is needed statewide. Mr. Smith stated that there have been three meetings with the Executive Committee
and elected officials of the COGs and MPOs and one conference call with the Chairs and Directors of
the COGs and MPOs. Mr. Smith stated that there is a lot of pressure to address the impact of 16 million
residents who are projected to live in the state. He noted that when citizens see the presentation that
includes the red dot map, they comment that there are no new highways planned to address the growth.

Mr. Smith stated that addressing this impact by working collaboratively statewide has been the goal of
this effort. He commented that there has been great cooperation with ADOT, and expressed his thanks
to ADOT Director Victor Mendez and the Governor’s Office for their support. Mr. Smith advised that
some want a list of projects to be developed to present to the Legislature this session, but staff feels that
this is premature and the best approach is to provide a technical base by conducting studies. He added
that this process would be similar to the approach used in the development of the Regional
Transportation Plan. Mr. Smith stated that the COG/MPO Chairs and Directors agreed to move forward
with a recommendation to their Boards to fund a Statewide Intrastate Mobility Reconnaissance Study
for a total cost of approximately $300,000, with MAG funding 60 percent ($180,000) for the MAG
region, PAG providing 16 percent ($48,000) for its region, and ADOT providing 24 percent ($72,000)
for the balance of the state. He noted that the Study is anticipated to take nine months to complete.

Mr. Smith noted that in addition, the COG/MPO Chairs and Directors agreed to move forward with
gathering public opinion on a statewide basis regarding transportation issues. He added that the
Associated General Contractors Arizona Chapter has agreed to conduct a public opinion poll regarding
these issues.

Mr. Smith stated that the COG/MPO Chairs and Directors also agreed to move forward with providing
collective testimony on such corridors as I-10 and US-93 at the National Surface Transportation Policy
and Revenue Study Commission hearing.

Mr. Smith stated that privatization is a hot button nationally. He noted that the Oregon DOT
videoconference presentation that morning helped to provide some information on innovative tools
being implemented in their state.

Mr. Smith stated that staff is requesting that the Regional Council approve the MAG portion of
$180,000 from MAG federal funds to be used for the Statewide Intrastate Mobility Reconnaissance
Study. He advised that the Central Arizona Association of Governments and the Flagstaff MPO have
approved proceeding with the Study. He said that the feeling is that the Study cannot happen soon
enough.
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Vice Chair Manross commented that this needs to be carried out in a manner that ensures credibility and
a good end product, as was done in Proposition 400. Vice Chair Manross asked members if they had
comments or questions.

Mayor Sanders expressed his thanks to MAG and ADOT. He stated that for those in the Southeast
Valley this cannot happen soon enough. Mayor Sanders stated that he was very pleased with the efforts
and would like to recognize those who have participated and are stepping up to make things happen—our
legislators, Victor Mendez, and Dennis Smith. He expressed that the morning’s videoconference was
excellent and he wished there could be one every day. Mr. Smith said that the presentation of the
videoconference would be made available on DVD.

Mayor Hawker moved approval of an amendment to the FY 2007 MAG Unified Planning Work
Program and Annual Budget to include a Statewide Intrastate Mobility Reconnaissance Study for a total
cost of approximately $300,000, with MAG funding $180,000 of that cost from MAG federal funds,
PAG providing $48,000 and ADOT providing $72,000. Mayor Sanders seconded, and the motion carried
unanimously.

9. Comments from the Council

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

Mayor Hawker asked Mr. Smith for further detail on Oregon DOT’s privatization program. Mr. Smith
explained that Oregon’s DOT is in a similar position as Arizona’s. He said that their last gas tax
increase was in 1993 and they have no sales tax. Mr. Smith stated that their roads would not be built
unless they could come up with a different procedure. He said that Oregon DOT has a six-person unit
and spun off a transportation improvement group where a consultant performs the job. Mr. Smith stated
that they streamlined their process and normal procurement for highways was not used. He said that
they also have a provision called a Benefit District. For example, if the development community wants
to donate land to a specific corridor, they could give that money to the DOT targeted to that area. Mr.
Smith noted that Canada, in preparation for the Olympics, used a concept called shadow tolls. This
concept provides proposers with a total amount. The proposers submit proposals on improvements that

-amount could provide. Mr. Smith stated that Canada solicited proposals through a competition and
received more improvements than they anticipated. He said that under this concept, the private sector
would own the road for 30 or 40 years and then it reverts to the province. Mr. Smith stated that Oregon
also went to Virginia and a few other states and selected the best tools. Mr. Smith commented that there
are many options to explore. He said that the Oregon DOT presentation this morning was an
outstanding use of videoconference technology.

There being no further business, the Regional Council meeting adjourned at 5:55 p.m.

Chair

Secretary
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Agenda Ttem #5B

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:

Proposed Amendment and Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007-2011 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program and Amendment to the FY 2007 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and
Annual Budget

SUMMARY:

On May 24, 2006, the MAG Regional Council approved the FY 2007 MAG Unified Planning Work
Program (UPWP) and Annual Budget which included a line item to fund an Elderly Mobility Pilot
program project. In June 2006, the MAG Regional Council agreed to allow this project to proceed by
means of a fund exchange with the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department. The following month,
on July 26, 2006, the Regional Council approved the FY 2007-2011 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) which included $400,000 in STP-MAG funds for the Elderly Mobility
project. In order for this project to proceed, an administrative adjustment to the TIP is needed to
replace the STP-MAG funded project with a Local funded project and a TIP Amendment is needed
to add a new CMAQ-funded bus purchase project to repay the City of Phoenix. An amendment to
the FY 2007 UPWP and Annual Budget is also requested.

PUBLIC INPUT:

An opportunity for public input was provided during the Transportation Review Committee meeting
on December 14, 2006, the Management Committee meeting on January 10, 2007, and at the
Transportation Policy Committee on January 17, 2007. No public input was received.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: Approval of this TIP and Work Program amendment/adjustment is an administrative task that
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
assessment.

POLICY: This amendment and/or administrative adjustment request is in accord with all MAG
guidelines.

ACTION NEEDED:

Approval of an Amendment and an Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007-2011 TIP and FY 2007
UPWP and Annual Budget to allow these projects to proceed.



PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Transportation Policy Committee: On January 17, 2007, the TPC recommended approval of an
Amendment and an Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007-2011 TIP to allow these projects to

proceed.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Councilmember Peggy Bilsten, Phoenix, Chair
Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa, Vice Chair
Councilmember Ron Aames, Peoria
Kent Andrews, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community
F. Rockne Arnett, Citizens Transportation
Oversight Committee
Councilmember Gail Barney, Queen Creek

# Stephen Beard, SR Beard & Associates
Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert

* Dave Berry, Swift Transportation
Jed S. Billings, FNF Construction

* Not present
# Participated by telephone conference call
+ Participated by videoconference call

Management Committee:

# Mayor Bobby Bryant, Buckeye

Mayor James Cavanaugh, Goodyear
Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler
Councilmember Cliff Elkins, Surprise
# Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe

Eneas Kane, DMB Associates

Joe Lane, State Transportation Board
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale
Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale
David Scholl, Westcor

Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale
Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa County

*

* * * *

On January 10, 2007, the Management Committee recommended

approval of an Amendment and an Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007-2011 TIP and FY 2007
UPWP and Annual Budget to allow these projects to proceed.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair
* George Hoffman, Apache Junction
Charlie McClendon, Avondale
Dave Wilcox, Buckeye
Jon Pearson, Carefree
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah,
Cave Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler
* B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage
Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno,
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community
George Pettit, Gilbert
Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe

*

# Participated by telephone conference call.
+ Participated by videoconference call.

Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,
Litchfield Park

Christopher Brady, Mesa

Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valley

Terry Ellis, Peoria

Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix

John Kross, Queen Creek

Bryan Meyers, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community

Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise

Will Manley, Tempe

Reyes Medrano, Tolleson

Shane Dille, Wickenburg

Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown

Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT

David Smith, Maricopa County

Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Valley Metro/RPTA

Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.



Transportation Review Committee: On December 14, 2006, the TRC unanimously recommended,
that an Amendment and an Administrative Adjustmentto the FY 2007-2011 TIP and FY 2007 UPWP
and Annual Budget should be approved to allow these projects to proceed.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Peoria: David Moody, Acting Chairman * Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich for Dan Lance Maricopa County: Chris Plumb for Mike
Avondale: Shirley Gunther for David Fitzhugh  Eliegood
* Buckeye:Scott Lowe Mesa: Jim Huling
Chandler: Mike Normand for Patrice Kraus * Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli
* El Mirage: B.J. Cornwall Phoenix: Don Herp for Tom Callow
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel # Queen Creek: Mark Young
* Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer * RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth
Gilbert: Tami Ryall Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for Mary O’'Connor
Glendale: Terry Johnson Surprise: Randy Overmyer
* Goodyear: Cato Esquivel * Tempe: Carlos De Leon
Guadalupe: Jim Ricker * Wickenburg: Shane Dille

Valley Metro Rail: John Farry
EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Randi Alcott * ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson
* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman * Pedestrian Working Group: Eric lwersen
* Telecommunications Advisory Group

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

CONTACT PERSON:
Paul Ward, MAG, 602-254-6300.
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Agenda Item #5C

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:
Proposed Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007-2011 Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) for Transit Projects

SUMMARY:

On July 26, 2006, the Regional Council approved the FY 2007-2011 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP). Since that time, the Regional Public Transportation Authority
(RPTA/Valley Metro) has requested the deferral of two STP-AZ federally funded park-and-ride
projects that were not obligated during the last federal fiscal year and an administrative adjustment
is needed to accomplish these deferrals. The proposed changes may be categorized as exempt
projects or minor project revisions for which an air quality conformity analysis is not required.
Consultation on the conformity assessment for the proposed changes is considered under a separate
agenda item.

PUBLIC INPUT:

An opportunity for public input was provided at the December 14, 2006 MAG Transportation Review
Committee meeting, the January 10, 2007 Management Committee meeting and the January 18,
2007 TPC meeting. No comments have been received. All of the projects are included in the air
quality conformity consultation process, and this consultation is being considered as a separate
agenda item.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: Approval of this TIP administrative adjustment 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
assessment.

POLICY: This administrative adjustment request is in accord with all MAG guidelines.

ACTION NEEDED:

Approval of an Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007-2011 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program to defer two STP-AZ funded transit projects as shown in the attached table.



PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Transportation Policy Committee: On January 17, 2007, the TPC recommended approval of an
Administrative Adjustmentto the FY 2007-2011 MAG Transportation Improvement Program to defer
two STP-AZ funded transit projects.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Councilmember Peggy Bilsten, Phoenix, Chair # Mayor Bobby Bryant, Buckeye

Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa, Vice Chair * Mayor James Cavanaugh, Goodyear
Councilmember Ron Aames, Peoria Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler

Kent Andrews, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Councilmember Cliff Elkins, Surprise
Community # Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe

F. Rockne Arnett, Citizens Transportation Eneas Kane, DMB Associates

Oversight Committee

Councilmember Gail Barney, Queen Creek
# Stephen Beard, SR Beard & Associates Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale

Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert David Scholl, Westcor
* Dave Berry, Swift Transportation Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale

Jed S. Billings, FNF Construction Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa County

Joe Lane, State Transportation Board
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale

* * **

* Not present
# Participated by telephone conference call
+ Participated by videoconference call

Management Committee: On January 10, 2007, the Management Committee recommended
approval of an Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007-2011 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program to defer two STP-AZ funded transit projects.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair Litchfield Park
* George Hoffman, Apache Junction Christopher Brady, Mesa
Charlie McClendon, Avondale Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valley
Dave Wilcox, Buckeye Terry Ellis, Peoria
* Jon Pearson, Carefree Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah, John Kross, Queen Creek
Cave Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River
Mark Pentz, Chandler Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
* B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise
Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno, Will Manley, Tempe
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation * Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills Shane Dille, Wickenburg
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT
Community David Smith, Maricopa County
George Pettit, Gilbert Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear Valley Metro/RPTA

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



Transportation Review Committee: On December 14, 2006, the TRC unanimously recommended,
that an Administrative Adjustment to the FY 2007-2011 TIP to defer two STP-AZ funded park-and-

ride projects.
MEMBERS ATTENDING

Peoria: David Moody, Acting Chairman
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich for Dan Lance
Avondale: Shirley Gunther for David Fitzhugh
* Buckeye:Scott Lowe
Chandler: Mike Normand for Patrice Kraus
* El Mirage: B.J. Cornwall
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel
* Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer
Gilbert: Tami Ryall
Glendale: Terry Johnson
* Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
Guadalupe: Jim Ricker

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Randi Alcott,
RPTA

* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman, City of
Litchfield Park

*

*

Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis

Maricopa County: Chris Plumb for Mike
Ellegood

Mesa: Jim Huling

Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli

Phoenix: Don Herp for Tom Callow

Queen Creek: Mark Young

RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth

Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for Mary O’Connor

Surprise: Randy Overmyer

Tempe: Carlos De Leon

Wickenburg: Shane Dille

Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson, Mesa

Pedestrian Working Group: Eric Iwersen,
Tempe

Telecommunications Advisory Group:

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

CONTACT PERSON:
Paul Ward, MAG, 602-254-6300.
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Agenda Item #5D

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:

Recommendation of Projects for MAG Federal Funding in the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) - the MAG Federally Funded Program

SUMMARY:

The MAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) targets all future MAG Federal Funds to specific
modes and, in some cases, identifies specific projects for the funds. For ITS, Bicycle, Pedestrian and
Air Quality projects, the RTP identified funds, but did not specify individual projects. Requests for
projects for the MAG Federal funds expected to be available for FY 2012 have been received, and
ranked by modal technical advisory committees (TACs). Funds are also available for ITS projects
for FYs 2008, 2009 and 2010. The TAC rankings were reviewed by the Transportation Review
Committee (TRC) on December 14, 2006. The attached table contains the most recently
recommended projects from the Air Quality, Bicycle, Pedestrian and ITS modes. The approved
projects from these modes will be combined with other recommendations for the life cycle programs
for freeways, arterials and transit, to form a MAG Federally Funded program. This program will then
be added to the regionally funded components of the freeway, arterial and transit life cycle programs,
projects from the state highway program and any locally/privately funded projects being submitted
for inclusion in the TIP to form the draft TIP (Listing of Projects).

PUBLIC INPUT:

The results of the early phase public input meetings for the Regional Transportation Plan and TIP
are presented in the FY 2007 Early Phase Input Opportunity Report. An opportunity for input will also
occur at the mid-phase meetings in March/April 2007 and at the final phase meetings to be
conducted upon completion of the air quality conformity analysis. Continuous opportunities for public
input are also available. There were no comments on this item from members of the public at the
TRC meeting on December 14, 20086, the Management Committee meeting on January 10, 2007 nor
at the Transportation Policy Committee meeting on January 17, 2007.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Approval of the funding for these projects will enable their inclusion in the TIP and will allow
jurisdictions to develop their projects in a timely and integrated manner.

CONS: If these projects are not approved, the time to develop projects will be limited. Timely
development of projects is needed to ensure that MAG federal funds are fully utilized and to enhance
opportunities for additional federal funds.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: Project selection has been addressed by members of MAG technical advisory
committees. Congestion Management System and Air Quality Emission Reduction scores were
considered and the program is fiscally balanced.

POLICY: The MAG federally funded program has been developed in accord with federal regulations
and MAG policies.



ACTION NEEDED:

Approval of the projects for CMAQ discretionary funding and to include those projects in the Draft
FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement Program for public review and comment.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Transportation Policy Committee: On January 18, 2007, the TPC recommended approval of the
projects for CMAQ discretionary funding and to include those projects in the Draft FY 2008-2012
MAG Transportation Improvement Program for public review and comment.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Councilmember Peggy Bilsten, Phoenix, Chair ~ # Mayor Bobby Bryant, Buckeye

Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa, Vice Chair * Mayor James Cavanaugh, Goodyear
Councilmember Ron Aames, Peoria Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler

Kent Andrews, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Councilmember CIiff Elkins, Surprise
Community # Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe

F. Rockne Arnett, Citizens Transportation Eneas Kane, DMB Associates

Oversight Committee

Councilmember Gail Barney, Queen Creek
# Stephen Beard, SR Beard & Associates Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale
Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert David Scholl, Westcor
Dave Berry, Swift Transportation Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale
Jed S. Billings, FNF Construction Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa County

Joe Lane, State Transportation Board
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale

* * * *

* Not present
# Participated by telephone conference call + Participated by videoconference call

Management Committee: On January 10, 2007, the Management Committee recommended
approval of the projects for CMAQ discretionary funding and to include those projects in the Draft FY
2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement Program for public review and comment.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair Mark Johnson, Guadalupe
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,
* George Hoffman, Apache Junction Litchfield Park
Charlie McClendon, Avondale Christopher Brady, Mesa
Dave Wilcox, Buckeye Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valley
* Jon Pearson, Carefree Terry Ellis, Peoria
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah, Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
Cave Creek John Kross, Queen Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler * Bryan Meyers, Salt River
* B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno, Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation Will Manley, Tempe
Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills * Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend Shane Dille, Wickenburg
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Community Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT
George Pettit, Gilbert David Smith, Maricopa County
Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs, RPTA

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



Transportation Review Committee: On December 14, 2006, the TRC unanimously recommended
approval of the projects submitted for consideration for MAG Federal Funds in the Draft FY 2008-

2012 MAG TIP, as shown in the attached tables.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Peoria: David Moody, Acting Chairman
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich for Dan Lance
Avondale: Shirley Gunther for

David Fitzhugh
Buckeye:Scott Lowe

Chandler: Mike Normand for Patrice Kraus

* El Mirage: B.J. Cornwall
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

* Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer

Gilbert: Tami Ryall

Glendale: Terry Johnson

Goodyear: Cato Esquivel

Guadalupe: Jim Ricker

* Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Randi Alcott
* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman

* ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

*

Maricopa County: Chris Plumb for Mike
Ellegood

Mesa: Jim Huling

Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli

Phoenix: Don Herp for Tom Callow

# Queen Creek: Mark Young

*

*

*

RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth

Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for
Mary O’Connor

Surprise: Randy Overmyer

Tempe: Carlos De Leon

Wickenburg: Shane Dille

Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

Pedestrian Working Group: Eric lwersen
Telecommunications Advisory Group:

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee (AQTAC): On September 28, 2006, the AQTAC made a
recommendation to forward a priority ranking of air quality projects based on particulate matter (PM-
10) reductions, to the Transportation Review Committee for consideration for MAG Federal Funds
in the Draft FY 2008-2012 MAG TIP. The vote on the motion passed with one voting no (italics)

MEMBERS PRESENT
* Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear, Chairman
# Michael Powell, Avondale
Lucky Roberts, Buckeye
# Cynthia White for Jim Weiss, Chandler
* Jamie McCullough, El Mirage
Greg Svelund for Tami Ryall, Gilbert
Doug Kukino, Glendale
# Scott Bouchie, Mesa
Gaye Knight, Phoenix
Larry Person, Scottsdale
Antonio DeLaCruz, Surprise
Oddvar Tveit, Tempe
* Walter Bouchard, Citizen Representative

Corey Woods for Bill Pfeifer, American Lung

Association of Arizona
Sunil Varma, Salt River Project
Brian O’Donnell, Southwest Gas Corp.
* Jim Mikula, Arizona Public Service Co
Gina Grey, Western States Petroleum
Association

Betsy Turner for Randi Alcott, Valley Metro

Dave Berry, Arizona Motor Transport Assn

Jeannette Fish, Maricopa County Farm

Bureau

Russell Bowers, Arizona Rock Products

Association

Michelle Rill, Greater Phoenix Chamber of

Commerce

Amanda McGennis, Associated General

Contractors

Connie Wilhelm-Garcia, Homebuilders

Association of Central Arizona

Stephen J. Andros, American Institute of
Architects - Central Arizona

Mannie Carpenter, Valley Forward

Patrick Clay, University of Arizona -
Cooperative Extension

Beverly Chenausky, ADOT

Peter Hyde, Arizona Department of

Environmental Quality

Wienke Tax, Environmental Protection
Agency



Jo Crumbaker, Maricopa County Air Quality
Department

* Duane Yantorno, Arizona Department of
Weights and Measures
Ed Stillings, Federal Highway Administration

Judi Nelson, Arizona State University

* B. Bobby Ramirez, Salt River Pima-
Maricopa Indian Community

* David Rueckert, Citizen Representative

*Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
#Participated via telephone conference call. +Participated via video conference call.

Combined Pedestrian Working Group and Regional Bicycle Task Force: On October 16, 2006, at a
combined meeting of the Pedestrian Working Group and Regional Bicycle Task Force, the combined
committee unanimously recommended CMAQ funding for six bicycle projects and six pedestrian

projects as shown in the attached tables.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Tami Ryall, Gilbert, Chair, Regional Bicycle
Task Force/Acting Chair of the Pedestrian
Working Group

* Bruce Meyers, ADOA General Services

Michael Sanders, ADOT

Brian Fellows, ADOT

Michael Eagan, ASLA, Arizona Chapter

Janeen Gaskins, Avondale

Thomas Chlebanowski, Buckeye

Michael Normand, Chandler

Bill Lazenby, Coalition of Arizona Bicyclists

Mark Smith, El Mirage

Steve Hancock, Glendale

*

Farhad Tavassoli, Goodyear
Michael Cartsonis, Litchfield Park
Peggy Rubach, Maricopa County
Mitch Foy, Mesa

Brandon Forrey, Peoria
Katherine Coles, Phoenix
Srinivas Goundla, Phoenix
Randi Alcott, RPTA

Dawn Coomer, Scottsdale

Reed Kempton, Scottsdale

Eric lwersen, Tempe

Bart Wingard, Surprise

Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Committee: On November 1, 2006, the ITS committee
unanimously recommended CMAQ funding for the 28 projects as shown in the attached tables, for

inclusion in the FY 2008-2012 MAG TIP.
MEMBERS ATTENDING

Alan Sanderson, Mesa, Chairman
Tim Wolfe, ADOT
Kelly LaRosa, Avondale
Thomas Chlebanowski, Buckeye
Mike Mah, Chandler
* BJ Cornwall, El Mirage
* Lisa Taraborelli for Ken-lchi Maruyama,
Gilbert
* Avery Rhodes for Debbie Burdette, Glendale
Nicolaas Swart, Maricopa County
Ron Amaya, Peoria
* Ron Doubek, Phoenix

Michael Pacelli, Queen Creek

Bruce Dressel, Scottsdale

Nicholas Mascia, Surprise

Jim Decker, Tempe

Arkady Bernshteyn, Valley Metro Rail
Mary Kihl, ASU

Mike Lockhart, DPS

Alan Hansen, FHWA

Dennis Murphy, Phoenix Aviation
Bob Ciotti, Phoenix Public Transit

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

CONTACT PERSON:
Paul Ward, (602) 254-6300
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Agenda Ttem #5E

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:
Purchase of Loop 303 Right-of-Way by the City of Goodyear

SUMMARY:

The City of Goodyear has an opportunity to acquire approximately 87 acres of property that is in the
alignment for the preferred corridor for the L303 from 1-10 to MC 85. The property, if not purchased
now, could be developed between now and when the right-of-way would normally be acquired for the
freeway. This section of L303 has design and right-of-way funds programmed in 2016 and
construction fundingin 2018 and 2019. Goodyear is proposing that the City purchase the property now
for approximately $12 million and that the city would be reimbursed this amount in 2016. The current
appraised value of the property is approximately $14.1 million. To protect the freeway life cycle
program, Goodyear understands that they will only be reimbursed for the property that is actually
needed for the freeway and that, if the freeway corridor is not sited through this property, the City
would not receive any reimbursement. Furthermore, Goodyear would agree to be reimbursed less if
the appraised value of the property in 2016 is less than the current appraised value. Note that the
future appraisal of the property would assume that the highest and best use of the property would be
the same as that assumed in the current appraisal rather than as a remnant property.

With the conditions that only the property needed for the freeway will be reimbursed and that the
amount of the reimbursement will be the amount Goodyear paid for the property or fair market value
assuming that the highest and best use of the property would be the same as that assumed in the
current appraisal, there is no negative impact on the ADOT freeway life cycle program. The freeway
program will potentially benefit from this proposal since any future property value increases and
severance damages will be avoided.

PUBLIC INPUT:
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The proposed acquisition may result in lower right-of-way costs for the freeway program.

CONS: If this part of L303 is not built or if the corridor shifts, the subject property would not be needed
and Goodyear would not be reimbursed for the cost of the property.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The L303 corridor alignment may shift as the siting work on the I[-10 Reliever, which
connects with L303 to the south of the subject property, continues and the design of L303 is finalized.

POLICY: The proposal meets the guidelines set forward in the MAG Freeway Acceleration policy.

ACTION NEEDED:

Approval that the proposal for Goodyear to acquire the property and to be reimbursed at an amount
that is the lesser of the amount Goodyear paid for the property or the fair market value of the property,
assuming the highest and best use as used in the current appraisal, according to the schedule in the
freeway life cycle program for the right-of-way that is required for L303.



PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Transportation Policy Committee: On January 17, 2007, the TPC recommended approval that the
proposal for Goodyear to acquire the property and to be reimbursed at an amount that is the lesser
of the amount Goodyear paid for the property or the fair market value of the property, assuming the
highest and best use as used in the current appraisal, according to the schedule in the freeway life
cycle program for the right-of-way that is required for L303.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Councilmember Peggy Bilsten, Phoenix, Chair # Mayor Bobby Bryant, Buckeye
Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa, Vice Chair * Mayor James Cavanaugh, Goodyear
Councilmember Ron Aames, Peoria Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler
Kent Andrews, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Councilmember Cliff Elkins, Surprise
Community # Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe
F. Rockne Armett, Citizens Transportation Eneas Kane, DMB Associates
Oversight Committee * Joe Lane, State Transportation Board
Councilmember Gail Barney, Queen Creek * Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale
# Stephen Beard, SR Beard & Associates - Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale
Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert David Scholl, Westcor
* Dave Berry, Swift Transportation Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale
Jed S. Billings, FNF Construction Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa County

* Not present
# Participated by telephone conference call.  + Participated by videoconference call.

Management Committee: On January 10, 2007, the Management Committee recommended approval
that the proposal for Goodyear to acquire the property and to be reimbursed at an amount that is the
lesser of the amount Goodyear paid for the property or the fair market value of the property, assuming
the highest and best use as used in the current appraisal, according to the schedule in the freeway life
cycle program for the right-of-way that is required for L303.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair Litchfield Park
* George Hoffman, Apache Junction Christopher Brady, Mesa
Charlie McClendon, Avondale Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valley
Dave Wilcox, Buckeye Terry Ellis, Peoria
* Jon Pearson, Carefree Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah, Cave John Kross, Queen Creek
Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River
Mark Pentz, Chandler Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
* B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise
Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno, Will Manley, Tempe
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation * Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills Shane Dille, Wickenburg
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Community Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT
George Pettit, Gilbert David Smith, Maricopa County
Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe Valley Metro/RPTA

*

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

CONTACT PERSON:
Eric Anderson, MAG, (602) 254-6300



Agenda Item #5F

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:
Consultant Selection for the Interstates 8 and 10 Hidden Valley Transportation Framework Study

SUMMARY:

The FY 2007 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget, approved by the MAG
Regional Council in May 2006, includes the Interstates 8 and 10 Hidden Valley Transportation
Framework Study. This regional study of the Hidden Valley was requested by the Arizona Department
of Transportation (ADOT), Maricopa County Department of Transportation ( MCDOT), Pinal County
Department of Public Works, the Cities of Goodyear, Maricopa and Casa Grande, and the Town of
Buckeye to assess the future demands for Interstates 8 and 10 in Western Maricopa and Pinal
Counties.

MAG has been requested to serve as the lead agency given the regional nature of this project. Project
partners who are providing financial support include ADOT, MCDOT, Central Arizona Association of
Governments (CAAG), Pinal County Public Works, the Cities of Goodyear and Maricopa, and the
Town of Buckeye. Development contributions may also comprise a portion of the financial participation
in the study, through Maricopa County and the Town of Buckeye. In September 2006, the MAG
Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget was amended to include all financial participation
of the other project partners.

Following this action, MAG advertised for a consultant to provide services to accomplish this study.
MAG received three consultant proposals in early November from HDR, Inc., Parsons Brinckerhoff,
and DMJM Harris. A multi-agency review team consisting of representatives from the project’s funding
pariners - ADOT, Maricopa County Department of Transportation, Pinal County Public Works, the
Cities of Goodyear and Maricopa, and the Town of Buckeye - reviewed and scored the proposals to
a short list of two consultants for interviews. These interviews occurred in late November and the
review team recornmended to MAG the selection of DMJM Harris to accomplish the consultant effort
for the Interstates 8 and 10 Hidden Valley Roadway Framework Study.

All agencies are concerned about the number of requests for new interchanges along the region’s
primary commercial links to Tucson and San Diego and the general lack of regional connections
between the Hidden Valley and other portions of the metropolitan area. To accomplish this goal, the
study is recommended to contain a regional roadway framework study for establishing connections
with the Interstates, and other regional roadways, including the SR-303L/Estrella Freeway extension,
SR-84, SR-85, SR-87, SR-238, SR-347, and SR-587. Recommendations from this study may be
incorporated into future updates of the Regional Transportation Plan.

PUBLIC INPUT:
No public input has been received concerning the recommendation.



PROS & CONS:

PROS: A framework comprised of regional connections and roadways will be established for this
portion of the MAG region, where little transportation infrastructure is available. Recommendations
from this project will guide development of the transportation infrastructure and protect the existing
investments by MAG and ADOT. The project also represents a significant element for future updates
of the Regional Transportation Plan.

CONS: Without a framework for regional connections and roadways, development of the Hidden
Valley will proceed, and thereby strain the existing and future transportation infrastructure in this
portion of the MAG region; especially Interstate 10, the region’s primary commercial and freight
corridor.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: Planning in this portion of the region expands the urban transportation modeling area
maintained by MAG (approximately 355th Avenue); this project’s study boundary is recommended as
459th Avenue.

POLICY: Recommendations from this project will provide transportation planning guidance to MAG,
ADOT, CAAG, Maricopa County, Pinal County Department of Public Works, the Town of Buckeye, the
Cities of Goodyear, Maricopa, and Casa Grande, and the Federal Highway Administration. The project
will recommend regional connections and roadways to be included as part of the regional
transportation planning process, and for possible incorporation into a future update of the Regional
Transportation Plan.

ACTION NEEDED:

Approval of the selection of DMJM Harris to conduct the Interstates 8 and 10 Hidden Valley Roadway
Framework Study for an amount not to exceed $770,000.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Management Committee: On January 10, 2007, the Management Committee recommended approval
of the selection of DMJM Harris to conduct the Interstates 8 and 10 Hidden Valley Roadway
Framework Study for an amount not to exceed $770,000.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair Litchfield Park
* George Hoffman, Apache Junction Christopher Brady, Mesa
Charlie McClendon, Avondale Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valiey
Dave Wilcox, Buckeye Terry Ellis, Peoria
* Jon Pearson, Carefree Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah, John Kross, Queen Creek
Cave Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River
Mark Pentz, Chandler Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
* B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise
Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno, Will Manley, Tempe
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation * Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills Shane Dille, Wickenburg
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT
Community David Smith, Maricopa County
George Pettit, Gilbert Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear Valley Metro/RPTA

Mark Johnson, Guadalupe



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

On November 21, 2006, a multi-agency review team interviewed two of the firms that submitted
proposals and recommended to MAG that DMJM Harris be selected to conduct the Interstates 8 and
10-Hidden Valley Roadway Framework Study for an amount not to exceed $770,000.

MULTI-AGENCY REVIEW TEAM:

Dianne Kresich, Arizona Department of Thomas Chlebanowski, Town of Buckeye
Transportation Brent Billingsly, City of Maricopa

Tim Oliver, Maricopa County Department of Eileen Yazzie, MAG

Transportation Bob Hazlett, MAG

Doug Hansen, Pinal County Public Works
Luke Albert, City of Goodyear

CONTACT PERSON:
Bob Hazlett, 602 254-6300.



Agenda Item #56

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:
Conformity Consultation

SUMMARY:

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for
an amendment to the FY 2007-2011 MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The proposed
amendment includes the addition of a new City of Phoenix project for the purchase of a standard bus
in FY 2007. In addition, other minor project revisions are included for an Elderly Mobility Pilot Program
and two regional park-and-ride projects. Comments on the conformity assessment are requested by
January 26, 2007.

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and has found that the
amendment requires consultation on the conformity assessment. The amendment includes projects
that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations and minor project revisions that
do not require a conformity determination.

PUBLIC INPUT:

An opportunity for public comment was provided at the January 10, 2007 MAG Management
Committee meeting and no public comments were received.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: Interagency consultation for the amendment notifies the planning agencies of project
modifications to the TIP.

CONS: The review of conformity assessment requires additional time in the project approval process.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: The amendment may not be considered until the consultation process for the conformity
assessment is completed.

POLICY: Federal transportation conformity regulations require interagency consultation on
development of the transportation plan, TIP, and associated conformity determinations to include a
process involving the Metropolitan Planning Organization, State and local air quality planningagencies,
State and local transportation agencies, Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Highway
Administration, and the Federal Transit Administration. Consultation on the conformity assessment
has been prepared in accordance with federal regulations, MAG Conformity Consultation Processes
adopted by the Regional Council in February 1996 and MAG Transportation Conformity Guidance and
Procedures adopted by the Regional Council in March 1996. In addition, federal guidance is followed
in response to court rulings regarding transportation conformity.

ACTION NEEDED:
Consultation.



PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Management Committee: This item was on the agenda of the January 10, 2007 MAG Management

Committee meeting for consultation.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair
George Hoffman, Apache Junction
Charlie McClendon, Avondale
Dave Wilcox, Buckeye
Jon Pearson, Carefree
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah,
Cave Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler
* B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage
Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno,
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community
George Pettit, Gilbert
Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe

*

# Participated by telephone conference call.

Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,
Litchfield Park

Christopher Brady, Mesa

Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valley

Terry Ellis, Peoria

Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix

John Kross, Queen Creek

Bryan Meyers, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community

Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise

Will Manley, Tempe

Reyes Medrano, Tolleson

Shane Dille, Wickenburg

Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown

Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT

David Smith, Maricopa County

Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Valley Metro/RPTA

Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ Participated by videoconference call.

Transportation Review Committee: On December 14, 2006, the MAG Transportation Review
Committee unanimously recommended that an amendment to the FY 2007-2011 TIP and FY 2007
Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget should be approved to allow these projects to

proceed.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Maricopa County: Chris Plumb for Mike
Ellegood, Chairperson

ADOT: Floyd Roehrich for Dan Lance

Avondale: Shirley Gunther for David
Fitzhugh

Buckeye: Scott Lowe

Chandler: Mike Normand for Patrice Kraus
El Mirage: B.J. Cornwall

Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer

Gilbert: Tami Ryall

Glendale: Terry Johnson

Goodyear: Cato Esquivel

Guadalupe, Jim Ricker

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
*Regional Bicycle Task Force: Randi Alcott
*Street Committee: Darryl Crossman

* Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis
Mesa: Jim Huling
* Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli
Peoria: David Moody
Phoenix: Don Herp for Tom Callow
Queen Creek: Mark Young
RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth
Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for Mary
O’Connor
Surprise: Randy Overmyer
Tempe: Carlos De Leon
* Wickenburg: Shane Dille
Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

* 3

*Pedestrian Working Group: Eric Iwersen
*ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

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

CONTACT PERSON: _
Dean Giles, MAG, (602) 254-6300.



Agenda Item #5H

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:
Fiscal Impact of Domestic Violence on Local Criminal Justice Systems

SUMMARY:

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Regional Domestic Violence Council’s Victim Services
Stakeholder Group, in partnership with the Arizona State University Partnership for Community
Development, has completed the report, The Fiscal Impact of Domestic Violence on Local Criminal Justice
Systems in the MAG Region. The report provides data on the costs of domestic violence (DV) to police
departments, prosecutors' offices, and municipal courts in a sampling of four cities. The four participating
cities were Avondale, Glendale, Phoenix and Scottsdale. Based on the report's findings, three
recommendations are provided: additional study at a municipal level; analysis of existing local policies and
procedures to identify differences and commonalities; and identify and recommend applicable data
collection and data sharing models.

PUBLIC INPUT:

There have been opportunities for public input at the Regional Domestic Violence Council meetings on
April 6, June 1, and October 5, 2006, the Human Services Coordinating Committee meetings on April 20
and October 19, 2006, and the MAG Management Committee meeting on January 10, 2007. No public
comments were received.

PROS & CONS: '

PROS: The results of the study provided in the report can assist MAG cities and towns in quantifying the
costs associated with providing criminal justice services in domestic violence cases on an annual basis.
The study demonstrated an opportunity to identify best practices and commonalities in data collection
across municipalities.

CONS: Municipal departments track this type of data in differing ways; therefore, results cannot be reliably
compared across jurisdictions. Often, the data provided by the cities are based upon educated estimates
of costs. The four participating municipalities do not provide a representative sample of all municipalities
in the MAG region and regional estimates are based upon extrapolations.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: Law enforcement frequently represents the largest portion of municipal budgets. Therefore,
it is important for local policymakers, department heads, and staff to be able to clearly identify where their
law enforcement dollars are being used and what types of crimes require the most costly law enforcement
response. Domestic violence calls are often cited by law enforcement officers as the most frequent type
of call they receive. The results presented in this report can assist municipalities in estimating the portion
of their total law enforcement budgets that is dedicated to providing services in domestic violence related
cases. However, more study is needed on the individual municipal level to most accurately quantify the
amounts spent on DV in any given community.

POLICY: Because there is such a high rate of recidivism among domestic violence offenders,
municipalities may determine that it would be more cost effective in the long-term to provide more domestic
violence prevention programs. By supporting awareness and prevention programs, the overall number of



offenders or future offenders may be reduced, thereby leading to cost savings for law enforcement or the
reallocation of law enforcement dollars that would otherwise be spent on responding to domestic violence
cases. Given the need for additional study on the municipal level, policy makers may choose to pursue
more individualized data within their communities.

ACTION NEEDED:
Information and discussion.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

This item was on the January 10, 2007 MAG Management Committee agenda for information and

discussion.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair
* George Hoffman, Apache Junction
Charlie McClendon, Avondale
Dave Wilcox, Buckeye
* Jon Pearson, Carefree
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah,
Cave Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler
* B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage
Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno,
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community
George Pettit, Gilbert
Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe

*

Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,
Litchfield Park

Christopher Brady, Mesa

Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valley

Terry Ellis, Peoria

Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix

John Kross, Queen Creek

Bryan Meyers, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community

Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise

Will Manley, Tempe

Reyes Medrano, Tolleson

Shane Dille, Wickenburg

Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown

Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT

David Smith, Maricopa County

Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Valley Metro/RPTA

Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Participated by telephone conference call. + Participated by videoconference call.

On October 19, 2006, the MAG Human Services Committee reviewed, provided comments and approved

the draft report.

MEMBERS ATTENDING:

* Supervisor Mary Rose Wilcox, Maricopa
County, Chair
Mayor Marie Lopez-Rogers, Avondale, Vice-
Chair

* Councilmember Rob Antoniak, Goodyear

+ Councilmember Dave Crozier, Gilbert

* Councilmember Roy Delgado, El Mirage
Councilmember Trinity Donovan, Chandler
Laura Guild for Charlene Moran Flaherty,
DES/CSA

Councilmember Kyle Jones, Mesa
Councilmember Manuel Martinez, Glendale
Jim McCabe, Area Agency on Aging

+ Carol McCormack, Mesa United Way

+ Jayson Matthews for Janet Regner, Tempe
Community Council
Councilmember Onnie Sherejian, Tempe

+ Bob Baratko for Mayor Joan Shafer, Surprise

*Those members neither present nor represented by proxy. +Those members present by audio or video

conference.



On October 5, 2006, the MAG Regional Domestic Violence Council reviewed, provided comments, and

recommended the report for approval.

MEMBERS ATTENDING:
* Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Chair
Tony Vidale for John A. Blackburn, Jr.,
AZ Criminal Justice Commission
Jennifer Casaletto, Maricopa
Medical Center
* Chris Christy, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community
* Gene D’Adamo, The Arizona Republic
JoAnn Del-Colle, Governor’s Office
Laura Guild, DES
Shannon Cotton for Cindy Hallman,
Marley House
* Moe Gallegos, City of Phoenix Family
Advocacy Center
* Bill Hart, AZ Attorney General’s Office
Mike Donovan for Dan Hughes, Surprise
Cmdr. Kim Humphrey, Phoenix Public Affairs
Bureau, Vice Chair
* Candace Johnson, PREHAB of AZ
Alice Ghareib for Mary Lynn Kasunic, Area
Agency on Aging
Patricia Klahr, Chrysalis Shelter
Sherri Lauritano, City of Phoenix Prosecutor’s
Office

Councilmember Phil Lieberman, City of
Glendale
* Jodi Beckley Liggett, AZ Foundation for
Women
Councilmember Betty Lynch, City of Avondale
JoEllen Lynn, American Express
Carolyn  McBurney, Envision
Management
Lisa Melton, Community Legal Services
Monica Holladay for Michael Parascandola,
City of Goodyear
Chris Groninger for Leah Meyers, AZ Coalition
Against Domestic Violence
Janice Parker, Save the Family Foundation
Connie Phillips, Sojourner Center
Lynn Potts for John Pombier, Mesa
D.C. Ernst for Kerry Ramella, Phoenix Fire
Department
Sandra Renteria, Phoenix Police Department
Councilmember Fred Scott, Goodyear
Kristy Hunt for Patricia Stevens, Maricopa
County Attorney’s Office
* Judy Tapscott, City of Tempe
Rick Ybarra, Value Options

Project

*Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+Those members present by audio or video conference.

On April 20, 2006, the MAG Human Services Coordinating Commiittee reviewed the draft survey and

provided comments.

MEMBERS ATTENDING:

* Supervisor Mary Rose Wilcox, Maricopa
County, Chair
Councilmember Rob Antoniak, Goodyear
Councilmember Roy Delgado, El Mirage
Charlene Moran Flaherty, DES/CSA

* Councilmember Joe Johnson, Surprise
Councilmember Kyle Jones, Mesa
Councilmember Betty S. Lynch for Mayor Marie
Lopez-Rogers, City of Avondale, Vice Chair

Councilmember Manuel Martinez, Glendale

* Jim McCabe, Area Agency on Aging

+ Carol McCormack, Mesa United Way

* Councilmember Dave Crozier, Gilbert

+ Councilmember Kevin Osterman, Scottsdale

J ayson Matthews for Janet Regner, Tempe
Community Council

+ Vice Mayor Phillip Westbrooks, Chandler

*Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+Those members present by audio or video conference.



On April 6, 2006, the Regional Domestic Violence Council recommended approval of the draft survey.

MEMBERS ATTENDING:
Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Chair
* Mark Armstrong, MC Superior Court
Tony Vidale for John A. Blackburn, Jr.,
AZ Criminal Justice Commission

Jerry Boone, Maricopa County Department of

Public Health
Dena Salter for Jennifer Casaletto, Maricopa
Medical Center
* Chris Christy, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community
* Gene D’Adamo, The Arizona Republic
* JoAnn Del-Colle, Governor’s Office
Marqueta McSwain for Laura Guild, DES
Shannon Cotton for Cindy Hallman,
Marley House
Scott Connelly for Dan Hughes, Surprise
* Cmdr. Kim Humphrey, Phoenix Public Affairs
Bureau, Vice Chair
* Mary Lynn Kasunic, Area Agency on Aging
Wallace Kemp, Phoenix Police Department
Patricia Klahr, Chrysalis Shelter
* Councilmember Phil Lieberman, Glendale

Jodi Beckley Liggett, AZ Foundation for

Women

Loren Kirkeide, SRP, for JoEllen Lynn,
American Express

Carolyn McBurney, Envision Project
Management

Bill Hart, Office of the Attorney General

Lisa Melton, Community Legal Services
Michael Parascandola, Goodyear

Celeste Adams for Janice Parker, Save the
Family Foundation

Don Peyton, Phoenix Fire Dept.

Connie Phillips, Sojourner Center

Lynn Potts for John Pombier, Mesa
Councilmember Fred Scott, Goodyear

Ginger Spencer, Phoenix Family

Advocacy Center

Frankie Grimsman for Patricia Stevens,
Maricopa County Attorney’s Office

Kris Scharlau for Judy Tapscott, Tempe
Vicki Hill for Kerry G. Wangberg, Phoenix
Prosecutor’s Office

Dale Weibusch, Arizona Coalition

Against Domestic Violence

* Rick Ybarra, Value Options

*Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

+Those members present by audio or video conference.

CONTACT PERSON:

Amy St. Peter, Human Services Manager, 602-254-6300.
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Executive Summary

The Maricopa Association of Governments' (MAG) Regional Domestic Violence Council, in
partnership with Arizona State University’s Partnership for Community Development, and through
a grant from the Governor’s Office Division for Women, set out to determine an estimate of the
fiscal impact of domestic violence upon local criminal justice systems in the MAG region. This

pilot study included a survey of the police departments, prosecutor’s offices, and municipal
courts of four municipalities to determine an estimate of local incidence, as well as local costs.
The participating cities were the City of Avondale, City of Glendale, City of Phoenix, and City of
Scottsdale. These four cities graciously volunteered to assist with this effort but do not provide a
representative sample of the entire MAG region.

It was found that each municipality in the region tracks data on domestic violence related crimes
differently; therefore, it was difficult to compare data from the various municipalities to reach an
average cost for the entire region. Although the scope was significantly limited, it was determined
that the average cost to provide the services included in the study would, at a minimum, likely
range between $18 and $26 million per year across the MAG region*.

The study provided three recommendations:

« Thefirstis for further research into the costs of domestic violence (DV) upon local criminal
justice systems. Because one of the most significant findings of this initial pilot study was
how little information is currently available, further research is warranted.

+ The second recommendation is to work more closely with municipal departments
to better understand various local policies and procedures to identify differences and
commonalities across jurisdictions. The most common policies and procedures, or
those identified as the most useful, may be used to form a common procedural basis for
enhanced information tracking.

+ The third recommendation is to identify and recommend applicable data collection
and data sharing models. It is possible that useful tools are already available to enhance
the collection and sharing of DV-related crime data. If identified, these tools could be
recommended for broader implementation by an authoritative law enforcement body.

*This figure was estimated by averaging the per capita cost to each municipality to provide each surveyed
category of service. The three service categories were then added to provide an estimated total cost of $6.32
per person. Based upon the estimated 3.5 million population of the MAG region, the total cost is $18 to $26

million per year, given a plus or minus 20 percent variance.

Introduction

This report provides an initial exploration of the fiscal impact of domestic violence on local
criminal justice systems in the MAG region. It is an initial step toward quantifying the overall fiscal
impact of DV on local governments, and toward identifying areas for future research. The report
is limited in that it represents only a small portion of the costs involved in providing a public
response to DV, and in that the four participating municipalities do not provide a representative
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sample of the entire MAG region. The Cities of Avondale, Glendale, Phoenix, and Scottsdale
provided the data supporting this report. Additional information was independently researched
by the Victim Services Stakeholder Group of the MAG Regional Domestic Violence Council. The
Regional Domestic Violence Council and the Stakeholder Group would like to thank the cities

that participated in this project for their time and effort. Thanks should also be extended to
Arizona State University’s Partnership for Community Development, which provided support and
assistance for this project.

This report is offered by the MAG Regional Domestic Violence Council. The Council is a multi-

disciplinary group of state and local government leaders, social service providers, first responders,

' health care providers, and employers who work together to provide a more consistently

42 coordinated community response to domestic violence in Maricopa County. The Council has

=~ been working since 1999 to end domestic violence in the MAG region. In that year, MAG published

the Regional Domestic Violence Plan, which pointed to 41 recommendations that would serve

to decrease the incidence of, and improve the community response to, domestic violence.

Recommendation number 34 provided for the “implementation of a coordinated data collection

and retrieval system in order to hold offenders accountable” (MAG, 1999). The development of this

report, and its final recommendations, indicate the continued need for this type of coordinated

data collection, and provides suggested next steps toward the implementation of the original
recommendation.

The MAG Victim Services Stakeholder Group operates under the MAG Regional Domestic Violence

Council. One of goals of this Stakeholder Group is to provide insight that will begin to quantify the
financial impact of domestic violence on the municipalities in the MAG region. With this goal in
mind, the purpose of this report is to explore the criminal justice public service costs of domestic

violence in the MAG region. There is the incalculable cost of human suffering, both in the short- fsgg;;estic
and long-term health and well being of victims and their families. There are also many other fiscal iolence
costs associated with domestic violence, including the provision of crisis services, health care Council

expenses, social services, emergency and transitional shelter, legal services, and employment

Exploration of the Fiscal Impact of Domestic Violence on Local Criminal Justice Systems in the MAG Region Page 2



disruption. This report will focus upon the small portion the financial costs that municipalities
incur as a result of domestic violence.

As afirst step toward assessing these costs, the Stakeholder Group developed a survey that focused
on three areas of the criminal justice system. These three areas included police, prosecution, and
municipal courts. Municipal employees who track fiscal data for these departments provided their
input during the development of the surveys {(Appendix A). The primary units of measurement
were the number of DV-related police calls and police reports, the number of DV-related cases
reviewed and charged, and the number of ex parte and contested order of protection hearings.

The report is part of a larger effort by the MAG Regional Domestic Violence Council and other
entities within Maricopa County and the State of Arizona to gather more empirical information
about domestic violence and its impact upon communities. In December 2005, Arizona State
University's Morrison Institute for Public Policy published a statewide report titled Layers of
Meaning: Domestic Violence and Law Enforcement Attitudes in Arizona. This publication sought to
demonstrate the implications of DV from a law enforcement perspective, including information
as to the prevalence of DV-related crimes, the frustration
many officers feel with the number of repeat cases, and the
lack of discretion they feel they have in responding to DV
incidents. In the Morrison Institute study, officers clearly
expressed that DV is one of, if not the highest, volume
calls they receive, and it is a drain on the resources of their
departments (ASU, 2005). This economic case statement
will show a portion of the costs involved in providing law
enforcement services in DV cases.

A Behavior Research Center survey conducted in May 2005
found that 93 percent of residents in Maricopa County feel
that domestic violence is a problem in Arizona, with 72

percent specifying that it is a “major” problem. This belief
was held universally across all population subgroups (BRC,
2005). Thus, because this issue is of such great concern to the citizens of the MAG region, the
MAG Regional Domestic Violence Council recognized the importance of conducting empirically-
based research that can begin to shed more light on the issue from many different perspectives,
including the financial perspective. With more empirically researched data, cities and towns can
make more informed decisions as to how they can most appropriately respond to this critical
issue in their own communities and appropriate resources accordingly.

This report is the second study offered by the Stakeholder Group in 2006. In January, the Group,
together with Arizona State University’s Partnership for Community Development, released an

MAG Regional
initial report that demonstrated the current level of need for domestic violence shelter beds in Domestic
the MAG region. Based upon quantitative and qualitative data received from each of the local iolence
domestic violence shelters, it was determined that at least 325 additional beds are needed in Council

order to meet the current level of demand (MAG, 2006).
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This report is funded by an Innovative Grant provided by the Governor’s Office for Children,
Youth and Families, Division for Women. The Stakeholder Group and the MAG Regional Domestic
Violence Council would like to thank the Governor’s Office for its support of this report.

The report presents the following information:
« Definition of domestic violence
+ Scope of the project
- Literature Review
« Barriers to the Study
- Caveats
» Findings
« Recommendations

Definition of Domestic Violence

Domestic violence (DV), or intimate partner violence, is a serious problem that negatively impacts
all communities, including our communities in Maricopa County. According to the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, every year about 1.5 million women and more than 800,000 men
are raped or physically assaulted by an intimate partner in the United States. While these figures are
staggering, the number rises to 5.3 million incidents of intimate partner violence when relatively
minor assaults like pushing, grabbing, shoving, slapping, and hitting are included (CDC, 2003).

The Arizona Coalition Against Domestic Violence defines DV as “a pattern of coercive control that
one person exercises over another. Abusers use physical and sexual violence, threats, emotional
insults and economic deprivation as a way to dominate their partners and get their way” (AzCADV,
2006). Itis important to note the breadth of this definition, and also to note that many definitions
of varying scopes exist for domestic violence. For example, in the State of Arizona, statute defines
domestic violence by the relationship between the victim and abuser and the type of crime
committed. Thus, it is a designation that can be assigned to a separate crime, such as assault or
aggravated assault, if the “relationship test”is met. The determination if any individual crime is
DV related is left up to the discretion of the responding police department. Therefore, for the
purposes of this report, the definition of DV must remain subjective.

Scope of the Project

The intent of this project was to survey all municipalities in the MAG region in order to explore
the fiscal impact of DV upon their communities. However, after this initial pilot study with the
four volunteer cities, it was determined that the data accumulated from just these municipalities
would be used in this report. The Stakeholder Group discovered that the municipalities in the
MAG region have vastly different ways of tracking such information. This resulted in a myriad of
responses to survey questions, which had relatively little comparative or summative value (e.g.,

averaging costs across cities and towns was virtually impossible). It should be noted that the
MAG Regionat

participating communities do not provide a representative sampling of all the communities in the Domestic
MAG region, but serve only as examples of a portion of the costs in some areas. The Stakeholder iolence
Group determined that this report would be useful by informing the MAG region of both its initial Council

findings from the survey and the challenges encountered in trying to quantify the fiscal impact.
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The results may suggest that changes in how DV cases are tracked may be necessary before a
more accurate estimation of the criminal justice costs can be determined.

The prime focus of the report was limited to:
1) the costs for police to respond to DV calls, 2)
how much it costs to prosecute DV cases, and
3) the municipal court costs of ex parte and
contested order of protection hearings. The
costs of any specific DV training for employees
and the total annual costs for any employees
dedicated to DV (for example, detectives,
special task forces, and courts personnel) were

also examined. However, this report does not
attempt to capture the entire criminal justice
public service costs of DV. For example, the costs of multiple-day incarcerations, court-mandated
programs and pre-trial costs for perpetrators, and probation oversight represent some costs that
were not analyzed for this initial report.

This report provides a small window into the complex variables involved when assessing the
economic impact of domestic violence. However, what should not be lost in the analysis of this
report are the victims of DV, who are more than statistics, and the women and men who work
tirelessly to help victims and prosecute abusers.

Literature Review

To date, comparatively little research has been done in the United States to quantify the public
service costs of domestic violence. More studies have attempted to highlight the direct and
opportunity costs of DV on victims, private businesses, and health care systems. The following is
a review of two studies that included public services in their cost assessments, and a cost-benefit
analysis of the Violence Against Women Act of 1994. Please see Figure One for a comparison of
the cost studies.

The State of Tennessee

The State of Tennessee Economic Council of Women commissioned a report entitled "The Impact
of Domestic Violence on the Tennessee Economy” in January 2006. The report confirmed that DV
is heavily underreported and has a severe negative economic impact on the State’s economy.
The report focused on the costs of DV businesses, the health care system, the legal system, social
services, and faith-based communities. The report is the first statewide study of the financial
impact of domestic violence in the United States. However, the authors note that accurately
projecting the extent of the fiscal impacts of DV in Tennessee is problematic because so many

incidents go unreported. The study relies upon data extrapolated from national statistics, in
MAG Regional

addition to the available state-level data. , Domestic
jolence
The study estimates that DV costs the State approximately $147 million per year, which includes Council

$49.9 million in costs to the legal system. Based on 2000 census data, this $147 million total would
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equate to nearly $26 per Tennessee resident per year. Nearly $9 of the $26 per capita total goes
toward legal costs. This per capita legal cost estimation is close to that found in the analysis for
this report of the costs in the MAG region, although the costs examined were quite different. This
is explained further below.

The reportincludes the following recommendations to improve the State of Tennessee’s criminal
justice systems’ response to DV (pp. 10-11):

« Local jurisdictions should establish one-stop shops to eliminate the re-victimization of
DV survivors. These locations would likely be similar to the Family Advocacy Centers that
operate in the MAG region.

« Courts, for decision-making purposes, need access to an integrated information system
that would allow judges at all levels to identify not only the alleged abusers, but also their
current status throughout the justice system.

+ Thestatutory consequences of committing DV-related crimes, including homicide, should
be increased and modified.

+ The state ombudsman program should be extended to court personnel who act as
advisors to victims in DV cases.

United Kingdom

In a 2004 comprehensive study of the costs of domestic violence in the United Kingdom (UK),
Professor. Sylvia Walby from the University of Leeds determined there were three major types of
costs: 1) public services (including the criminal justice system, health care, social services, housing,
and civil legal), 2) loss of economic output by employees and employers and 3) the human and
emotional costs incurred by the victims. Walby estimated that in 2001, the UK. spent the equivalent
of nearly $2 billion on DV in the criminal justice system alone. Based on 2006 population estimates,
this is the equivalent of nearly $33 per resident. Again, the UK study included a much broader
spectrum of costs than this report on DV costs to criminal justice systems in the MAG region.

As the Stakeholder Group found to be the case in the MAG region, Walby found that estimating
the cost of police activity was difficult, even when police had to account for their time (every
15 minutes) and indicate what kind of call they were on (violent, nonviolent, etc.) As in Arizona,
another challenge in determining the actual DV costs for police in the UK was tracking the number
of DV related crimes. “Since there is no specific crime of domestic violence, there is no specific
crime code under which it may be recorded. Instead, domestic violence is embedded within
existing police categories, largely within those of violence against the person” (p. 38). This is also
true of the data collected in this report.

Violence Against Women Act, 1994

Professors Andrea Biddle and Sandra Martin from the University of North Carolina, with School of

Public Health doctoral student Kathryn Andersen Clark, did a cost-benefit analysis of the Violence

Against Women Act of 1994 (VAWA-I) to determine if the $1.6 billion for programs spent over five .

years reduced the social costs of violence against women, much of which is DV related (2002). fsgp;ﬁesﬁc
These costs included direct property losses, health care, police response, victim services, lost iolence
productivity, reduced quality of life, and death. The research found that VAWA-I did save $14.8 Council
billion in social costs and that government programs do work to reduce the impact of DV on our
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society. An unintended consequence of providing DV programs and services, such as shelter, is
that justice systems costs may increase as more “women are informed of their legal rights and of
the potential value of justice system intervention. More women may seek temporary orders of
protection and place more calls to law enforcement, which could lead to more arrests and court
actions” (Chanley, Chanley, & Campbell, 2001, p. 401). However, it is important to note here that
the cost savings that may occur due to reduced recidivism may far outweigh the increased short-
term costs of effective intervention by the criminal justice system.

Barriers to the Study

There were a number of barriers encountered in this
project. Each city and town within the MAG region is
unique, and given the vast differences in size, growth,
development and availability of resources, each
conducts data collection differently based upon its
own circumstances and needs. The differences in data
collection methods are born of the fact that there are
currently no standardized statewide or countywide
tracking requirements or recommended guidelines
related to DV incidents. Therefore, the provision of
one standard survey for each municipality did not
elicit standard data. Although the Stakeholder Group
consulted with police, prosecutors, and court clerks
during the development of the survey, questions that
are wholly answerable by one municipality may not

be so for another.

In two of the survey categories, police and prosecution, three of the four cities had enough
internal data to enable them to the respond. All four cities responded to the municipal court
questions. When the cities answered the survey questions in their entirety, they were not always
able to answer them in the same way, or in the way the formula intended. For some questions
the answer was "unknown.” The diversity in the answers makes it very difficult to compare or
average the costs incurred.

As found in the UK study, domestic violence itself is not a crime in Arizona, as explained in the

section above on the definition of domestic violence. Rather, it is a designation that can be

assigned to certain crimes, such as assault and aggravated assault, when the "relationship test”is

met. The number of individual decisions that must be made in any individual case as to whether

or not the DV designation applies can itself lead to complications in attempting to track accurate

data on the number of DV crimes in any given municipality. The number of discretionary decisions

can make the application of the DV designation inconsistent. Additionally, some municipalities in .

the MAG region do not have a DV-specific code by which to track police calls. Survey respondents ﬁggI}.iCStiC
in cities that do have a DV code reported that they often have a very difficult time accurately iolence
quantifying the number of DV calls, depending upon how the dispatcher initially coded the call Council

versus the determination of the responding police officers at the scene of incidence.
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The root cause of these bartiers may be twofold: 1) there is
no statewide or countywide requirement for departments
to track DV criminal justice costs and 2) cities that do have
the ability to track this type of cost information do not do
so in the same way due to differences related to individual
municipal data needs, size and resources.

Caveats

The prime caveat to this study is that the data provided
by the four cities included in the report were often“rough”
estimates. The participating municipalities based their
survey responses upoh the data that were available

to them, or upon their most educated estimations.
Thus, the Stakeholder Group determined that trying
to get comparative data from all municipalities in the MAG region was beyond the scope of
this report and that it should be considered a pilot study of a small number of cities that will
help to determine appropriate next steps for further research. It should also be noted that the
participating municipalities do not provide a comprehensive sample of the entire MAG region, and
so conclusions based on data should be thought of as not representative of the entire region.

Findings

Police costs

Cities were asked how many emergency 911 DV calls they received in fiscal year 2005 and how
many DV reports were filed after responding to the calls. In the surveyed cities, there were large
differences between the numbers of calls received and the numbers of reports filed. One reason
given for this finding was that the Arizona Revised Statues defines DV very broadly, which leads
dispatchers to code calls as DV more often than they might if the statute was more narrowly
defined. In practice, some municipalities dispatch calls as DV whenever there is a possibility that it
may be DV-related, even if the caller does not identify it as such. When the officer arrives on-scene
after responding to a call dispatched as DV, he or she may determine that DV was not involved,
thus removing the DV designation. This is just one reason why the number of calls dispatched as
DV is frequently higher than the number reported as DV.

In another case, a municipality did not have a DV-specific code to dispatch calls until relatively
recently. In this case, DV-related crimes were designated as such by the responding officer, rather
than by the dispatcher.

The prime finding is that different police departments both dispatch and report DV crimes _
differently. Further, this varied practice impacts daily resources, procedures and decisions. For ]Mﬁggl(gestic
exampile, in one city, if the dispatcher codes the call as DV, it automatically becomes a priority iolence
one call that requires two officers to respond, assuming two are available. However, other cities Council
reported that DV calls frequently require only one responding officer.

Exploration of the Fiscal impact of Domestic Violence on Local Criminal Justice Systems in the MAG Region Page 8



Another finding is that some larger police departments have the capacity to track DV and other
types of crimes in more detail, given their larger pool of human resources and larger budgets.
Some smaller municipalities find it more difficult to hire enough police to keep up with growth,
and thus are not able to track data in the same way. Additionally, they are also not able to
dedicate the same amount of police resources to DV, such as additional training post-academy
or dedicated DV units.

These findings are not new to local law enforcement officials, who have long recognized the lack
of accurate and reliable quantitative data on domestic violence related crimes, both on a strictly
local level, as well as on a broader regional and statewide level. Individual municipalities, such as
the City of Phoenix and the City of Scottsdale, have worked hard for several years to improve their
own data collection methods in order to better inform their local elected officials as to the extent
of DV related crimes in their communities. The City of Phoenix, for example, has also worked to
support information sharing and standardized reporting across local law enforcement jurisdictions.
However, due to widespread resource and technical capacity challenges, standardized data
collection across municipalities and data sharing remains extremely difficult to realize.

Calls and Reports
When asked to provide the average cost per police call, three of the four cities were able to

respond. When only calculating straight labor costs of the responding officers, the average cost
per DV call ranged from $76.53 to $256 per call. The range in cost per call could be due to a
number of factors, including whether it is local policy to send one or two responding officers to
the scene of a DV incident. Given the number of calls received over the fiscal year, the total costs
ranged from $40,637 (data not available for the entire fiscal period) to $4,964,717.0n a per
capita basis, this ranged anywhere from $.59 per resident to $3.36 per resident. All per capita
data is based upon the mid-decade census numbers published by MAG in June 2006.

However, as noted above, in some cases the number of DV reports filed varied widely from the
number of DV calls. Thus, in looking only at those calls that eventually became filed DV reports,
the costs ranged from $.59 per resident to $.83 on a per capita basis.

It is very important to note that the costs outlined above only include the cost of labor for the
one or two responding police officers for an average one-hour call. There are many other costs
associated with the police response to DV once a report is filed, such as labor costs for detectives,
supervisors, laboratory technicians and crisis response personnel, just to name a few. Most cities
were unable to provide data to this level of detail because each individual DV case is vastly
different in its scope. Therefore, it is nearly impossible for the cities to estimate how much an
"average” domestic violence case would really cost their police departments.

One city attempted to average in at least some of these other costs. It estimated an average of .

$585 per DV case. This would take their average annual cost of $352,256, when only calculating ﬁgg&ﬂesﬁc
the responding officers’'labor on cases that eventually were filed as DV reports, to $804,960 when iolence
adding in the additional costs that may be incurred after the report has been filed. For this city, Council

the latter total would be approximately $3.43 per resident when based on per capita data.
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Direct DV Training

Cities were also asked how much they spent on specific DV training and how often they engaged
in it. The range of costs provided was $0 to $3,105 per year, provided on an as-needed basis.
One city reported that it provides each officer with a two-hour DV training course post-academy,
with a cost of $400 per two-hour training. Domestic violence training topics included Threat
Management, STOP, Cycle of Violence, Victimology, Investigative Procedures, and Information
on Resources for Victims. Overall, the reported cost of DV training was insignificant compared
to other police department costs associated with DV response. Several cities noted that
other training included, but did not focus solely on DV. Therefore, the training costs are likely
underrepresented.

Service of Orders of Protection
Cities were also asked the total number of orders of protection served and attempted to serve

and the cost of each. This was extremely difficult for the cities to estimate, given that serving an
order of protection may only require one trip to a perpetrator’s home or place of business, or it
may require several trips before the perpetrator is located. Two cities estimated the cost of service
per order of protection as $40-$75 per attempt to serve. Overall, the reported cost of service of
orders of protection was insignificant as compared to other police department costs associated
with DV response.

DV Bookings

Cities were asked the annual total number of DV bookings, the cost of one booking, and the
cost of one day in jail. The total cost for both booking and one day of jail ranged from $79.65
to $163. When coupled with the number of bookings over the fiscal year, the total annual cost
ranged from $33,134 to $732,874. Per capita, the figure is from $.48 per resident to $.50 per
resident. In this case, the main reason for the range of raw costs is due to the difference in total
number of bookings, rather than a large difference is cost per booking or day of jail.

The data provided by the three participating police departments is very useful in demonstrating
how complex it is to try to determine the total financial impact of DV on local law enforcement.
Because each DV case is so different, and because each department tracks data according to its
own internal needs, it is very difficult to determine the actual costs for the entire region.

Prosecution Costs

Three of the cities (different than above) responded
to the series of questions related to prosecution costs.
Cities were asked the total number of DV cases reviewed

for charging and the total number of DV cases charged.

The cities were also asked to determine the average
cost to prosecute a case.

MAG Regional

Domestic

iolence
Council

The average cost to prosecute a DV case was reported
to be anywhere from $45.68 per case to $3,164 per
case. The wide range in responses is not immediately
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apparent given the data provided. However, it is clear that not all cities were able to respond to
the survey questions as asked. Once the average cost per case is multiplied by the number of cases
charged, the annual cost for fiscal year 2005 was $68,109 to $15,168,216. Per capita, this
equates from $.28 per resident to $10.28 per resident. Clearly, not only the total number of cases
charged, but also the difference in cost per case, account for the large range in annual costs.

Direct DV Training

Of the three cities reporting, all three responded that Prosecutor’s Office personnel participate
in domestic violence training. The annual budget for this training ranged from $0 to $2,000 per
year. The cities report that the training is typically provided to attorneys through the Arizona
Attorney General's Office, the National College of District Attorneys Annual DV Conference, in-
house venues, case-law updates, DV “tips” sheets on evidence issues and victims'rights, Web sites,
manuals, and articles in monthly newsletters. Overall, the reported cost of direct DV training was
insignificant compared to other prosecution costs associated with DV response. As with the police
departments, survey respondents noted that they receive other training that includes DV, but DV
is not the sole topic. Training costs are likely underrepresented.

Municipal Court Costs

All four cities responded to this series of questions. Cities were asked for the annual total number
of ex parte order of protection hearings, the annual total number of contested hearings and the
total cost of order of protection hearings in fiscal year 2005.

The cities estimated that an average ex parte order of protection hearing costs from $50 to $97
per hearing. The total annual cost for fiscal year 2005, based on the total number of ex parte
order of protection hearings, ranged from $21,600 to $189,247. Per capita, the range was $.09
per resident to $.42 per resident. Again, the number of hearings, as well as the average cost per
hearing, determined the range in total annual costs.

Summary of Findings

The most telling finding of this initial study, as determined by the Stakeholder Group, is how much
information about the public service cost of DV is currently unavailable. Because there are no
statewide or countywide models in place to guide municipalities in how they might collect data
in a more consistent manner, the cities and towns continue to do their best to collect information,
and according to their needs at the local level. The information that was available regarding police,
prosecution, and municipal court costs in the MAG region is useful in that it clearly demonstrates
where additional data are needed, and begins to illustrate a portion of the costs involved.

Even given the gaps in the available information, it is clear that DV does have a direct fiscal impact
upon local criminal justice systems. Although this report only represents a very small portion of

the costs that are involved in providing a public sector criminal justice response to DV, the cost
MAG Regional

to police departments alone reportedly ranged from approximately $75,000 per year to nearly Domestic
$5 million per year. Per capita for these municipalities, this equates from approximately $1.08 per iolence
resident to $3.39 per resident per year. The costs to prosecutor’s offices ranged from just over Council

$68,000 per year to more than $15 million per year. Per capita, this was $.28 per resident to $10.28
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per resident. The costs to Municipal Courts ranged from more than $21,000 to almost $190,000
per year.The per capita cost was an additional $.09 per resident to $.42 per resident per year. The
estimated raw costs vary widely depending on the size of the municipality, the incidence of DV
in those municipalities, and the average cost of response per incident.

Taken together, the average cost to provide these services across the MAG region would at
a minimum likely range between $18 and $26 million per year®*.

Again, it must be emphasized that these costs represent only a small fraction of the total cost to
provide a public service criminal justice response to domestic violence. Many additional related
costs were not included in the survey; for example, prisons, probation, publicly provided legal
defense services, offender treatment programs and family court services, to name a few,

There are significant additional costs related to
domestic violence that are incurred by the public
sector, the business sector, the health care system, and
victims themselves. The U.S. Department of Health
and Human Services Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention estimates that the cost of intimate partner
rape, physical assault, and stalking exceeds $5.8 billion
each year nationally (2003). While this study did not
attempt to calculate the costs borne by the public sector
specifically, but rather focused on health care costs and
lost productivity, it does illustrate that the entire picture
of the overall costs of domestic violence are staggering.

*This figure was estimated by averaging the per capita cost to each municipality to provide each surveyed
category of service. The three service categories were then added to provide an estimated total cost of $6.32
per person. Based upon the estimated 3.5 million population of the MAG region, the total cost is $18 to 526

million per year, given a plus or minus 20 percent variance.

Recommendations
Based upon the findings outlined above, the Stakeholder Group puts forth the following three
recommendations:

1) Additional study: Further study is needed about the fiscal impact of DV on the municipalities
in the MAG region. One potential methodology for future study would be to research the
currently available data in only one municipality, while reaching more deeply into areas of
potential cost this report did not include, such as the cost of jails, supervised probation, and
civil legal services, for example. This individual jurisdiction model would allow the researcher to

MAG Regional
complete a more in-depth analysis of the data that is uniquely available via the municipality’s Domestic
own method of tracking. Alternatively, future study might involve tracking a sampling of DV iolence
cases from the beginning of the case through to the end. This case study model would allow Council

for a DV case to be followed from the initial call, through the legal system, to its conclusion.
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Costs could be added as they are incurred. This could be done in randomly selected cities to
ensure a broad representation. The study would be longitudinal in nature, but probably reflect
more accurately the true costs of DV on the criminal justice system in Maricopa County. The
challenge with such a study is that very few DV cases are“typical,’and determining an “average”
cost of a DV case would remain difficult.

2) Analysis of existing local policies and procedures to identify differences and
commonalities: It may be advisable to engage in further discussions with local criminal
justice officials to determine in greater detail how and when different municipalities typically
charge DV-related crimes. Working more closely with local agencies to better understand
how DV crimes are typically charged in various locations, the policies and procedures behind
those charging decisions, and how these crimes are currently being tracked, may

help to identify any commonalities across municipalities. These discussions would
necessarily entail how agencies are currently defining DV, existing policies
for when and how to charge DV related offenses, and how those cases are
commonly adjudicated. Common policy and procedures that are identified
to exist across municipalities, as well as new models that serve individual
agencies particularly well, may be used to form a common procedural basis
for enhanced information tracking.

3) Identify and recommend applicable data collection and data
sharing models: Various data collection and data sharing models for
other types of crimes should be explored and presented to municipalities
as further options to assist in coIIecfing information on crimes related
to DV. There may be other types of misdemeanor crimes for which
there is currently more data available, and for which better tracking
methodologies may exist. For example, a great deal of information
is available on DUI offenses. It is possible that the way DUI crimes
are tracked may be replicable for DV offenses. Additionally,
there are five municipal courts in the MAG region currently
engaged in a“collaboration of courts” and are working together
to make information available cross-jurisdictionally. If successful,
this experimental collaboration may be expanded. There may be other
useful models worth investigating, both inside and outside Arizona.
Any models determined to be useful across jurisdictions could be offered by an organization,
such as the Arizona Supreme Court, the Arizona Department of Public Safety, or the Arizona
Governor's Office. A simple, consistent methodology for tracking DV related crimes would be
useful in determining the true costs of DV on the criminal justice systems in the MAG region.
More consistent data could help to better define the impact of domestic violence upon our
communities, making it far easier to work toward reducing domestic violence and/or allocating

MAG Regional
appropriate resources to do so. Domestic
jolence
Because it is well documented that the residents of the MAG region care deeply about this issue Council

and most feel it is a major problem facing Arizona (BRC, 2005), it is all the more necessary to collect
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the information needed in order to fashion an appropriate response. As other research indicates,
and this report begins to suggest, domestic violence does make a notable fiscal impact upon
local governments. However, potential cost savings through effective prevention and intervention
programs are also difficult to quantify. It is also challenging to capture data on the amount saved
by providing DV victims with a safe place when needed and by engaging in prevention activities.
Although this report clearly does not include all of the costs of DV, it also does not attempt to
include the costs saved through the availability of effective DV programs. While it is critically
important to clearly understand the financial costs of DV, in order to formulate an appropriate
response, it is also necessary to understand how costs can be mitigated. As noted earlier in this
report, financial costs are not the only costs involved when lives are at stake.

This report was funded by a grant from the Governor’s Office for Children, Youth and Families,
Division for Women and is a continuation of work by the Victims Services Stakeholder Group of
the Regional Domestic Violence Council of the Maricopa Association of Governments to address
an important societal issue that impacts the citizens of Maricopa County.

References

Arizona Coalition Against Domestic Violence. (2006). Definitions of domestic violence. Available from URL:
http://www.azcadv.org/

Arizona State University Morrison Institute for Public Policy. (2005). Layers of meaning: Domestic violence
and law enforcement attitudes in Arizona. Available from URL: http://www.asu.edu/copp/morrison/
DV.htm

Behavior Research Center. (2005). Domestic violence survey. Phoenix, AZ: Behavior Research Center.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). (2003). Costs of intimate partner violence against women
in the United States. Atlanta (GA): CDC, National Center for Injury Prevention and Control; 2003.
Available from URL: www.cdc.gov/ncipc/pub-res/ipv_cost/ipv.htm.

Central Intelligence Agency World Factbook. (2006). CIA world factbook ~ United Kingdom. Available from
URL: https://www.cia.gov/cia/publications/factbook/geos/uk.html

Chanley, S. A, Chanley, J. J., & Campbell, H. E. (2001). Providing refuge: The value of domestic violence shelter
services. American Review of Public Administration, 31(4), 393-413.

Clark, K. A, Biddle, AK., & Martin, S. L. (2002). A cost-benefit analysis of the Violence Against Women Act of
1994. Violence Against Women, 8(4), 417-428.

Maricopa Association of Governments. (2006). 2005 census survey of Maricopa County, AZ: Final survey
results. Phoenix, AZ: Maricopa Association of Governments.

Maricopa Association of Governments. (1999). Regional domestic violence plan. Available from URL: http://
www.mag.maricopa.gov/detail.cms?item=647

Maricopa Association of Governments. (2006). The need for increased domestic violence shelter in the MAG
region. Available from URL: http://www.mag.maricopa.gov/detail.cms?item=5664

Tennessee Economic Council on Women (2006). The impact of domestic violence on the Tennessee

economy. A report to the Tennessee General Assembly.
MAG Regional

United States Census Bureau (2000). Census 2000 data for the State of Tennessee. Available at URL: http:// DOIIlﬁStiC
factfinder.census.gov iOlence
Walby, Sylvia. (2004). The cost of domestic violence. Women & Equality Unit, Government of Britain. United Council

Kingdom: University of Leeds.

Exploration of the Fiscal Impact of Domestic Violence on Local Criminal Justice Systems in the MAG Region Page 14



Figure One

Costs Examined in Three Domestic Violence Studies
MAG (2006), State of Tennessee (2006), and United Kingdom (2004)
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Appendix A: Domestic Violence Fiscal Impact Survey

Police Department Costs

Please provide your best estimate of the number of dispatched DV calls in your municipality in
fiscal year 2005. Because many calls may be dispatched as DV, but circumstances do not always
indicate that officers should file a report, this number will likely be significantly higher than the
number of DV reports filed for FY2005.

Q1: What was the total number of DV calls in your municipality in fiscal year 20057
Q2: What was the total number of DV reports filed in your municipality in fiscal year 20057

Q3: What is the average cost for your police department to handle one DV report?

Please use the following formula:
Average hourly wage for one police officer x the average number of hours spent responding to and
following up on one DV case x the number of officers who typically work on one DV case = the

average cost per DV report filed.
Average cost per DV report filed =

Q4: Approximately what percentage of DV cases require more time than the average length of time you

indicated in the formula above?

Q5: Does your department offer in-service (post academy) DV training?
If yes, how often?
What is the average cost of each DV training?
Please provide examples of types of DV training.

Q6: How many Orders of Protection did your agency serve in your municipality/jurisdiction in fiscal
year 20057

MAG Regional .
Domestic
iolence

Council
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Q7: Please estimate how many Orders of Protection your agency attempted to serve in your

municipality/jurisdiction in fiscal year 20057

Q8: What is the average cost of serving an Order of Protection in your municipality/jurisdiction?

Q9: How many DV related bookings occurred in your municipality/jurisdiction in fiscal year 2005?

Q10: How much does a booking and one day of jail cost in your municipality?

Q11: Please provide any additional comments:

Thank you for your participation and prompt response!

Please send all completed surveys to Teresa Franquiz at the Maricopa Association of Governments.
Phone: (602) 254-6300. Fax: (602) 254 6490.

Email: tfranquiz@mag.maricopa.gov

MAG Regional
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Prosecution Costs

Q1: How many DV cases did you review for charging decisions in fiscal year 20057

Q2: How many DV cases did you charge in fiscal year 20057

Q3: Does your office provide DV training for prosecutors and staff?

If yes, how often?

What is the average cost of each DV training?

Please provide examples of types of DV training.

Q4: What is the average cost for your department to prosecute one DV case?

Please use the following formula:
Annual cost of general personnel + Annual cost of DV dedicated personnel + Annual cost of Victim
Services staff + Other misc. costs, such as supplies + Annual cost of DV training / Total number of DV

cases charged = the average cost to prosecute one DV case.

Average total cost =

Q5: Please provide any additional comments:

Thank you for your participation and prompt response!

Please send all completed surveys to Teresa Franquiz at the Maricopa Association of Governments.
Phone: (602) 254-6300. Fax: (602) 254-6490.

Email: tfranquiz@mag.maricopa.gov
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Municipal Court Costs

Q1: How many ex parte Order of Protection hearings did you have in your court in fiscal year 2005?

Q2: How many contested Order of Protection hearings did you have in your court in fiscal year 2005?

Q3: What is the average cost of an Order of Protection hearing in your court?

Please use the following formula:

Total court operating costs for one year / total number of cases heard in one year (to include all cases,
including DV) x the total number of DV cases = the average cost of one DV hearing.

Q4: In total, how many Orders of Protection did your court issue in fiscal year 2005?

Q5: Of those Orders of Protection issued by your court in fiscal year 2005, how many were served?

Q6: What is the average per case cost for public defenders to defend DV cases in your municipality?

Q7: Please provide any additional comments:

Thank you for your participation and prompt response!
Please send all completed surveys to Teresa Franquiz at the Maricopa Association of Governments.
Phone: (602) 254-6300. Fax: (602) 254 6490.

Email: tfranquiz@mag.maricopa.gov
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Agenda Item #51

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:
Social Services Block Grant Fund Recommendations

SUMMARY:

Under a planning contract with the Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES), the MAG Human
Services Planning Program annually researches and solicits input on human services needs in the
MAG region. The MAG Human Services Coordinating Committee identifies which services should be
directed to these needs. Services funded by the Social Services Block Grant (SSBG) include
assistance to the most vulnerable people in our region, including our very low-income children and
families, elderly people, victims of domestic violence, homeless people and persons with disabilities.

The federal government has not yet specified and appropriated SSBG funding to the states for the
2007-2008 fiscal year. In order to move the funding allocation process along as soon as funds
become available, DES has requested that MAG identify services and funding amounts using the
same funding level as in the 2006-2007 fiscal year.

Therefore, the allocation recommendations for the 2007-2008 fiscal year have not changed from the
2006-2007 fiscal year, and focus on previous SSBG funding levels in the amount of $4,090,500.
Attached are the priority needs, services, and funding recommendations for the SFY2007-2008 SSBG
Plan according to the four target groups of adults, children and families; the elderly; persons with
disabilities; and persons with developmental disabilities. Members of the Management Committee are
asked to recommend for approval by the MAG Regional Council the funding recommendations
outlined.

PUBLIC INPUT:

Opportunities for public input was provided at the December 14, 2006 MAG Human Services Technical
Committee meeting, and the January 10, 2007 MAG Management Committee meeting. No input was
offered. Input was received at the January 17, 2007 MAG Human Services Coordinating Committee
meeting. Two staff from a non-profitagency expressed concern that this funding source should support
services that assist persons with disabilities to receive benefits for which they are eligible. This service
is included in the allocation recommendations.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: DES allows MAG to identify, at the most local level, priority needs to be funded and contracted
by DES in local communities. The Social Services Block Grant is one of the most flexible funding
sources, and as such, is a critical funding source to meet human services needs.

CONS: The need exceeds the funds available. The funding base at the federal level has not kept pace
with this increased need, causing significant funding shortages at the local level.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: While this funding source has remained level for the past few years, it has suffered
significant cuts in previous years. The need has continued to grow exponentially, making it difficult to



offer services under the current funding level. This has resulted in agencies needing to leverage more
heavily. The FY07 budget still has not been passed at the federal level. A 19.722 percent cut had been
proposed to the FY07 funding which could affect the FY08 funding as well. If such a cut in funding is
approved by Congress, then these allocation recommendations for FY08 may need to be modified.

POLICY: Since the advent of welfare reform in 1996, Congress has reduced the federal allocation of
SSBG by 15 percent. The additional proposed cut would further reduce funding and increase the local
burden to deliver services supported by SSBG funding. The future of both the locally and state
planned SSBG services depends on the recognition of the importance of these dollars at the federal
level and a restoration of SSBG to its original $2.38 billion level.

ACTION NEEDED:

Approval of the SSBG allocation recommendations for FY 2007-2008 to be forwarded to the Arizona
Department of Economic Security.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

On January 17, 2007, the MAG Human Services Coordinating Committee recommended approval of
the allocation recommendations.

COMMITTEE MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Mayor Marie Lopez-Rogers, Avondale, Chair

* Councilmember Rob Antoniak, Goodyear

+ Councilmember Dave Crozier, Gilbert

* Councilmember Roy Delgado, El Mirage
Councilmember Trinity Donovan, Chandler
Laura Guild for Charlene Moran Flaherty,

* Jim McCabe, Area Agency on Aging

+ Carol McCormack, Mesa United Way

+ Jayson Matthews for Janet Regner, Tempe
Community Council
Councilmember Onnie Sherejian for the City
of Tempe

DES/CSA * Mayor Joan Shafer, Surprise
Councilmember Kyle Jones, Mesa, Vice * Supervisor Mary Rose Wilcox, Maricopa
Chair County

Councilmember Manuel Martinez, Glendale

*Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+Those members present by audio/videoconferencing.

On January 10, 2007, the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of the allocation
recommendations.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair

Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair

George Hoffman, Apache Junction

Charlie McClendon, Avondale

Dave Wilcox, Buckeye

Jon Pearson, Carefree

Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah,

Cave Creek

Mark Pentz, Chandler

B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage

Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno,
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills

# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend

Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community

George Pettit, Gilbert

Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear

Mark Johnson, Guadalupe

Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,

Litchfield Park

Christopher Brady, Mesa

Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valley

Terry Ellis, Peoria

Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix

John Kross, Queen Creek

Bryan Meyers, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community

Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise

Will Manley, Tempe

Reyes Medrano, Tolleson

Shane Dille, Wickenburg



Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT
David Smith, Maricopa County

Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,

Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Participated by telephone conference call.

+ Participated by videoconference call.

The MAG Human Services Technical Committee met on December 14, 2006 to determine and make
a recommendation on the priority needs, services, and funding recommendations for FY2007-2008.
Based on perceived maintenance of funding level and based on the need, these recommendations

are identical to those of the FY 2006-2007.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Carl Harris-Morgan, Gilbert, Chairman

+ Judy Bowden, Mesa United Way
Paige Garrett, Quality of Life Community
Services, Inc
Jayson Matthew for Kate Hanley, Tempe
Community Council
Jessica Gonzales for Deanna Jonovich,
Phoenix

+ Jim Knaut, Area Agency on Aging
Margarita Leyvas, Maricopa County
Joyce Lopez-Powell, VSUW
Bob Baratko for Dan Lundberg, Surprise
Joy McClain, Tolleson

+Those members present by audio/videoconferencing.

Jose Mercado for Doris Marshall, Phoenix
Jeff Young for Sandra Mendez, DES/CSA

* Kyle Moore, DES/ACYF
* Sandra Reagan, Southwest Community

Network

Christina Avila for Sylvia Sheffield,
Avondale

Carol Sherer, DES/DDD

* Judy Tapscott, Tempe
* Wayne Tormala, Phoenix, Vice Chair
* Patrick Tyrrell, Chandler

Neal Young, Phoenix

*Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

CONTACT PERSON:
Amy St. Peter, MAG 602.254.6300



*SIOIAIIS PIPAAU 0] $IJINOSA

"Aderaowayd pue sisA[eIp 1oj pasu
3] Se Yyons ‘SUONIPUOD [BIIPAUW JIUOIYD
ynm  s[enplalpul A[I9p[2 Jo Iaquunu
Buimoid oy I10j [eonud Aqedadss st
SIY ], "SIDIAIIS D[QR[IBAR SSIDOR O) I[qeun
a1e suosiod ALIOp|a ‘suoneywr) asauy)
Jo osnesdg  uoneyiodsuen ojqejieAe
SI 219yl JI1oYym AJunod JY) jo seare
950U] UT SIWIT] POPIIU I J[GEB[IBABUN pUT
A1unods 3y) Jo SeaIe JWOS Ul J[qe[reAeun
st uoneyodsues (q) pue uvoneyodsuen
J[qe[iear asn 0} ANIqe Idy) i
U9)JO SUONIPUOD DIWICUOI pue [edrsAyd
119U} (B) 9snedsaq A[I19p[e 1oy woyqoid

800TAA

~L00ZAd

18CES I8SPES JI9TR0 INOYIM e Oym 21doad AJI9p[2 110959 Jo/pue Jiodsuel ], NOILLY.LIOdSNVAL (1) | ofew e st uoneuodsuen paziedads ¢
“UOTIPUOD J12Y) 03 anp awy Jo spowrad 3uof Joj suofe
9q 03 9]qeun 2Ie A3y} 9SNeIdq UOHEBZIEUONNIISUI JO JSH
1 are oym A[1p[2 J1esy 0) Sunjas AJUNUILOD B Ul UoHe[nuIns
Tenjoaq[ajul/esrsAyd pue o1eo [euosIad ‘SaNIANOE PaIndnns IIvD HLTVEH AVd
TTEC0TS TTE'E0TS ‘UONEZI[EIO0S ‘[E3W UOOU € ‘UOISIAladns pue ared apiaoig LINavAdvO Ava .rindvy an
"S9JIAIIS
“UOTIBZITEUOT NJIISUT JO SH JB 2T sny) pue Jurar] Arep sa01AI9g SwisinN pue ‘9rdsay Paseq AJIUNWWOd pue 3woy Jo 3ou) e Jo
JO saNIATIOE Woj1ad 01 9]qeun 218 oym suosiad o) (SIS ‘OIe)) [EUOSI ‘PIY YIEIH SWOH asnesaq A[pImeward pazijeuonnsui aq
Fuisip pue ‘gudsay ‘o) [euosd ‘pry yljeoy swoy 107 ‘Iayewawo H/3urdeayasnoy Aew SI91LEQ STWIOUODD PUE SUOHEIWII]
$09°6STS Y09°6S1$ ‘o104 ‘IoRWIWOH/FuIdooyasno) 2180 JWOY-Ul IPIA0I] FHAVD GWOH () | [eusw Jo feorsAyd yum suostad A[1opig 7#
7sed 1U9521 31 UI PIIU SIY) I ALY
jeyy sweidord [e1apay jo ssof dqrssod
oY) INOQE UIIDUOD PISBIIdUI ST I,
‘warqoxd sy Surajoser 01 9ouviroduir
owrd Jo QI8 SIOIAIS  SULIDAIPD
ur uoneradood JIo/pue  UOHEUIPIOOD
‘UOTIBIOQE[[0) "SP32U Jeuoniynu JIay)
*PaI9JJO 10U 11 919/ UOTIEZI[RUONNITISUI JO jSII JE 3G p[nom 10j 9apraoxd 01 sqeun are AjSursearour
oyMm puE ‘uonouny STY) UI WY) ISISSE 0] SIDINOSII IO STVIW AFIFAITdA GNOH (7)) | S1ouieq  Oluouodd  pue  suonejiul
PIT TIPS PIZ 1% oy re ‘sjeaw 1oy aredard jouueds oym suosiad ISISsy reuow o fesrsAyd ynm suosiad Ap1oprg [#
T , SdNOYD LIOYV.L
o , s T o 3 SSOYDV HNDIN VY ADIAYES INHWHLVLS WA'T90dd
.. suipunyg “Surpuny © o (S)INTINT HOIAYAS - % A'LLLL AOTAMHS 8002-L002

A7d3d73 :dNOHY 139dVL
SNOLLYANIWWOOTY LNVHD X014 SIJINH3S TVIO0S 8002-£00¢ - ALNNOD VdOOIIdVIN | LO1d1SIa




"PoPUSTITIODAI
SPUny HYSS ON

*PIPUSWIODAI
Spuny HASS ON

pue (euonowo ‘earsAyd  sonpord
udyo sonmiqisuodsar  SwiAlg  are)

o#

"PAPUAITIOD]
Spuny HESS ON

*PIPUSTIODAI
spunj HYSS ON

'$301A19S Furpasu
10 9[q13112 SUIaq SB SIA[ISWIY) dA12019d
jou Op A[I9p[d Sw0S pue ‘AJISISAIP
J3en3ue] pue [eInjnd 0] SAIsuodsal
IoU 9AISM[oUl  IdYIIOU  S1 A[erousd
AHopI2 9yl O] Yoeanno AJUnuiio))

8#

“POPUSWILIODAI
SpPUny HESS ON

‘POPUALITIOD]
Spuny HESS ON

"uoTjeU 3y} Ul el 9pIdINS 15ay3ry
a1y} 90ud1Iadxa BUOZIIY Ut SurAl A[1apig
‘uonendod SIY) 0] SIOIAIIS JUSWIEDN
pue uonusaaid ojenbope apraoid jou
OP $92IN0S3I YJ[EAY [BIOTABY3Q PATWI]

L#

*PAPUSWIIODa]
Spunj HYSS ON

“PIPUIWIOIAT
Spuny HYSS ON

‘uonwyo[dxo pue
109[39u ‘9snqe [BIOUBUI} PUE [BUOTIOWD
‘eotsAyd o3 pajoalqns  are  ApIopig

o#

SLLLLTS

SLL'LLTS

*9[qissod se Ajuspuadapur se 9AI] 0] WAY) A[qBUS 0] uoHen)Is
SUIA] A10)0BJSTIESUN UE UL IO SISLID UL 9JB OYM AJOP[2 ISISSY

ONITASNNOD
ADNYAND/NOLLNIA YI.LNI
AALLYOLdNS (+D)

'$S91$
[euonowa pue sdiysprey OIUOUODD
sououadxs A3yl ‘paIojunooud S[eIudp
pue sAejop a1 JO )nsar e sy -sdoad
A[19p[9 JO Spaau oY) Joow 0} ajenbapeut
are sioyjo pue ‘Fuisnoy ‘sdwiels
pooj ‘oouesisse AZ1oua (SOITY 10
SODDHY) PredIpsjy St yons sweidord
'SO0IAIOS  JEUONEAIOAI IO [BIOOS
‘Guisnoy  ‘[ejudp ‘[eorpaw  Sururelqo
Amoygip aaey usyo ordoad Aprepig

S#

“PoPUSIIODT
spuny HESS ON

“POPUSLILIODA]
spuny HESS ON

-swergoid souessisse
Ajmn (erapaj ur snd Jurpuny jenuajod
jnoge WIAOUOD SI AIAYJ,  IdueINSul
pue soxey ‘siredar  ‘SoueusIUIRW
‘somin ‘qual Juipnpour $1s00 Juisnoy
oy Sunoow  AJnouyip  sousntadxs
souroour  pax1yy uo  Juiall  A[Iapig

Vit

© Supung
- 800TAL.

o Supung
. LOOTAA

(SINHINI IDIAYHS

SdNO™D LADAVL
SSOUDV ONDINVY ADIANAS
® AILIL DIAYAS

INTFWHALV.LS WETdOdd
8007-L00T

ATH3073 -dNOYO 139HVL

SNOILYANIWWOI3H LNVHY X014 SFOIAHTS TVIO0S 800¢-200¢ - ALNNOD VdOOJIHVIN | LOIH1SId




- LOOTXA -

96+986% 96+°986$ NOLLVAONTWWODTY HONIGNN TVI0L dN0YD LFDYV],
‘sanssi Aj1adold pue [es1patu
pue ‘Asuronre jo siomod Jqeinp ‘syim
papUAWIIO?a] ‘P3IPUSUIOIIL Buiay ‘drysueipreng Surpnpour ‘sonssi
spunj DESS ON Spuny DASS ON [233] [Im 20URISISSE pasu usyyo A[Iopld  [1#
'sa3em ajenbape yim sqofl urejar pue
puiy woyy djay 07 11oddns pue Suruienal
‘uoneonpa  padu  pue  juowAoldwa
ut  voneutmOSIp 9% oousuadxd
uayo  Adyr 'saInonns - Ajrwe)
- POPUSUITIO?3] ‘PApPUSWIWO3] SuiSueys pue SUOHIPUOD DIWIOUODII
spuny HgSS oN spunj DGSS ON 01 anp jlom Ol pasu ualyo AuUSp|d Ol#
"A[Tuiey B 10} $S91S [RIOURULJ
e e ~ SdNO¥D TADAVL ;
Sl R : R SSOADIV INISIN VY ADIATAS INFWALVLS WA'190dd
oo Burpung Surpuny - (S)LNALNI HDIAYAS % ALLLL ADIAYAS - 8002-L00T

ATd3d73 :dNOHD 139HYL

SNOILYAN3IWNO0I3H INVHD X0079 S30INHIS TVIOO0S 800¢-£00¢ - ALNNOD YdOIIHVIN -1 LOIHLSIA




"a1qekordirs swosaq

orszes ovs‘ees 01 [enplAIpul 9yj 9[qeua 0} ‘sanuniroddo pue spasu ‘suonepnul
pue syjSuans SurziuS0291 Wl SonIIqeSIp Um suosiad ISISSy pajeray Juowkordryg .
ONITASNNOD
HONVAND/NOLLNIAIFLNI
FALLIOLdNS  (97)
"UOTIRIIPISUOD JSITJ UIAIS 2q pinoys saniiqesip [esrskyd A[1op[o UON o
. SZH'EIS qim SuosIod  -9[qrssod 19aaraym sweidord Ayununuos Junsixo FIVD HLTVAH AVA
ser'els Fuizlnn sanIIqesIp yiim suosiad A[I9p[o-uou 0} SIDIALIS APIAOI] IINAavAdvd Ava Lnav  (zo)
‘Sumas
9183213005 © Ul SANTIqESIP Yiim suosiad 0) S[eatr SnoTInNU IpIA0I STVAN ALVOTIONOD (02)
‘Tenpralpur
a1y} 10§ 9[qIssod JUIWIUONAUI JATOLISAI ISBI[ oY) Ul Juswkojdwa A4ANALXd
UrEjurewl 0) WY Jqeud o) SINIIESIP 9I9AIS Uim suosiad ‘LNFWAOTdWNE qa.Ld90ddNs  (LT)
Ih6ETS SH6ETS 10§ 59214138 pate[a1 juswkodwa paziferdads Jo WINNUUOD € IpIA0I]
$301AI0G SUISInN
pue ‘qidsay ‘aJe)) [BUOSIad
‘PIV W[ESH SWOH ‘aJ0y)
“UOTIEIIPISUOD ISI1J UIAIZ 39 P[NOYS SINI[IGeSIp ‘1oyewawoH/Burdeayasnoy .
Teo1sAyd y)m SUOSI9J “SIWOY UMO TS} UI UIBIIAI 0) SINI[IqESIP
8IE'LES SIELES qum suosiad A[Iop[a-uou 9[qeua 0} Sa2IAIes JO Weidoid e apIa0ig AV INOH (€1)

-Burarg juapuadopur
9A3IOE 0] 21D [EJUap pue Ied Jeuosiod pue
juepud)e ‘SuUISNoY 9[qISSIIOE pue qEpIOIje

‘UOTJBIIPISUOD ‘uonjeysodsuen ‘Gururen yuawiojdua se yons
1sIj wdAI8 9q p[noys sommiqestp [eoisAyd yim  SuosIod SOJIAI9S PUE $30In0SAI JO AeuE I9jeaId pue
*aqrssod se juspuadapur Se Urewar 0} wWay) J[qeu 0} SANIIQESIP PQIJBUIPION? 2I0UI B O] SSII0T PUEB IOUTISISSE
YOI'61S Y01°61$ yyim suosiad AI3p[a-uou 0) S[eaur SNONLINU IAIAP Put IPIA0I] STVAN AIIIAITAA GNOH (01) | Paou  soniiqesip yim  senprarput  Auepy  [#
Qo o , SAN0YD LADUVL : «
uipunyj o (S)LNALNI ADIAYAS.. - SSOYIDV ONIZIN VY HDIAYAS. - INTWNHLVLS WATAOdd

% TTLLL ADIAYHS o ; 800<-L00T

S3ILIT1gVSId HLIM SNOSHAd :dNOYY 139HVL

SNOLLYANIWNO0I3Y LNVHO X074 SJJIAHIS TVIO0S 8002-200C - ALNNOD VAOJIHVI ‘1 LOIHLSIA




"SAMIIQESIP 212A3s Y)im suosiad Joj weiFord
UONEZI[RIO0S/UONEIIAI B IOJ SIIAUNOA JO IOJRUIPIOOD B PIAOI]

SIOIAIIS
UonEsI09Yy PUB UONEZIBIOOS o

P AILIL ADIANAS

‘PApUAILLOIDI *PIPUAUIUIODAT "Aunwuiod 9y ut swesfoxd
spunj HHSS ON spunj 5SS ON [BUONEAIOAI PUB [BIJ0S O} SS200E pajiuw]
INFWHOVNVIN YFALNNTOA (TP) | 2aeq Sa0IIqesip yim s[enpialpul AUelN  p#
] “PIPUSLLILLODAT -aqrssod
PIpUSLILIOSSI spunj HgSS ON se Juapuadaput se 3q 0] Wy} [qeus 01 ANIqESIp JI9Y) JO §193JJ2
spunj DHSS ON Y pue ssans yim Furdod ur santpiqesip yim suosiad 1sissy ¢
Lipiqesi e jo ssang Wis Sudod  (S¢)
POPUAILI0931 *PIPUAUIUIODAT "uOIJLIIPISUOD 511 UIAIS 9q p[noys saniiqesip rearsAyd yum
Spuny HESS ON spunj HgSS ON suos1dg -surei3oid 1jouaq pue SAJTAIIS SS900T O} SANI[IGESIP Ssa[awoy
Yim SuosIad SSI[IUIOY 0] IDUEBISISSE PUE UONIBULIOJUI APIAOL] ‘q aIe oym saniqesip yum 9[doad  (14)
"UOBIIPISUOD ISIHJ UIAIT 9q pP[noys SIaN[Iqesip ‘swresSouad j1jouaq
. TearsAyd yiim suosiag “swesSoI1d J1jouaq pue SI0TAIAS SSI00T SIjouag 01 55920y ([€) | PUE SIOIAIIS $S9I08 A[9A1129]J2 0) 2DUE)SISSE 10
PapUAUILIODa. ‘PAPULAUILIODAT 0] SANIIQESIP YIm SuosIad 0] 2ULISISSE pUE UOTIRULIOJUT 9PIACI] "B S|{1ys ‘Suruien ‘uoneLLIOJUT Y JOr] ‘SAINY[ND
Spun} HDUSS ON spunj DgSsS ON ONITISNNOD | Surjeads ysnSug-uou 1o/pue asioarp wol)
AONVAINO/NOLLNIAYALNI | 21e oym 9soy) pue ssapouwioy are ogm asoy)
FALLIQJdNS | Swpnjout ‘soni[iqesip yiim S[EnpIAIpUL AUBly ¢4
“SanIIqesip yum suostad 0] afqejieae
“PopUAUILIODDI "PIPUAUIIOIAT are jey) mEEmmha Fuissaooe 01 Moznbm:c pue
Spuny OgSS ON spunj HgSS ON Iowueq 1sa1eald oy st uonenodsuey Jo yOB]  7#
“PopUSUILIOsaI "PIPUIIUOIAT . *SID1AIAS AJIUNUIUIOD mc_mmuuuw._ ur sanIIqesip SIJ1AISS AJIUNUILIOD
SpuNy DESS ON spunj Hgss oN yim suosiad [enpralpur 3Sisse 0) 201AJas Jojardiur apraoig $59008-- YALAAJIILNI (F€)
"a[qrssod se juapuadapul se urewal o) SANIIqesIp SHOIAYIS TYNOLLONYLSNI
ov0°12$ 0¥0°12$ Pim suosiod [EnpIAIPUL S[qEUR 0} $301AIAS Jo wieiZord & apiaoid NOILYLITId vHAY (0£)
"a[qssod sg JUADLINS-Jas sk SHOIAHd
769°61$ 769°61$ 3U103q 0 SANTIGESIP YIIm SU0SIad 1SISSE 0] SI0TADP JO SPIE IPIAOI] ANV SA1V FALLIVAY (62) panmuyuo) [#
LT L g SN R '8dN0¥O LIDAVL o
. Bupuny ‘Bugpunyg S0 (SINEINIEOIAYAS SSOUDY ONDINVY ADIAUIS INTWALVLS WATI0dd
.7 800TAA LOOTAT . S T ‘ 8002-L002

S3111719vSIa H1IM SNOSH3d -dNOYD 13D4HV1
SNOILYGNIWWOI3H LNVED %0019 SIOIAYIS TVIOO0S 8002-200Z -~ ALNNOD YdOJIIVIN :1 LJIHLSIA




966°S8€$ 966°S8€$ NOLLVANTWAOOTY ONIANA] TVI0L 10U LADUVL

“sanIqesip Yim suosrad

any Ayenuajod Lewr oym smokopdurs Iio

10)USWI O) PIpPaau St sapI[Iqestp yim 2jdoad

Jo IoKordurs poo3 v "SISIX2 U9)JO SanI[IqesIp

"POPUAWILIO0SI "PIPUIURLIOIIL aaet] oym adoad jo s1akordurs £q Surioyuour
spunj OgSS ON Spunj HESS ON 100d 10 Ssouareme ANADISUOS JO YOO YV L#

*PoOpUSUILIOdA! ‘PIPUSUUOIAL ‘s3uIping o17qnd 0) $5200€ AL
spunj OgSS ON Spunj HESS ON 9ATY SANIIQESIP IPIM S[ENpIAIpUr AuBlN  O#

ToAI]

“PopUSWIIOIAI ‘PapuRUILIOdaT Jeuonouny fewndo ue urepne o) sanIIQESIP
spunj OgSS ON spuny DYSS ON 1w 2jdoad 10y papasu s1 woneuojur A[1ey  G#

S3LLITIFVSIA HLIM SNOSH3d ‘dNOYD 139dvl
SNOILYGNIWINOO3H INVH9 %2017 SIINYIS TVIO0S 8002-200Z -- ALNNOD VdOJIHVIN 1 LOIYLSIA




PopuauI ST 201108 9y [, "uondnisip Ajrure} snowuas Surouoriodxs
L1T°69% L1T'69% Are OYM 10 JWOY WIOL) ABME UNI JABY OYM URIP[IYO ISISSY SHOIAYLS YL TIHS SISIFO
“(1eyuouyTeorsAyd) asnqe pue uoneyropdxs “o9[8au ‘aousioIA 20U9JOIA Onsawo(q  (£)
O1)SWOp 2PN[UI AvWI YOIYMm ‘suonenyis SISt Jurousrradx 199[3aN
OCT'pEES 9EI‘VEES SOIIUIE] PUE SY[OPE 0) 191[9Ys PUE Ful[oSUNOO ULID}-LIOYS SPIAOI] SADIAYES YALTAHS SISIYD | Pue 9snqy  sousuadxyg s[enpiaipu]  z#
pakordwaupy/ssarawoy (1)
9ELSIS 9€L'61$ “uoneyodsuer QM S[ENPIAIPUT paAo[dUIaUn JO SSOTtOY ISISSY NOILVLIOdSNVIL
'$901n0SaI
ojendordde omoos pue poddns opraoxd ‘ueld 901AI9S ® Sursnoy [euonisuel], ‘ssafowoy (g)
dojaasp oy urexdod SuIsnoy [euonISULL € UL “90UIOIA JSIWIOP
9LEWOS 9LE'YIS Jo sumpola FUIpN[OUL ‘SI[IUIE)/S[ENPIAIPUL SSA[OUIOY ISISSY INFWIOVNVIN 2SVO panupuod - [4#
*$901n0sa1 ajeudordde amoos I9)joyS AouadIowy ‘ssofowoy (8)
pue uefd 201125 & dO[9AIP 0] J9)[oYS AOUITIIW UT S[enpPIAIpUI
650°CLIS 650°€LIS ssafouroy 01 SIS pue uoddns jo Lerre peolq e oplAOlg INFWIOVNYIN ASYD
"Kouaroyyns-Jras aaamyoe o1 uerd e Furdofoaap ur juard
a1y Sunsisse pue ‘payuasaid (s)werqoid IjeIpauIuT Y} 9A[OSAI
01 ued e jo JuswdoaAap a1 ur Junsisse ‘saomosal geudordde
SurAyyuapr  “poddns Suipiaord Aq  (Suruonouny  Ajrurej
‘ssams ‘asnge ‘uonipnu ‘ursnoy ‘[eroueury) SUONEMIS SISLIO spaaN o1seg  (S)
Jo A1oureA ® UM Suresp ur SOYTUE) pue S[ENpIAIPUL ISISSY
6L6°026% 6L6°068$ - INHWHOYNVIN 3SVD
‘sanIqesip resisAyd aaey 10 Ap1ope palqesiq
[S6£LT8%] [s'6€L°28$] QIE OUM S[ENPIAIPUL SSI[SWIOY J0J SUISNOY [CUONISUBT) 9PIAOI] pue A[Jop[g oIt Oym SSI[OWIOH
8% $
oy Joj Suisnoy [euomisuel], (/)
*spaau Jursnoy KouoSrowd
aImny 9seaIdop 01 SA0IAIS dATpoddns pue I9joys SSo[ouroy S[enpIAIpU]
[s6cL78%] [s6cL 7841 AoUsSIoWS UB 18 IAJQUS M SII{IUNE) SSI[OWOY IpIAOI] pue sarjrwey ssopewoy (1) *KousronyIns-jias
JO [2A9] B UTEJE 0] PUE SP33U OISE] J93W 0)
6LY'S91$ 6LY'S91$ - J4LTdHS - 4L THHS | lqeun 2I¢ UAIPIIYD put SII[IWE] ‘SINpY  [#
R 5L 'SdNO¥D LADYVL L o A
: S SSO™DV ONDINVH ADIAYES | INIWHLVLS WHTHOdd
| Burpunyg £00TXA ¢ % WLLIL HDIAYES - A 8007-L00T

N3HATIHO Pue SAINY4 'SLTNAY :dNOHD LIDHVL
SNOILVANIWWOO3Y INYHD ¥001d SFOIAHIS TVIO0S 80022002 -~ ALNNOD YdOOIHYIW ‘1 LOIH1SIA



‘Suturen
qol jueasrar pue soSem ojenbope
Wim sqol urejurewr pue puy o)

PapUAWWOII "PIPUIUIUIOII uI9y) 9jqeu? o3 yoddns pue uoneonpa
spuny HgSS ON spunj HgsSS oN quaurafeInodus  pasu  S[ENpIAIpU] i
PApUAWLIOaI "POpUSUIUIOdaL ‘S[enpiAlpul [e
SpuNy 0gSS ON spunj HgSS oON 10] 9]qe[IeAR JOU ST SUISNOY [qEPIOFY c#
‘sosnqe ONINIVYIL
PapUSUIIONaI *PApUIWWIOII PIyo enuajod juaaaid 03 s1e8eua9) Jueudaid s)95xe) oS 9091AI0S STIDIS ONIILNAUVd  (LE)
spuny DESS ON spunj HgSS ON SIY], "UQIPIYS JO 309[39u pue Isnqe judAaxd 0) sjuared urely,
9L6°€6$ *Aduaronyyns mno & Sunuaredaueusord  (87)
9.6€6$ -JI9S 9AQIYOE O] SIOIMOSAI AIBSSIDIU mMIIS pue swejqord
Jjerpawrul 9AJ0sal 0 ynoA Sunuared pue juenSord sissy INAWADVYNVYIN ASVD
“901AI9S Jo 9dA) stp Jo Ajpiqe[reas ay3 puedxo
0] 1nq ‘soomos Furpuny Ioyio jueiddns o1 jou ST juSIUI IYJ,
-Sumos [00YoS 10 AJTUNUIWIOD B U1 papiaoid aq Aewr a0ULISISSY
'sassans Aqmuey Jo ‘Aoaod ‘Surepowr 9ol 9jenbopeur wIpyD Sty YS1tg  (61)
‘Sunuared sjenbaopeur woyy Sunmsar pyys 91 wodn s)oedun
SSaIPPE A[LIEPUOI9S ABUI 931AIIS Y[, "SUOTEINWI] [BUOTIOUN] IO ONITASNNOD
‘Koesanl ‘souruLIopad [00Y9S 100d ‘UIFAISI-T[3S JO YT S=PIIYO HONVAINO/NOLLNIAYELNI
120°LY$ 120°LY$ g1 uaA31d 07 pJIyo =ysu Y31y, & 03 APO21IP SuI[asUNod IpIAog FALLIOddNS PanuyuO?y 7
*$90I00S91 AJIUNWUIoD pue
saoIAIes uewiny ajenidoidde 01 sSad0e pUE INOQE UOREWLIOJUT
Jo AN[IQE[IEAR 2U} 2InSU O} pUB ‘S[ENpIAIpuI QISR 2y} JO
Aoua1o1Jns-J[9S pue AJ9Jes Urejureul Jo ISeIIOUI 0} S[enpIAIpul
91q13119 Jo Suraq [[oMm [EJUSWI PUE [BUOHOW? 31} 9A0IduIl 0] 918 SUINOIA
9OIAIDS ST} JO S[e0S 31 [, "S90SI A)UNUIIOD JO UOHBIYUIPT 90UIOTA omsawo( Juaneding  (81)
pue yoddns wmoy-yioys Suipracrd ©wO  SISNO0J  2OTAIAS
s, ‘Ayuno) vdodUEJA UI SI9NIYS IOUIOIA ONSIWOP ) ONITISNNOD
UI01j SUWOD J2Y) DTAIAS JOJ STeLI9)21 0] U9AIS 2q pinoys Auond TONVAIND/NOLLNIAYTLNI
ZEE0PS Tecors 181 puE opimAIunod popraoid aq O PIPUAIUL ST AITAIOS SIY, HAILIOddNS

*S[RLIRJAI (SdD)) SIVIAIIG IAO0Id

UIP[IYY) Aemeuny pue udIpiy)  (9)

PITYD AUO JOU “SADINOS JO AJILIBA B WIOIJ PILIJAI UIP[IYD IOJ

- SdNOWD LADAVL
SSOYOV ONDINVY ADIAYAS

TLIL AOTAYAS:

o INHIWALVLS WA TE0dd

8002-L00T

N3HATIHO Pue S3IMINYL ‘SLINAY :dNOYD 13IDHYL
SNOILYGNIWWOO3Y LNVHD %001d SI0IAHIS TVID0S 8002-2002 -~ ALNNOO YAOOIHYW ‘1 LOIH1SI



"arming ay3 Ioj way) aredard
pue ‘uor10901d pue AJ1IN99S Yim WY)
apraoid ‘UDIP[IYD aIniInu J[im Yorym
‘aroydsoune 9{qess ‘oanisod e urejurews

POpUSILI0D0I “POPUSWIUIODD] pue dojaasp 01 uoddns oxmbar
spuny HgsS ON spun HESS ON USIp[IYd put Sjuejul yim  salfiue L#
(-suonmuyop 9)9[duwi0o a10uI 10§ J4Y
99S) "sHoJJ9 Jurol J19Y) JO SIW0NO0 A 10§ Aiqisuodsar
[enpialpur  9jedoop  pue  $ampadold  pue  SIOIAIOS
Mmau gjenfead pue juowopdurr ‘uerd Apurol ‘ssomosar jood o3
9913¢e s1oureq “Suipuny pareys pue S[eog UOUIUOD 1O paseq
‘sa01A10s opraold 0} ‘spuowranide usPUM gInory 1oyiago)
Suruol suopeziweSIo [e00] JO SOIOUSTE ‘SOMIUNUILIOY) :SE
pauyop SI UONEIOqe[jo) ‘JUSUNTUIIOD JO sIaN9| paudis Aq
PaIUSWINOOD ‘sa1oudfe SuOUIR 110JJ0 JANELIOQR[[0D SaImbay e
‘spresme pue sjesodoxd [fe jo syusuodwios panmbar are
Funiodas pue AFojopoyiowl UONEN[EAD JUIOIINO PUE SSI0IJ e
‘ymok 28p y3ny
domunf y8noay Livjuawa)s 4addn uo sisvydwa ynm--siavak
(91) uaaixis ySno.yy saval () aarf sa8v ao/puv aumu ySnoay;
ualD3iapury S]243] AD2L/pVAd J00OYIS (01 panu] 1ou
mq) £q paquiasap Kaauad uno) vdoorvpy fo siuapisad
Sunof se pouljop ore YNOL SS24IS 242435 0] 24nsodxa
andsap Kouziadwod p100s dojaasp puv ‘Ksiaapv fo 20vf ['auwioomo yzway 40 p120s aanviau
ayy u1 ydopp Lpnfssaoons ‘punoqas yovq Suids 07 K11ovdpo D J0f ySH 0 Kunumiod 4o [onprapul
PAPUAWUIOIAT "PapuaUWIUIOdar 2y se paunop St Kouansas “yuanul sup Jo sasodmd log e | UP2901d PJHOD 10YI SPAV2DY [DIUAUNOAUD
spuny DgSS ON spuny DgSS oON 40 ‘Saunfuy ‘sassaupn ‘suonipuod aiftoads
(S)JUSMWIUONIATS SUIAT] =STHNOA IO ANUNUILIOD © T quzazad 01 suoffs pauupyd aof saprnosd Juowdo[aadp aanisod 11oddns jey)
$1010€] YSI JO UORONPAI A1) SJUSWINOOD PUE SOTENSUOWIIP 201425 siy]  cuonuyfap Livuonoyg zy] | yinoA pue uaIp[yo Ioj sanrunyioddo
pue JSiI e yInoA Fuowre ASUDIJISAI PAseaIounl SJUaUINoop pue suonIpuod 9jea1d jeyy swerdord
pUE SJENSUOWSP UYOIgM  90TAIIS  paseq-Aunuuio) e NOILNAAHYd  (6¢) | Amunuriod poddns o) pasu e st ooy, O#
“UDIP[IYO puT Spuejul
POPUAUIIO0a] "PAPUAUIUIOIT JIOJ papaau st uonoajold pue uoheonpa
spuny HgSS ON spunj HgsSs ON ‘norsiazadns  jo [9A9] 9jenbope uy S#
N PRI P Sdnoud 1A4%dvL | .. ,
S L R LY , Sl S| SSO¥OV ONDINVE AOIANAS [ INHWALVLS WAT40dd
‘Surpung g00zAd | Suipung L00zAd | . (SINAINIADIANAS | - ®AILILAOIAYIS L 800T-L00T

N3HaTIHO PUe SAMINYL ‘SLINAY :dNOYD 13DHVL
SNOILYGNIWWOI3Y INYHD X207 SFIIAHIS TYIO0S 8002-2002 - ALNNOD YOOIV ‘L LOIHLSIA



LIEPT6I$ LIEPT6 IS

NOILVANIWHNOOTY ONIANNY dNOYD LIDYV], TVLIO]L,

POpUSUIIO3I *POPUSWILOI]

"SQI{IUIE] pUE USIP[IYd JO
Spa3au paynuapI-AjunuIwod ay; Sunoow
0] yoeoidde pojeurpiood e syoe] pue
PAUSWISEI] ST UIaISAS AIDAI[9P 901AIS Y], 7]#

POPUATIIO02] *PAPUSWIIOIT

“UOIRZITEId0S 9AnISOd
10] saniumtoddo pasu spenpiaipy | |

PoPUALIIIOaI ‘PopuLsUIIIOdaT
spunj DUSS ON Spuny HESS ON

'sasned 12y 1o saoueudald us)
Aressadouun jusaaid Aew (sa1)A3ojens yorym
Surpieda1 snsuasuod ou 3q 0} sreadde a1syy,
'swajqoid Snouvs I9yjo Jo IOJEdIpUl UB IO
woydwiAs e aq Aew Aoueudoid s, [e1ouss ul
K191008 pue ‘soI[Iurey Ity ‘plIyd 1oy ‘syuoied
udd] 2yl 10 sodouanbasuod (e1o0s aanedou
Jo swid) ur Sumuree s1 sopueudord ussy jo
SIOUR]SWNDIID pue I9quInu SUISLaIOUI Y], O [#

PpUSUIIOI3] "PapUSIIOdAT
spunj HESS ON spunj DESS ON

"SUI9)SAS 19410 ur pajussadal 1opun

Pue WI3ISAS $991419s 9an09j01d pliyd

pue wasAs 2o1sn( [eUIUILIS 913 UI
Pajuasa1dar 1040 918 YInoA AJLIOUIA 6

PoPUIWWIODa]
spunj HESS ON *PopUSUIWIOIDT
spunj HEGSS ON

‘uorjeu 9y)
a1 359y31y oY) JO 2UO 3q O} SINUNUOD
JINOA BUOZIIY 93eU03) 10] 9)BI IpIoIMSs
oyl ‘swa[qoid 9soyl JO SSOUSNOLIAS
9U] SOSEOIOUI SIJIAIOS UONUIAISIUI
Airea  pue uonuoadxd  Jo o]
‘swrojqold (ip[esy [ejuowl pue Isnge
Snip pue [OUOJ[E) YJESY [EIOIABYaq
yim  odoo  A[pAnoaye 01 9rqeun
9I® USIP[IYD PUE SII[IWIE) ‘S[ENPIAIPU] o

Surpuny £007X1

- SdNOUD LADAV.L:
mmOMO< wzuvng MOH>-Mm

INTWALVLS WETd0dd
~8002-L00T

NIHATIHO PUe SAMINY4 ‘SLINAY ‘dNOHD LIDHVL
SNOLLYGNIWIWOI3H INVHD %2078 STIIAHIS TVID0S 8002-2002 - ALNNOD YOOIMY :} LOILSIA



62T°9¢$

-popUeWIIODaI "POPUSIIIOII reuonednod() pa1aIsi3ar 10 Pasuadl] B £q PaIdANRp IO/pue 0] $S9O0B PAIMUI] 9ABY SINI[IQESIP
spunj HgSS ON Spuny 5SS ON uorsiaradns oy Jopun pue uonduosard [edipour £q ST 301A19G AdVITHL TYNOLLYdNDDO (T€) | reyuswdo[sasp 9Aey oym S[ENPIAIPU] ¢
‘S[enpIAIput
J[qI3Ys §D.ITV-UOU I0J I8 SIJIAISG “Pasn so1darens o1jroads
O61°T1¥%) ©61°111$) pue Aouonbaly ‘monEmp ‘90IAISS JO 9210YD YY) SSUMILIIIP “JoAouwIn] Jyels Jo afueyo diysiopes] B
wed) (Jsp ueid poddns renprarpur oyj, “A[snoduejnuis JOIUSAD 9Y) UT pauTeIal Xe SANIIGESIP
pasn 9q AeUI 921A19S JO 9dA} Juo uey) QIOJA] “monEodsuen [e3uowdo[aAap 2ABY OyMm S[enplatpul
pue sweiford yrom paziewads “uowkopdwo pardAys £q proy suomisod os [ednlD OS[e
19118 19LvLS quowAojdurd paproddns “sxarjrpour poddns qof ‘Suryoros qol st sfodws Sururenay lerdyausq
[ENPIAIPUL U $32]A 1S Justko[dura pazieroads Jo senuniioddo €2) | st sanIqesip rmuswdojarap
Sururen YJom pasu pue swroy A[TUIE] JI9Y) UT 9pISaI ‘SINI[IqesIp 9ABY  Oym  S[ENPIAIpUl Iy
[eIuowdO[9ASp 9ABY OUMm S[ENPIAIPUI JO] OIB SIDIAIIG oym s1aAojdwra Jo Sururen/Buliojusu
9013 SIQUIDW  IPIUMOD DV
"S[EnpIAIpUI Q18I SOITV PUE SDITV-UoU 10§
9I® SIJIAIAS "Pasn sa13arens o1jIoads pue Louanbaiy ‘uonemp
‘90TAIS JO DI0YD Y SIUMILINIP wed) (JSp) ueld poddns
[eNPIAIPUL 9T], "A[SNOSUEINUIIS PIsn 3q ABW 921A19S JO 9dA) ‘swreidod pajejar-juswAojdua
9uo uey) 210]N ‘uonenodsuen pue sweiford yJom pazieroads paziferoads 10 judwAojdura
quourkojdurd pardyoys ‘yuawkojdure papoddns ‘siayrpour (S | Amununmod  [nySurueswr  $Sad0E
ypoddns qof ‘Surgoeos qof [enpiAlpul ur 991419 juswkojdwa 0] J[qeun 9Ie pue WIISAS [0OYDS
CEHOEES SEP'OEES pazievads 1o saprunyioddo Jururen Y1om pasu pue SANI[IGeSIp SHDIAYAS INHWAOTING | oW 11%9 sauI[Iqesip [ejudwdojaaap
[euourdo[aAdp 9AeY OUM  S[ENPIAIPUI I0] Qe SAOIAIS QH1Y0ddNS QHANALXH | 9AB]  Oym  s[enpialpur  Auepy g
“(dSI) UB[d 30TAISS [ENPIAIPU] 119U} UT
PAqUIDSIP SIVIAIS §O I/ TV -UOU SS32IE 0 3DIAIS uoneodsuen
pepuny DESS 9sn Aew  s[enpiarpul  S[qIBId  SOLTY
. *SonI[IqesIp [eludwdo[aAap 9AeYy OYm 9Fe Aue JO S[enplAIpul AOIAYAS NOLLY.LIOSNVIL (91)
056578 0s€‘sz$ 0} $901AI0S uonepodsuen apiaod Jye1s payyenb pue paurel],
"$301A19S Papuny SOITV 10J S[enpia1pur 9[q131a
“PAPUSUIIIOIA] ‘papuRUItIOdaT SOLTY Aq Pasn 10U ST 9IA13S "SIDIIESIP [E)uIIdO[RA3D
Spung HESS ON spungd DESS ON oaey oym senparpur o) swreiSord Aep  Ajunuuos SHOIAYES NOILYHIOHY
puE uomEaal ‘uopezyeros poreiSour w uonedonred ANV NOILYZITVIDOS (0F)
pue sopmunuoddo opraord jyeis pagmenb pue pourer], '$90In0sa1 uoneliodsuen
pue sa01AIds  9udsar  ‘sanIAmDOR
*S9DIAJAS POpUN JIFZYV 10 SOITV 03 9[qIdne uoneaIndl  ‘SIVIAIIS  UOTBZI[BIDOS
J0U oIe S[ENPIAIPUI 3sOYm ‘sIoArares 0y st Qjuoud 901AI0g ‘swres3ord Aep Ayrunuruod punol 1eak
*SONIIqesIp [EUWdo[aAap 9ARY OUM S[ENPIAIPUL JO SIOATZIIRD 03 sapiunyjoddo pue s351n0SalI ‘SS3008
9y 0} Jora1 pue poddns JUOUIUOIIAUY SUIAI 9JeS B ‘AIED 3OB| SII[IWIE] JIY) pue SInIIqesip
uuej-poys ‘uoisiatadns opiaoid jyels payienb pue pourer], ADIAYAS HLIdSHY (S7) | [ewuowdo[oAap aary oYM S[ENpIATpU]  [#

672'9¢$

_ Sd0O¥D LADAVL :
 SSOUIV ONDINVE HOIAYIS
2 ATLIL ADIAYAS .

INAWALVLS NAT190Ud
800 - LOOT .

S31LI1I9VSIA TVLNINJOTIAIA HLIM SNOSHId :dNOHD LIDHYL

SNOILYGNIWWOI3H INVHD Y2078 S3JIAH3S TVIO0S 800¢ - 2002 -- ALNNOD YdOJIHVI ‘1 LOIH1SIa




0EE'SES

1L9°6ES

0cE'ses

TL9'GES

‘SanIANOR  SUIAll Atlep ul ojedonted 0] JUSUINONIAUD
SuAll Arejjues pue 9Jes B UMBUIBLL O) ‘OWIOY §,9U0
Ul UIBUISI 0] SIDTATIS AIBSSI09U 3} SaNI[IqesIp [eyuswdo[aaap
aA®y oym srenpiatpul apiaoxd jyeis payrenb pue pourer],

"S[enpIAIpuI QIS §O L V-UOU IOJ ST 9D1AL0g
*AJTanuIwod dy) ur 1y jo Ajenb pue S[[ys [euonouny s ouo
QzZIUIIXewW 0] ‘aIed [euosiad pue soniAnoe SuiAl A[rep ‘S[Is
I0J0W AJOSUSS ‘UOTUIAINUI JOIARYSq ‘S[IDS [e3uomido[orap
Jeads ‘sardersyy oAnEIIqRY JO SEAIR QY) UI 9DUE)SISSE
pue Fuuren ‘sorfolens yim  senmiqesip [eyuswdo[eAsp
9ABY oym S[enpiarpul apiaoid jyers peyienb pue paurerf,

HOIAYES VD LNVANILLY (12)

SHDIA¥AS NOLLY.LITIEVH (L2)

"Ayrunururod 9yl ug
10 9UIOY §,2U0 UI ‘SPaau 9red [euosiad
pue sanianoe SuiAll A[rep Joy ul
Jouejsisse pue Sunuren ‘quowrdojoaap
[ID{s pasu saniIqesp [eyuawidojoasp
A®y  oym  s[enpiAlpur  AUEN P

*PAPUSIWIOAT
spuny DESS ON

*PAPUSIWIO3]
spuny HDYSS ON

"AIQIBs SOLTY 10 388 Aq pajrul] Jou SI 90IAISG "SINI[IqesIp
repuawdo[aASp SBY Oym [ENpIAIpUI IO Joquuour AJTurej
‘I9AI321D S, [ENPIAIPUI UB 0] [9SUNOD pUB UonuaAraul ‘1oddns
apraoxd o3 Is13ojoyoAsd pasuedl] B AQ PIISAT[IP SI 9J1ATSS

ONITASNNOD HONVAIND
/NOLLNIAYFLNI
AALLYO4dNS (8E)

*PSpUSWIIODI
Spunj DESS ON

*PopUSWIWIODI
spuny DESS ON

*$S90IAT3S papuny JIgzy juswarddns
J0 juerddns jou soop pue suosiad 9[qISIe §OITV-UOU 10]
S1901AIRS Y], "nonouny fesisAyd 1o Ajiqou Juiof ‘ouo) ojosnut
210)$91 10 2A01dUI] ‘UTEIUTEW O) pUE SANIIQESIp [eyuanIdo[aAap
QABY oUm S[enplarpul 1oy juounean Aderoyy opmoid o)
4sideray ], [eo1sAyJ P2I9ISIZa1 0 pasuadl] B AQ PAIdAI[Ip JO/pUE
uorsiAradns 1opun pue uondiwserd [esipawr Aq ST 99IAIS

AJVIAHL TVOISAHd (€€)

*PAPUSIILIODAT
spuny HASS ON

“POPUSUILIOII
spuny HESS ON

"SIDIAIIS
papunj JIgzYy juswaddns 1o juejddns jou S30p pue S[ENpPIAIPUT
91qI131[3 §DLTY-UOU JOJ SI 9D1ATAG "SONI[EPOW JUsUNedT} pue
Sururen ‘surer3oid ‘suoneneas Aderoy ysnory) ‘zoneiqey
[eINE pue A5U2N[} ‘UONE[NONIE ‘90104 ‘aFenFue] oa1ssaidxo pue
2And90921 JO SBATE Y UT ‘SINT[IQESIP [BIUAWAO[2AIP JABY OYM
S[ENPIATPUT JO S[IB{S UOpesIunuIuod aAoxdun 0y ‘sidojoyred
9Fenue] yooadg pars)siSar Jo pasuadl| B Aq PIAAISp Io/pue
uorsiaredns 1opun pue uonduosaid [edsipamr AqQ SI 901AIAG

AJVYAHL HOgAdS (9¢)

*S901AIGS papury JIgzy juswe(ddns
1o jueiddns jou soop pue spenpialpul 9[qISIe SOLTY-UoU
10J SI921AI9S S[[D]S [euOnOUNy 9ao1durl pue Urejurew 910sal
01 saniAnoe Adeay) peyoores ur senpiqesip [ejuswdoraaap

*AJTUNUIUIOD 3Y) Ul SISYI0 PUe
Sal[Ture} J15Y) [IIM SINIANOE 1] A[Iep
10 s[Infs Swidos Aresseoou soueyud
0] pue SanIIqesip Ioy) JO AILI9ADS
[eUONOUN] QZIWIUN O} ‘SUIAISAS
poddns  Amunuwuiod pue  S[ppout
9101 [RUONONLSUT ‘S30TAISS dnnaderoy)

9ABY oym srenplalpu jo uonedonred 100mp 01 9sidersy],

~ SdN0OUD LADAVL

| SSO¥OV HNDINVY ADIAYAS

P-ALLIL IDIAYAS

- INEWALVLS WA1904d
w0 800T - LOOT

S3LLMAVSId TVININdOTIAIA HLIM SNOSHAd :dNOHD L30HVL
SNOILYGNIWINOI3H LNVHED X007d SFJIAEIS TVID0S 8002 - 00Z -~ ALNNOD VdOJIHYIN :1 LOIELSIa




9LL'EYSS 9LLEYSS NOILVANTWWOOIY SNIANNJ TVLOL dN0¥D LADYVL

“Apunurod a3 ut jrun Ajrue)
® SE UOpounj 0 pue uUIp[Iyd Iy}
10J syuared 9A1399]J2 24 0] ‘SIDINOSAI

AIMIqISTe SOLTV 10 98% 1uand AQ PIIIULI] JOU ST JTAISS uonelodsue  Oou 10 payII]

‘uerd 901A10S S A[TUIeY o) 0 SUIPIOOOE ‘SIVIAIAS OUBISISSE pue sfinys Sunuared jo s[9A9] palrea

ATTurej 30911p pue Jururen jusurofeueur SWIOY ‘UIP[IYD Iy} ‘SJIJaUI] IOUBISISSE AJIIIE ‘SI0IN0SAI

0} soniiqisuodsal pue sajoI ur Jururen juated spnjour gorym Amununos  gjendordde  ‘swrd)sAs

‘s901a19s poddns owoy-ur ‘uirs) Suoy jo a3uel e ‘sanIiqesip joddns A[rue] pojuuy ARy IO

- POPUAIIO0a] *PIPUAUILIODAT rernsurdoraaap aaey oym sjuared o) apraoid ‘saoraIos yoe] pue sjuared JwI099q SINIIGESIP
spunj DGSS ON spunj DESS ON apte juared ur pa[[n{s pue pouren aIe Jeq) JJels pAKIend) HOIAYAS HAIY LNHYVd | [®uowrdo[oaap 9Aey Oym S[ENPIAIPU]  G#

“S[enpIAIPUI 9[q1810 SOLTY
-UOU 1O ST 30TAISS "SINIANOE JIOM PUR S0IN0SAT AIUNUILIOD

7 sdN0uD LIOVL o ] ,
SSOUIV ONDINVI IOIANES | INFWALVIS WIT190dd

| ®»wiL EoIANEs /8002 - L00Z

S3AILITIAVSIA TYININJOTIAIA HLIM SNOSHId :dNOYD 13DHVL
SNOILYANIWNO0I3H LNVHO %3078 S3IIAHIS TVIO0S 800¢ - £00Z - ALNNOD VdOOJIHVIN | LOI4LSIa



Agenda Ttem #5K

MARICOPA
ASSOCIATION of

GOVERNNMENTS

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 4 Phoenix, Arizona 85003
Phone {(602) 254-8300 4 FAX (502) 254-8480
E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov & Web site: www.mag. maricopa.gav

January 23, 2007

TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council
FROM: Rita Walton, Information Services Manager

SUBJECT: ARIZONA DATA ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS TASK FORCE UPDATE

In February 2006, Governor Janet Napolitano issued an Executive Order to create an Arizona Data
Estimates and Projections Task Force (ADEPT) to recommend enhancements to the preparation of
population and employment estimates and projections. These estimates and projections are critical to
MAG member agencies because they are usedfor allocating funding, budgeting, determining infrastructure
requirements and all regional planning activities. The Task Force has produced an Interim Report with
proposed recommendations for improving the population estimates methods and process and enhancing
the data and access of the labor market information. We are transmitting to you a summary of those
recommendations.

Background

The Task Force convened in June 2006, and has met approximately every month to review current
methods and prepare an interim report for the Governor prior to the end of the 2006. The Task Force
includes 26 members from around the state, including representatives from each affected state
department, all three of the major state universities, and several Councils of Governments. MAG
member agencies were represented on the Task Force and the Technical Subcommittee by Dennis
Smith, MAG Executive Director, and me. In addition, MAG cities and towns were also represented by
Tom Belshe, League of Arizona Cities and Towns, as Co-Chair of both the Task Force and the technical
subcommittee.

One of the important benefits of enhancing the estimates process involves their potential use for
determining the distribution of state shared revenues. State Law was amended in 2003 to allow the use
of estimates prepared by DES for the distribution of state-shared revenue from 2006 to 20| |. However,
because of concerns over the accuracy of the estimates, MAG chose to conduct a Census Survey at a
cost of more than $8 million. An enhanced estimates process, with greater confidence in the estimates
derived, would provide MAG member agencies with an option that would avoid incurring the cost of a
Special Census or a Census Survey.

The Interim Report's recommendations can be subdivided into four subject areas: Data Quality
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Improvements, Process Improvements, Organizational Changes, and Labor Force Data Improvements.
One of the key recommendations is to establish and fund an independent Office of the State
Demographer to coordinate the production of the demographic estimates and projections for the State
of Arizona. The State Demographer would facilitate the collection of state and local data needed,
determine and maintain appropriate methodology, and facilitate the distribution and review of these
estimates and projections. A summary of the recommendations by subject area is attached.

Many of the recommendations require either statutory changes, administrative rule changes, or additional
budget appropriations. Further, these recommendations provide implementation timing in both the
immediate and long-term future. The full Interim Report includes a more complete description of each
recommendation, along with some specific details concerning each recommendation.

The Task Force will continue its work in 2007, focusing on two additional aspects of the ADEPT work
goals: (1) reviewing best practices in producing demographic and employment estimates and projections
and (2) reviewing current methods and recommending improvements to Arizona’s population and
employment projections methods and process. These findings and recommendations will be combined
with those detailed in the December 2006 Interim Report to provide a final report and set of
recommendations to the Governor in 2007. An update will be provided to the MAG Management
Committee on the Final Report to the Governor.

A copy ofthe Interim Report with the detailed recommendations will be provided to the Regional Council
when it becomes available. If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me
at 602-254-6300.



Data Quality

Process

Organizational

Attachment One

Interim Report Recommendations
Arizona Data Estimates and Projections Task Force

Standardize the reporting of housing unit activity and ensure it is provided in a timely
manner.

Offer training and support for local governments in providing vital local information used
as inputs to the estimates process.

Ensure state departments and agencies share historic and current vital information.
Evaluate other potential private, local and state data.

Explore working with the U.S. Census Bureau to improve federally provided data for use
in state and local estimates.

Ensure transparency in the population estimates process with open access to methods
and data.

Create an appeals process for local governments to challenge population estimate results
as part of the population estimates process.

Create Office of State Demographer with the requisite staff technical skills to carry out the
estimates and projections process.

Labor Force Data

Enhance the data and access to labor market information. This would include making
available additional detail information on business location and employment activity.
Provide additional resources to allow for additional detail and analysis of the labor market
information for use in community and economic development and general economic
research.
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January 23, 2007

TO:! Members of the MAG Regional Council
FROM:  Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair

SUBJECT: RATIFICATION OF THE ANNUAL PERFORMANCE REVIEW AND COMPENSATION
OF THE MAG EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

On January 8, 2007, the Regional Council Executive Committee conducted the annual performance
evaluation of the MAG Executive Director. The Executive Committee took action to increase the salary
of the Executive Director. Ratification of the action by the Executive Committee is being requested.

The performance evaluation was done in consultation with the Regional Council as part of the Executive
Director’'s employment agreement. In January 2003, the Regional Council approved an agreement to
hire the current Executive Director. As part of the evaluation, in November, a questionnaire was sent
to the members of the Regional Council to comment on the performance of the Executive Director.
On January 8, 2007, the Executive Committee reviewed the comments from the Regional Council,
discussed the performance of the Executive Director, and took action to increase the salary of the
Executive Director’s to $182,500. This increase is effective January |, 2007.

If you have any questions regarding the action of the Executive Committee please contact me at
(623) 882-7776.
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E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov 4 Web site: www. mag. maricopa.gov

January 23, 2007

TO:! Members of the MAG Regional Council
FROM: Dennis Smith, Executive Director

SUBJECT: TRANSPORTATION POLICY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS FOR
BUSINESS REPRESENTATIVES

On January 17, 2007, the Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) considered individuals to fill the
expired seats on the TPC for two seats representing regionwide business interests. One of the expired
seats represents freight interests. To fill these seats, the TPC recommended that the two individuals who
previously served continue on the Committee. The individuals recommended were Mr. Eneas Kane of
DMB Associates, Inc., to fill the regionwide business interest seat, and Mr. Dave Berry of Swift
Transportation to fill the business seat representing freight interests.

According to state statute, the chairman of the regional planning agency may submit names to the
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives for consideration for
appointment to the TPC. The two seats that expired were previously appointed by the Speaker of the
House of Representatives. The two seats will serve six year terms.

The Transportation Policy Committee is recommending that the Regional Council approve having the
Chair of the Regional Council forward the two names recommended by the TPC to the Speaker of the
House of Representatives for consideration.

If you have any questions regarding this process for submitting names for consideration, please contact
me at the MAG office.
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302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 4 Phoenix, Arizona 85003
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E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov 4 Web site: www.mag. maricopa. gov

January 23, 2007

TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council
FROM: Lindy Bauer, Environmental Director

SUBJECT: AIR QUALITY UPDATE

The Five Percent Plan for PM- | 0 and the Eight-Hour Ozone Plan are due to the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) in 2007. A recent court ruling vacated the Environmental Protection Agency’s Phase | Eight-Hour Ozone
Implementation Rule, which included the classification of the nonattainment areas. Also, on January 8, 2007, an
Air Quality Executive Order was issued which requires the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality to
develop an Air Quality Improvement Action Plan by March 31, 2007 and to develop requirements for State
agency Air Quality Impact Reports on proposed State funded transportation projects in Maricopa, Pima, and Pinal
counties. Background information is provided below.

Five Percent Plan for PM-10

In accordance with the Clean Air Act, the Five Percent Plan for PM-10 is due to the Environmental Protection
Agency by December 31, 2007. The plan is required to reduce PM-10 emissions by five percent per year until
the standard is met. In order to attain the standard, the region needs three years of clean data at the monitors
(2007, 2008, 2009). In 2006, there were approximately twenty-seven exceedance days of the twenty-four hour
PM-10 standard. It is important to attain the PM-10 standard as quickly as possible or additional years of five
percent reductions may need to be included in the plan.

To date, the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee has been reviewing preliminary draft information
on the emission inventories which indicate the contribution from various sources. In general, the sources include:
stationary point sources; industrial processes; fuel combustion and fires; agriculture; construction; unpaved parking
lots; vacant lots; unpaved roads; paved road fugitive dust (including trackout); exhaust/tire wear/brake wear; and
nonroad mobile sources. The 2005 PM-10 emissions inventory prepared by the Maricopa County Air Quality
Department will serve as the base to project the 2007 emissions inventory which will be used to calculate the five
percent reductions in PM-10 emissions. The reductions will then need to be achieved in 2008 and 2009.
Currently, Maricopa County has been in the process of refining the 2005 emissions inventory and a revised
inventory is anticipated to be available on January 23, 2007.

The Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee has also been reviewing a Preliminary Draft Comprehensive List
of Measures to Reduce PM- 0 Particulate Pollution (see Attachments One and Two). Measures in the plan will
need to be implemented on a regionwide basis. It is anticipated that the Air Quality Technical Advisory

w———-—-- - .—  AVoluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County

City of Apache Junction 4 City of Avandale 4 Town of Buckeye 4 Town of Carefree 4 Town of Cave Creek 4 City of Chandler 4 City of Ei Mirage 4 Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation 4 Town of Fountain Hills & Town of Gila Bend
Gila River Indian Community 4 Town of Gilbert « City of Glendale 4 City of Goodyear 4 Town of Guadalupe 4 City of Litchfield Park 4 Maricopa County 4 City of Mesa 4 Town of Paradise Valley 4 City of Peoria & City of Phoenix
Town of Queen Creek & Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 4 City of Scottsdale 4 City of Surprise 4 City of Tempe 4 City of Tolleson 4 Town of Wickenburg 4 Town of Youngtown 4 Arizona Department of Transportation



Committee may recommend a Suggested List of Measures to the MAG Management Committee and Regional
Council in March 2007. Each implementing entity then determines which measures are feasible for

implementation for that entity. Commitments to implement measures from local governments would be due in
June 2007.

On January 11, 2007, T&B Systems and Sierra Research presented preliminary data and analysis from the MAG
PM-10 Source Attribution and Deposition Study to the Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee. The study is
designed to identify the sources of emissions contributing to violations of the PM-10 standards in the
nonattainment area during stagnant conditions and characterize the deposition of PM- 1 O particles emitted by these
sources. From November |5, 2006-December |4, 2006, T&B Systems conducted extensive measurements
in the Salt River area using state-of-the-art technologies.

The preliminary data indicates that PM-10 is predominantly localized in nature rather than due to transport. The
consultants identified a variety of sources in close proximity to the monitors which appear to be contributing to
the violations during stagnant conditions: trackout of dirt onto paved roads; dragout from unpaved or poorly
maintained paved roads or parking lots; unpaved road shoulders; unpaved roads; open burning; agriculture; and
vehicle activity on unpaved parking lots. While this study is being conducted at two monitors, these types of
sources are found throughout the region. It is anticipated that the study will be completed in May 2007.

Eight-Hour Ozone Plan

The Eight-Hour Ozone Plan is due to EPA by June |5, 2007. This region was classified as a Basic Area under
Subpart | of the Clean Air Act with an attainment date of June 15, 2009. In order to be in attainment, the region
will need clean data at the monitors in 2006, 2007, and 2008. To date, the region has two years of data with no
violating moriitors. Based upon preliminary air quality modeling data, it appears that existing measures may be
sufficient to attain the standard.

On December 22, 2006, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit vacated EPA’s Phase | Eight-Hour
Ozone Implementation Rule and remanded it back to EPA for further proceedings. The Court rejected EPA’s
approach for classifying the eight-hour ozone nonattainment areas under Subpart | of the Clean Air Act,
contingency measures, conformity, new source review, etc. The EPA s in the process of analyzing the court
ruling and has until February 5, 2007 to request a rehearing. Inthe meantime, an EPA representative has advised
that a plan should still be submitted for this region.

Also, the EPA is in the process of revising the ozone standard to make it more stringent. It is anticipated that a
new standard may be proposed in June 2007 and finalized in June 2008. Nonattainment area designations may

occurin 201 1.

Air Quality Executive Order

On January 8, 2007, an Air Quality Executive Order was issued which requires the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality (ADEQ) to develop an Air Quality Improvement Action Plan to reduce particulate matter
and ozone pollution in Arizona by March 31, 2007. The Department is to develop requirements for State agency
Air Quality Impact Reports on proposed State funded transportation projects in Maricopa, Pima, and Pinal counties
(see Attachment Three). The reports are to be filed with the ADEQ for review and approval.



The Executive Order requires each jurisdiction that receives funds from the Arizona Department of Transportation
for road construction, expansion, modification, or repairs within Maricopa County to certify annually to ADOT
that, during the preceding twelve-month period, the jurisdiction has met its commitments under the State
Implementation Plan to use PM-10 efficient vacuum street sweepers at least weekly, to pave roads, alleys and
shoulders (including quantifying the paving) and to install curbing.

In addition, the Executive Order contains several air quality requirements for State agencies with facilities or
contracts in Maricopa, Pima, and Pinal counties including: ceasing the use of leaf blowers and gasoline-powered
lawn mowers by June 30, 2007; purchasing and using low-emission gas cans; and giving incentives to bidders that

use on-road or off-road heavy-duty diesel equipment retrofited with diesel retrofit kits, new clean diesel
technologies and fuels.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (602) 254-6300.
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF
MEASURES TO REDUCE PM-10 PARTICULATE MATTER

January 12, 2007






PRELIMINARY DRAFT COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF MEASURES

TO REDUCE PM-10 PARTICULATE MATTER

January 12, 2007

MEASURE FIVE PERCENT MODELING ATTAINMENT AT| POTENTIAL
REDUCTION IN ATTAINMENT THE MONITORS | IMPLEMENTING
EMISSIONS DEMONSTRATION ENTITY
Agriculture

The Governor’s Agricultural Best Management Practices Committee is in the process of evaluating potential measures to further
reduce PM-10 emissions from agriculture for consideration for the Five Percent Plan for PM-10. This Committee was established by
law in 1998 (Arizona Revised Statutes, Title 49-457) to develop an agricultural PM-10 general permit that would address the need for
controls on agricultural operations. The potential agricultural measures will be presented to the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory

Committee for consideration.

Fugitive Dust Control Rules

1. Public education and outreach H (increasing Rule 310 [ H (increasing Rule 310 L County, local govts
(e.g., Clark County) with assistance effectiveness) effectiveness)
from local governments

2. Extensive Dust Control Training | H (increasing Rule 310 | H (increasing Rule 310 M County, private
Program (e.g., Clark County) effectiveness) effectiveness) sector

3. Core Dust Control Training H (increasing Rule 310 | H (increasing Rule 310 M County, local govts,
Program with video provided to effectiveness) effectiveness) private sector
local governments and private
sector

4. Dust Managers required at H (increasing Rule 310 | H (increasing Rule 310 M County
construction sites of 50 acres and effectiveness) effectiveness)
greater (e.g., Clark County)

5. Dedicated coordinator for unpaved | H (increasing Rule H (increasing Rule M County
roads and vacant lots (e.g., Clark 310.01 effectiveness) | 310.01 effectiveness)
County)

6. Strengthen trackout provisions H (increasing Rule 310 | H (increasing Rule 310 H County

reduce length that requires
rapid cleanup (e.g., 25 feet
cumulative from all exits)
increase size of gravel pad
require grizzly and gravel pad

& 310.01 effectiveness)

& 310.01 effectiveness)




MEASURE FIVE PERCENT MODELING ATTAINMENT AT POTENTIAL
REDUCTION IN ATTAINMENT THE MONITORS | IMPLEMENTING
EMISSIONS DEMONSTRATION ENTITY

7. Increase fines for dust control H (increasing Rule 310 | H (increasing Rule 310 H County
violations and continue to publish | & 310.01 compliance) | & 310.01 compliance)
the list of violators

8. Establish a certification program | H (increasing Rule 310 | H (increasing Rule 310 L State, County
for Dust Free Developments to effectiveness) effectiveness)
serve as an industry standard

9. Better defined tarping requirements | H (increasing Rule 310 | H (increasing Rule 310 M County
in Rule 310 to include enclosure of effectiveness) effectiveness)
the bed

Industry

10. Implement Rule 316 L L H County, private

sector

11. Require private companies to use L L H State
PM-10 certified street sweepers or
water filtration system sweepers on
paved areas including parking lots
(e.g., Clark County)

12. Shift hours of operation during N/A H H State
stagnant conditions in November
through February

13. Model cumulative impacts for new L L M State
or modified existing sources

14. Conduct night time and weekend L M M County
inspections

Nonroad Activities

15. Discourage use of leaf blowers on L L L State, County
high pollution advisory days

16. Encourage use of leaf vacuums to L L L State, County
replace blowers

17. Reduce off-road vehicle use in M L L State, County, local

areas with high off-road vehicle
activity (e.g., Goodyear Ordinance)

govts




MEASURE FIVE PERCENT MODELING ATTAINMENT AT| POTENTIAL
REDUCTION IN ATTAINMENT THE MONITORS | IMPLEMENTING
EMISSIONS DEMONSTRATION ENTITY
18. Create a fund to provide incentives L L L State
to retrofit nonroad diesel engines
and encourage early replacements
with advanced technologies
19. Update the statutes to require ultra- L L L State
low sulfur diesel fuels for nonroad
equipment
Paved Roads
20. Sweep streets with PM-10 certified M M M County, local govts
street sweepers
21. Retrofit onroad diesel engines L L L State, County, local
govts
22. Pave or overlay with rubberized L L L State, County, local
asphalt govts
Unpaved Parking Lots
23. Pave or stabilize existing unpaved M M M County, local govts
parking lots (e.g., Phoenix Parking
Code)
Unpaved Roads
24. Pave or stabilize existing dirt roads H N/A M County, local govts
and alleys
24. Limit speeds to 15 miles per hour H N/A M County, local govts
on high traffic dirt roads
26. Prohibit new dirt roads including N/A N/A M State, County
those associated with lot splits
Unpaved Shoulders
27. Pave or stabilize unpaved shoulders H M M County, local govts




owners do not respond, liens put on
property if necessary (e.g., Clark
County)

310.01 effectiveness)

MEASURE FIVE PERCENT MODELING ATTAINMENT AT| POTENTIAL
REDUCTION IN ATTAINMENT THE MONITORS | IMPLEMENTING
EMISSIONS DEMONSTRATION ENTITY
Unpaved Access Points
28. Pave or stabilize unpaved access to M M M County, local govts
paved roads
Vacant Lots
29. Strengthen and increase H (increasing Rule L M County
enforcement of Rule 310.01 for 310.01 effectiveness)
vacant lots
30. Restrict vehicular use and parking H (increasing Rule L M County, local govts
on vacant lots (e.g., Phoenix) 310.01 effectiveness)
County, local govts
31. Enhanced enforcement of trespass H (increasing Rule L M
ordinances and codes 310.01 effectiveness)
32. Vacant lots stabilized by County if | H (increasing Rule H M State, County

Note: Low, medium, and high rankings are preliminary qualitative assessments and will be revised when the emissions inventory and

modeling data are available.




ATTACHMENT TWO

MEASURE SELECTION PROCESS FOR
THE MAG FIVE PERCENT PLAN FOR PM-10

November 30, 2006
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TENTATIVE SCHEDULE FOR THE MEASURE SELECTION PROCESS FOR
THE MAG FIVE PERCENT PLAN FOR PM-10

December 7, 2006 - MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee (AQTAC) will
review the Preliminary Draft Comprehensive List of Measures and new emissions
inventories.

January 11, 2007 - Preliminary data from the MAG PM-10 Source Attribution and
Deposition Study will be presented to the AQTAC.

February 1 and February 15, 2007 - Report describing the measures on the Draft
Comprehensive List will be discussed with the AQTAC.

March 1, 2007 - AQTAC may recommend a Suggested List of Measures for the Five
Percent Plan for PM-10 to the MA G Management Committee. Justification for measures not
recommended may also be provided by the AQTAC (e.g., technologically and economically
infeasible, otherwise unreasonable).

March 14, 2007 - MAG Management Committee may make a recommendation on the
Suggested List of Measures to the MAG Regional Council.

March 28,2007 - MAG Regional Council may approve the Suggested List of Measures for
the Five Percent Plan for PM-10.

April - June 2007 - Local governments and the State may review the measures under their
respective authorities for possible implementation. Each implementing entity determines
which measures are feasible for implementation by that entity.

June 2007 - Commitments to implement measures from the local governments are due to
be submitted to MAG for analysis and inclusion in the adopted plan.
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HOW LOCAL GOVERNMENTS COMMIT TO IMPLEMENT MEASURES

STEP 1

MAG Regional Council approves a Suggested List of
Measures

« State measures
« Local government measures

STEP 2 Each MAG member agency reviews local government

portion of list and decides what measures to
implement

STEP 3
Each Council passes resolution* describing the

measures to be implemented
* Measure description .
« Legal authority for implementation
« Funding for measure
Enforcement

STEP 4
Each MAG member agency also describes reasons* for

rejecting any local government measures
« Technologically or economically infeasible
« Otherwise unreasonable -

STEP 5

Each MAG member agency submits the resolution and
reasons _for rejection to MAG for the plan

*Guidance will be provided by MAG staff,



ATTACHMENT THREE

Executive Order 2007-03
Improving Air Quality

WHEREAS, between November 1, 2005, and March 31, 2006, the Arizona Department
of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) issued twenty-five High Pollution Advisories for
particulate matter, significantly more than in previous years; and

WHEREAS, ADEQ already has issued seven High Pollution Advisories for particulate
matter since November 1, 2006; and

WHEREAS, Arizona remains in a condition of prolonged drought such that particulate
matter is more easily generated and transported and accumulates in greater concentrations
in the air; and

WHEREAS, particulate matter pollution is generated by construction, sand and gravel
mining operations, landscaping and grounds maintenance activities, on- and off- road
motor vehicle operation, vacant lots, unpaved shoulders, unpaved alleyways, unpaved
roads, agriculture and other activities that create dust; and

WHEREAS, a portion of Maricopa County has not yet attained the federal National
Ambient Air Quality Standard for particulate matter despite the December 31, 2006,
deadline to do so; and

WHEREAS, Arizona will be required to submit a State Implementation Plan to the
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) by December 31, 2007 to achieve
particulate matter emission reductions of at least 5% annually until the federal National
Ambient Air Quality Standard is met; and

WHEREAS, a portion of Maricopa County and Apache Junction in Pinal County has not
yet attained the federal National Ambient Air Quality Standard for eight-hour ozone; and

WHEREAS, Arizona is required to meet the eight-hour ozone standard by June 15,
2009; and

WHEREAS, Arizona must submit a State Implementation Plan to EPA by June 15,
2007, demonstrating how the eight-hour ozone standard will be met by the June 15, 2009,
deadline; and

WHEREAS, attainment of the eight-hour ozone standard hinges on air quality in the
three-year period 2006 through 2008; and

WHEREAS, the eight-hour ozone standard was exceeded on thirteen days between April
1, 2005 and September 30, 2005, and on eleven days between April 1, 2006 and
September 30, 2006 in the non-attainment area; and

WHEREAS, ozone pollution is caused predominantly by emissions from motor vehicles,
but is also contributed to by emissions from gasoline-powered equipment (including
landscaping and off-road equipment) and emissions from gasoline storage and dispensing
equipment; and



Executive Order 2007-03
Page 2

WHEREAS, while Pima County is in attainment for the federal National Ambient Air
Quality Standards for particulate matter and ozone, Pima County has experienced
increased levels of those pollutants; and

WHEREAS, Maricopa County, Pima County and Pinal County are experiencing
significant growth that threatens to further impair air quality; and

WHEREAS, the Maricopa County area is one of only two areas in the United States
required to reduce its particulate matter (PMo) emissions by 5% every year until the
federal PM,q standard is achieved; and

WHEREAS, elevated levels of particulate matter and ozone air pollution can cause
respiratory problems and other adverse health effects for people, especially children,
seniors and other sensitive populations;

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Janet Napolitano, by virtue of the powers vested in me as
Governor by the Arizona Constitution and the laws of the State, do hereby order as
follows: .

1. By March 31, 2007, ADEQ shall develop an Air Quality Improvement Action
Plan with recommendations to the Governor for strategies to reduce particulate
matter and ozone pollution in Arizona and to meet the federal National Ambient
Air Quality Standards for particulate matter and ozone.

2. In compliance with requirements to be developed by ADEQ, any State agency,
board or commission that proposes to carry out or approve a future State-funded
project relating to transportation in Maricopa County, Pima County or Pinal
County that is anticipated to have a significant impact on ozone pollution shall
prepare an Air Quality Impact Report containing at a minimum the information
specified in A.R.S. §§ 49-453(A)(1-7) and subject to the exceptions outlined in
AR.S. §§ 49-453(C) & (D). The report shall be filed with the Director of ADEQ
for ADEQ’s review and approval at least 180 days before the agency, board or
commission makes a final decision on the transportation project.

3. Any State agency, board or commission that proposes to carry out or approve a
future State-funded project relating to transportation in Maricopa County, Pima
County, or Pinal County that is anticipated to have a significant impact on
particulate matter pollution shall, in compliance with requirements to be
developed by ADEQ, go beyond statutory requirements to prepare an Air Quality
Impact Report containing at a minimum the information specified in A.R.S. §§
49-453(A)(1-7) and subject to the exceptions outlined in A.R.S. §§ 49-453(C) &
(D). The report shall be filed with the Director of ADEQ for ADEQ’s review and
approval at least 180 days before the agency, board or commission makes a final
decision on the transportation project.

4. In compliance with requirements to be developed by ADEQ in consultation with
the Arizona Department of Administration (ADOA), all State agencies shall cease
the use of leaf blowers, gasoline-powered lawn mowers and other pollution-
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causing landscape maintenance equipment on State property and at State facilities
in Maricopa County, Pima County and Pinal County by June 30, 2007.

In compliance with requirements to be developed by ADEQ in consultation with
ADOA, all State agencies shall hereafter purchase and use only low-emission gas
cans and shall over time replace all gas cans currently in use by State agencies

that are not low-emission cans.

In compliance with requirements to be developed by ADEQ in consultation with

~ the Arizona State Land Department and ADOA, and to the extent permitted by

10.

11.

law, any State contract for the sale or lease of any State land, State property or

-State facility, building, structure or installation in Maricopa County, Pima County

and Pinal County shall require the buyer, lessee or tenant to mitigate emissions of
particulate matter or ozone-causing pollutants from any indirect source of air

pollutants to be constructed or operated thereon.

In compliance with requirements to be developed by ADEQ in consultation with
ADOA, any State agency that constructs, contracts for the construction -of, or
provides funding for the construction of, any facility, building, structure or

installation in Maricopa County, Pima County or Pinal County that is an indirect

source of particulate matter or ozone-causing pollutants shall mitigate emissions
of those pollutants and/or require that such emissions be mitigated.

In consultation with ADEQ, ADOT further shall require that each jurisdiction that
receives funds from ADOT for road construction, expansion, modification or
repairs within Maricopa County shall certify annually to ADOT that, during the
preceding twelve-month period, the jurisdiction has met its commitments under
the existing State Implementation Plan to use PM;o efficient vacuum street
sweepers at least weekly, to pave roads, alleys and shoulders (including
quantifying the paving) and to install curbing.

In compliance with requirements to be developed by ADEQ, any State agency
that engages in construction or renovation activities on State property or at a State
facility, building, structure or installation in Maricopa County, Pima County and
Pinal County shall suppress, and require its contractor(s) to suppress, emissions of
dust from such construction or renovation activities.

As directed in Executive Order 2006-13, in consultation with ADEQ and to the
maximum extent allowed by federal law, ADOT shall develop and implement a
pilot program to allow designated hybrid motor vehicles to drive in high-
occupancy vehicle lanes on roadways, consistent with the provisions of

ARS. §§ 28-737 and 28-2416.

In compliance with requirements to be developed by ADEQ in consultation
with ADOA, any State agency that contracts for the use of on-road or
off-road heavy duty diesel equipment in Maricopa County, Pima County and
Pinal County shall, subject to relevant state law and where practicable,
construct it's Requests for Proposals in a manner that gives incentives
to bidders that use: equipment retrofitted with diesel retrofit kits; newer clean
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diesel technologies and fuels; or “green diesel,” biodiesel fuel, or other fuels that
are cleaner than petroleum diesel.

12. All Trip Reduction materials distributed to State employees shall include public
education materials about particulate matter and ozone pollution and shall
encourage employees to take steps to reduce emissions of these pollutants.

IN WITNESS WHEREOPF, I have hereunto set my
hand and caused to be affixed the Great Seal of the
State of Arizona.

7 N W —
GOVERNOR
L : . O
DONE at the Capitol in Phoenix on this 2_ day of
January in the Year Two Thousand and Seven and
of the Independence of the United States of
America the Two Hundred and Thirty-First.

; SECRETARY OF STATE

ATTEST:



Agenda Item #8

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE.
January 23, 2007

SUBJECT:
Discussion of the Development of the FY 2008 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual
Budget

SUMMARY:

Each year, the MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget is developed in conjunction
with member agency and public input. The Work Program is reviewed each year by the federal
agencies in the spring and approved by the Regional Council in May. This overview of MAG’s draft
Dues and Assessments and the proposed budget production timeline provides an opportunity for
early input into the development of the Work Program and Budget. The draft Dues and Assessments
document is footnoted for your information.

¢ Thepopulation numbers used in the draft Dues and Assessments calculation are updated using
the 2005 Census Survey population with some exceptions noted on the draft Dues and
Assessments in footnotes (j) and (k).

¢  The Solid Waste Planning Assessment discussed in footnote (b) remains unchanged from FY
2006 and 2007 at $10,000 with no anticipated additional program activity for Solid Waste
Planning during FY 2008.

¢ The information in footnotes (c), (d) and (f) remains the same from prior years and describes
the calculations for the 9-1-1 Planning Assessment, the Homeless Prevention Assessment and
the Maricopa County portion of the population calculation, respectively.

¢ Last year staff was directed to use the prior year Consumer Price Index for all urban consumers
(CPI-U)for calculation of the estimated Dues and Assessments. The CPI-U factor for calendar
year 2006 is not yet final. The average CPI-U for the calendar year is 3.2 percent and this
factor has been applied to the estimated draft Dues and Assessments. The average CPI-U for
the FY 2007 Dues and Assessments was 3.4 percent.

PUBLIC INPUT:
No public comments have been received.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: MAG is proposing a budget time line that provides explicit information, an incremental review
of key budget details and a draft review of the budget and work program. Additionally, we are
providing draft Dues and Assessments.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: None.



POLICY: None.

ACTION NEEDED:

Input on the development of the FY 2008 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Executive Cornmittee: This item was on the January 8, 2007 MAG Regional Council Executive

Committee agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear,
Chair
* Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice
Chair
# Mayor Joan Shafer, Surprise, Treasurer

* Not present

Mayor Steven M. Berman, Gilbert

Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa

Mayor Thomas L. Schoaf, Litchfield Park
Councilmember Peggy Neely, Phoenix

# Participated by videoconference or telephone conference call

Management Committee: This item was on the January 10, 2007 Management Committee agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Ed Beasley, Glendale, Chair
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Vice Chair
* George Hoffman, Apache Junction
Charlie McClendon, Avondale
Dave Wilcox, Buckeye
* Jon Pearson, Carefree
Wayne Anderson for Usama Abujbarah,
Cave Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler
* B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage
Alfonso Rodriguez for Orlando Moreno,
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
Tim Pickering, Fountain Hills
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community
George Pettit, Gilbert
Stephen Cleveland, Goodyear
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe

Mike Cartsonis for Darryl Crossman,
Litchfield Park

Christopher Brady, Mesa

Tom Martinsen, Paradise Valley

Terry Ellis, Peoria

Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix

John Kross, Queen Creek

Bryan Meyers, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community

Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise

Will Manley, Tempe

Reyes Medrano, Tolleson

Shane Dille, Wickenburg

Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown

Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT

David Smith, Maricopa County

Bryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Participated by telephone conference call.

+ Participated by videoconference call.

CONTACT PERSON:

Rebecca Kimbrough, MAG Fiscal Services Manager, (602) 452-5051



01/04/07
01/08/07
01/10/07
01/31/07
02/08/07
02/12/07
02/14/07
02/22/07
02/28/07
03/08/07
03/14/07
03/19/07
03/28/07
04/05/07
04/11/07
04/16/07
04/25/07

April

April
05/03/07
05/09/07
05/14/07

05/23/07

Thurs

Mon

Wed

Wed

Thurs

Mon

Wed

Thurs

Wed

Thurs

Wed

Mon

Wed

Thurs

Wed

Mon

Wed

Thurs

Wed

Mon

Wed

Maricopa Association of Governments
Fiscal Year 2008
DRAFT December 28, 2007
Work Program and Annual Budget Proposed Timeline

Intergovernmental Meeting

Regional Council Executive Committee Meeting-dues/assessments; timeline

Regional Council Management Committee Meeting-dues/assessments; timeline

Regional Council-dues/assessments; timeline

Intergovernmental Meeting

Regional Council Executive Committee Meeting- present new projects; presentation of summary budget documents
Management Committee Meeting- present new projects; presentation of summary budget documents
Budget Workshop-videoconference (TBD)

Regional Council Meeting- present new projects; presentation of summary budget documents
Intergovernmental Meeting

Management Committee Meeting- information and review of draft budget documents

Regional Council Executive Committee Meeting- information and review of draft budget documents

Regional Council Meeting- information and review of draft budget documents

Intergovernmental Meeting

Management Committee Meeting- information and review of draft budget documents

Regional Council Executive Committee Meeting- information and review of draft budgef documents

Regional Council Meeting- information and review of draft budget documents

Changes in draft budget projects and/or any changes in budgeted staff will be brought to the Executive Committee,
Management Committee and Regional Council in their April meetings if needed (TBD)

IPG meeting with FHWA, FTA, ADOT and others (TBD)

Intergovernmental Meeting

Management Committee meeting - present draft Budget for recommendation of approval

Regional Council Executive Committee meeting - present draft Budget for recommendation of approval

Regional Council meeting - present draft Budget for approval
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