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April 14,2009 

TO: Merrlbers of the MAG Regional Council 

FROM: Councilwoman Peggy Neely, Phoenix, Chair 

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA 

Meeting - 5:00 p.m. 

Wednesday, April 22,2009 
MAG Office, Suite 200 - Saguaro Room 

302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix 

Dinner - 6:30 p.m. 

MAG Office, Suite 200 

The next MAG 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 meeting in the MAG Cholla Room on the 2nd "floor. Supporting information is
 
enclosed for your review.
 

Please park in the garage underneath 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 II of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), MAG does not discriminate on the basis
 
of disability in admissions to or participation in its public meetings. Persons with a disability may request
 

a reasonable accommodation, such as asign 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. 

c: MAG Management Committee 
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MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL
 
REVISED TENTATIVE AGENDA
 

April 22, 2009
 

I . Call to Order 

2. Pledge of Allegiance 

3. Call to the Audience 

An opportunity will be provided to members of 
the public to address the Regional Council on 
items 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. 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. 

4. Executive Director's Report 

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

5. Approval of Consent Agenda 

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

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 

3. Information. 

4. Information and discussion. 

5. Approval of the Consent Agenda. 

ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONSENT*
 

MINUTES
 

*5A. Approval of the March 25, 2009, Meeting SA. Review and approval of the March 25, 2009, 
Minutes meeting minutes. 
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MAG Regional Council -- Revised Tentative Agenda	 April 22, 2009 

TRANSPORTATION ITEMS
 

*5B.	 Update tothe Arterial Life Cycle Program Policies 
and Procedures 

The Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) Policies 
and Procedures approved by the MAG Regional 
Council on December 19, 2007, require 
revisions, which include refinements to policies 
on the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) 
Closeout Process, the addition of substitute 
projects, and the amendment or termination of 
signed and effective Project Agreements. Other 
minor technical re"f1nements are also included. 
The ALCP Working Group met on Novernber 
17, 2008 and January 9, 2009, to discuss the 
revisions and continued the discussion and 
re"f1nement process via e-mail. On April 8, 2009, 
the Management Committee recommended 
approval. This item is on the April 15, 2009, 
agenda of the Transportation Policy Committee. 
An update will be provided on action taken by the 
Committee. Please refer to the enclosed 
material. 

*5C.	 Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report 

A Status Report on the Arterial Life Cycle 
Program (ALCP) is provided for the period 
between October 2008 and March 2009 and 
includes an update on ALCP Project work, the 
remaining FY 2009 ALCP schedule, and ALCP 
revenues and finances. Please refer to the 
enclosed material. 

*5D.	 Section 53 10 Elderly Individuals and Individuals 
with Disabilities Transportation Program Priority 
Listing of Applicants 

On March 20, 2009, the MAG Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) Elderly and Persons with 
Disabilities Transportation Program Ad Hoc 
Committee developed a priority listing for the 
applications received for FTA Section 53 10 
funding. FTA provides these funds to the Arizona 
Department ofTransportation (ADOT) for capital 
assistance to agencies and public bodies that 
provide transportation services for people who 

5B.	 Approval of the proposed changes to the 
previously approved December 19,2007, ALCP 
Policies and Procedures. 

5C. Information and discussion. 

5D. Approval of forwarding the pnonty listing of 
applicants for FTA Elderly and Persons with 
Disabilities Transportation Program to the Arizona 
Department of Transportation. 
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MAG Regional Council -- Revised Tentative Agenda	 April 22, 2009 

are elderly and for people who have a disability. 
This year, 13 applications were submitted for 
capital assistance awards. Twenty-three van 
requests and two mobility manager requests 
were received and considered by the 
Committee. On April 8, 2009, the Management 
Committee recommended forwarding the 
priority listing to ADOT. Please refer to the 
enclosed material. 

*SE.	 Regional Community Network Reporting 
Structure 

The Regional Community Network (RCN) is a 
fiber optic communications network that, when 
completed, would connect all MAG member 
agencies for the primary purpose of coordinating 
traffic control operations between neighboring 
agencies. The first phase of the project is 
currently being implemented by Arizona 
Department of Transportation th rough an 
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) project in 
the FY 2008 MAG Work Program. The RCN 
Working Group, consisting of agencies 
represented on the ITS Committee and 
Technology Advisory Group (TAG) have 
recommended the establishment of a reporting 
structure for future oversight and management of 
this regional communications system. The 
attached document describes a proposed 
reporting structure for the RCN that is based on 
the regional emergency 9-1-1 system, which is a 
similar regional system that was also developed 
by MAG and is overseen by the MAG 9- I - I 
Oversight Team. This structure has been 
recommended for adoption by the ITS and TAG 
Committees and approval by the Transportation 
Review Committee and the Management 
Committee. Please refer to the enclosed 
material. 

*SF.	 ADOT Red Letter Process 

In June of 1996, the MAG Regional Council 
approved the Arizona Department of 
Transportation (ADOT) Red Letter process, 
which requires MAG member agencies to notify 
ADOT of potential development activities in 

SE. Approval of the Regional Community Network 
reporting structure. 

SF. Information and discussion. 
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MAG Regional Council -- Revised Tentative Agenda	 April 22, 2009 

freeway alignments. Development activities
 
include actions on plans, zoning and permits.
 
ADOT has forwarded a list of notifications from
 
July 1,2008, to December 3 I ,2008. Of the 254
 
notices received, 92 had an impact to the State
 
Highway System. Please refer to the enclosed
 
material.
 

AIR QUALITY ITEMS 

5G.	 Consultation.*5G.	 Conformity Consultation 

The Maricopa Association of Governments is
 
conducting consultation on a conformity
 
assessment for an amendment and administrative
 
modification to the FY 2008-20 12 MAG
 
Transportation Improvement Program (TI P). The
 
proposed amendment and administrative
 
modification involve several projects, including
 
two FY 2009 paving projects from the City of
 
Phoenix that require cost and scope changes. In
 
addition, MAG is conducting consultation on a
 
conformity assessment for an amendment and
 
administrative modi"ficationtothe TIPformember
 
agency projects for the distribution of the MAG
 
sub-allocated portion of the American Recovery
 
and Reinvestment Act (ARM) funds. The
 
amendment includes projects that may be
 
categorized as exempt from conformity
 
determinations. The administrative modification
 
includes minor project revisions that do not
 
require a conformity determination. Please refer
 
to the enclosed material.
 

GENERAL ITEMS 

*5H.	 Discussion and Update on the Draft FY 20 I0 
MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual 
Budget 

Each year, the MAG Unified Planning Work 
Program and Annual Budget is developed 
incrementally in conjunction with member agency 
and public input. The Work Program is reviewed 
each year in April by the federal agencies and 
approved by the Regional Council in May. Since 
the budget presentation in March, there have 
been no significant changes to the draft budget. 

5H. Information and discussion. 
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The Intermodal Planning Group meeting is 
scheduled for April 17, 2009 and any 
recommendations from that review, as well as 
any other signi"f1cant budget revisions, will be 
brought to the May Regional Council meeting. 

ITEMS PROPOSED TO BE HEARD 

TRANSPORTATION ITEMS 

6.	 Update on the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of2009: ADOT Portion, MAG 
Sub-Allocation, and MAG Region Transit Funds 

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
(ARRA) of 2009 was signed by President Obama 
on February 17, 2009. The Act directs 
transportation infrastructure funds to both 
highways and transit agencies in states and 
metropolitan planning organizations. On March 
25, 2009, the MAG Regional Council approved 
the necessary Transportation Improvement 
Program (TI P) project changes for ADOT-led 
freeway projects and MAG regional transit 
projects that are programmed with ARRA funds. 
At the same meeting, the MAG Regional Council 
approved a member agency allocation for the 
distribution of the MAG sub-allocated portion of 
the ARRA funds, with four stipulations related to 
defining projects, technical MAG processes, and 
obligation deadlines. An update will be provided 
regarding project development forthe MAG sub­
allocated transportation ARRA funds, the status of 
the highway and transit funded ARRA projects, 
and any new developments. 

7.	 Project Changes Amendment and 
Administrative Modi"fication to the FY 2008-20 12 
MAG Transportation Improvement Program and 
FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program, Including 
Funding from the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 

The FY2008-20 12 Transportation Improvement 
Program (TI P) and Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) 2007 Update were approved by the MAG 
Regional Council on July 25, 2007, and the FY 
2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) was 

6.	 Information and discussion. 

7.	 Approval of amendments and administrative 
modifications to the FY 2008-20 I 2 
Transportation Improvement Program, the FY 
2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program and as 
appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 
2007 Update as shown in the attached tables. 
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approved by Regional Council onJune 25,2008. 
Since that time, there have been requests from 
member agencies to modify projects in the 
programs. The proposed amendments and 
administrative modifications to the FY 2008-20 12 
TIP and FY 2009 ALCP are listed in Table A. 
These include changing funding amounts on two 
paving dirt road projects in Phoenix, changing 
funding type and amounts for projects related to 
Beardsley Road, and the deferral of design and 
right of way work on Northern Parkway. On 
March	 25, 2009, the MAG Regional Council 
approved a member agency allocation for the 
distribution of the MAG sub-allocated portion of 
the ARM funds with a requirement that projects 
are defined and submitted to MAG by April 3, 
2009. On April 8, 2009, the Management 
Committee recommended approval of the 
changes shown on Tables A, B, and C. In 
addition, the City of Chandler has requested to 
modify reimbursements for two Arterial Life 
Cycle Program (ALCP) projects as shown in 
Table D. These do not affect the fiscal balance of 
the ALCP. This item is on the April 15, 2009, 
agenda of the Transportation Policy Committee. 
An update will be provided on action taken by the 
Committee. Please refer to the enclosed 
material. 

8.	 Proposed Amendment to Add Stage One of the 
Phoenix Sky Harbor Automated Train System 
(Sky Train) to the FY 2008-2012 MAG 
Transportation Improvement Program and MAG 
Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update and 
Inclusion of Stage Two ofthe Phoenix Sky Harbor 
Automated Train System (Sky Train) in the MAG 
Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update as an 
Illustrative Project 

The City of Phoenix is requesting that Stage One 
of the automated train project be added in an 
amendment to the FY 2008-20 12 MAG 
Transportation Improvement Program and MAG 
Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update. The 
Phoenix Sky Train project is a fully automated, 
grade separated transit system that will connect 
the major facilities at Phoenix Sky Harbor 
International Airport with the METRO light rail 

8.	 Approval of a proposed amendment to add Stage 
One ofthe Phoenix Sky HarborAutomated Train 
System (Sky Train) to the FY 2008-20 12 MAG 
Transportation Improvement Program and MAG 
Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update forthe 
necessary air quality conformity analysis, and to 
include Stage Two of the Phoenix Sky Harbor 
Automated Train System (Sky Train) in the MAG 
Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update as an 
illustrative project. 
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system. The City of Phoenix is requesting that 
Stage Two be added to the Regional 
Transportation Plan 2007 Update as an illustrative 
project. Stage Two is currently planned to link 
the remaining terminals and the Rental Car 
Center by 2020. Phoenix has been reviewing a 
federal credit program called the Transportation 
Infrastructure Financing Innovation Act of 1998 
(TI FIA) forthis portion ofthe project costing $200 
million. The funds would be used by Phoenix to 
accelerate a portion of Stage Two of the project 
to Terminals 2 and 3 so all passenger terminals 
are connected by 20 13. In addition to TIFIA, the 
project would be "financed by bonds paid by 
passenger facility charges -fees that airlines at Sky 
Harbor pay - and other airport revenues. On 
April 8, 2009, the Management Committee 
recommended approval. This item is on the April 
I 5, 2009, agenda of the Transportation Pol icy 
Committee. An update will be provided on 
action taken by the Committee. Please refer to 
the enclosed material. 

GENERAL ITEMS 

9.	 Amendment of the FY 2009 MAG Unified 
Planning Work Program and Annual Budget to 
Include Funding to Participate in a Brookings 
Intermountain Study and to Include Funding to 
Have Arizona State University North American 
Centerfor T ransborder Studies Provide Research 
Regarding the Global Competitiveness ofArizona 
and the Sun Corridor 

At the March 25,2009 Regional Council meeting 
it was requested that two study projects, one 
involving the Brookings Metropolitan Policy 
Program and the second, involving Arizona State 
University North American Center for 
T ransborder Studies projects be considered by 
the Regional Council at a later date to provide a 
better understanding of the advantages of the 
studies. It was also requested that these two 
projects be reviewed by the Regional Council 
Executive Committee. 

The Brookings Metropolitan Policy Program 
project proposes a partnership with leading 

9.
 Amend the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work 
Program and Annual Budget to include up to 
$20,000 of MAG federal funds if needed to 
participate with the Brookings Metropolitan Policy 
Program on an Intermountain partnership and to 
amend the Work Program to include up to 
$12,000 of MAG federal funds if needed to have 
the Arizona State University Center for 
T ransborder Studies to conduct a study to 
describe the global and North America forces that 
impact the MAG region and the Sun Corridor. 
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Intermountain West institutions and leaders to 
work out specific collaborative steps among the 
five "Mountain Megas" (and their states) to 
advance prosperity in their region through the 
achievement of specific, catalyzing federal policy 
reforms. Five states would contribute 
approximately $20,000 each. Approximately 
$14,902 would be needed from MAG (74.51) 
percent, if MAG, the Pima Association of 
Governments and the Central Arizona 
Association of Governments participated. If this 
participation did not occur, up to $20,000 from 
MAG would be needed. 

The second project involves the Arizona State 
University North American Center for 
T ransborder Studies. This project would 
describe the global and North America forces that 
impact MAG and vice versa. This paperwould be 
the 'flrst iteration to conduct the planning analysis 
necessary to develop Maricopa County, the Sun 
Corridor and then the Intermountain West as 
more than just infrastructure and transportation, 
but as ajob creation and economic "cluster." Staff, 
consulting and associated expense are estimated 
to be $12,000. MAG is estimating that 74.51 
percent would be needed ($8,942) if MAG, the 
PimaAssociation ofGovernments and the Central 
ArizonaAssociation ofGovernments participated. 
If this participation did not occur, up to $12,000 
from MAG would be needed. 

On March I I , 2009, the Management 
Committee recommended the Work Program be 
amended. Please refer to the enclosed material. 

10.	 Legislative Update 

An update will be provided on legislative issues of 
interest. 

I I .	 Nominating Committee 

Each April, the Chair of the Regional Council 
appoints a five-member Nominating Committee 
from the Regional Council. According to the 
Nominating Process, revised by the Regional 
Council in April 2002, the Nominating 

10.	 Information, discussion and possible action. 

I I .	 Announcement of the appointment of the 
members of the Nominating Committee by the 
Chair of the Regional Council. 
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Committee develops a slate of seven candidates. 
These candidates include a Chair, Vice Chair, 
Treasurer, the Past Chair, and three members 
at-large. If the Past Chair is not a current 
member of the Council, the Nominating 
Committee nominates an additional at-large 
member. The past Chair of the Regional 
Council, if still a current member, serves as Chair 
of the Nominating Committee. The Nominating 
Committee is required to provide abalanced slate 
of officers. The slate of nominations is forwarded 
to all of the Regional Council members at least 
two weeks prior to the annual meeting in June. 
A report on the members of the Nominating 
Committee will be provided at the Regional 
Council meeting. Please refer to the enclosed 
material. 

12. 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. 

12. Information. 
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MINUTES OF THE
 
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 

REGIONAL COUNCIL MEETING
 

March 25,2009
 
MAG Office, Saguaro Roonl
 

Phoenix, Arizona
 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 

Councilwoman Peggy Neely, Phoenix, Chair Councilmember Margarita Garcia for 
Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park, Mayor Frank Montiel, Guadalupe 

Vice Chair Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa Co. 
# Councilmember Robin Barker, Apache Junction Mayor Scott Smith, Mesa 

Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale Mayor Vernon Parker, Paradise Valley 
Mayor Jackie Meck, Buckeye Mayor Bob Barrett, Peoria 

*Mayor Wayne Fulcher, Carefree Mayor Arthur Sanders, Queen Creek 
Councilmember Dick Esser, Cave Creek * President Diane Enos, Salt River 
Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 

*Mayor Fred Watennan, EI Mirage # Mayor Jim Lane, Scottsdale 
President Clinton Pattea, Fort McDowell Mayor Lyn Truitt, Surprise 

Yavapai Nation Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe 
Mayor Jay Schlum, Fountain Hills * Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson 

# Mayor Fred Hull, Gila Bend + Mayor Kelly Blunt, Wickenburg 
Governor William Rhodes, Gila River Indian Mayor Michael LeVault, YOllngtown 

Commul1ity * Felipe Zubia, State Transportation Board 
Mayor Steven Bennan, Gilbert * Victor Flores, State Transportation Board 

*Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale Vacant, Citizens Transportation Oversight 
*Mayor Janles M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear Committee 

* Those nlembers neitller 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 Chair Peggy Neely at 5:08 p.m. 

2. Pledge of Allegiance 

Supervisor WilsOl1 led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
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Chair Neely noted that Mayor Jim Lane, Mayor Fred Hull, and Councilmember Robin Barker were 
participating by teleconference, and Mayor Kelly Blunt was participating by videoconference. 
Councilmember Margarita Garcia joined the meeting as proxy for Mayor Frank Montiel. 

Chair Neely noted materials at each place that included the revised agenda and materials for agenda item 
#5E, agenda item #6C, alld agenda item #6D, wllich 11ad been transmitted earlier to the Council. She 
noted that the item previously noted as agenda item #5D was reordered on the agenda as item #6D. 
Chair Neely also noted that an updated bill summary chart for agenda item #9 was at each place. 

Chair Neely requested that members of the public who would like to comment fill out a blue public 
comment card for Call to the Audience or a yellow public comment card for Consent Agenda items or 
items on the agenda for action. She said that parking garage validation and transit tickets for those who 
used transit to attend the meeting were available. 

3. Call to the Audience 

Chair Neely ll0ted that public comment cards were available to nlembers of the audience Wll0 wish to 
speak on items not scheduled on the agenda that fall under the jurisdiction ofMAG, or on items on the 
agenda for discussion but not for action. Citizens are requested to not exceed a three millute time period 
for their comments. A total of 15 minutes is provided for the Call to the Audience agenda item, unless 
the Regional Council requests an exception to this limit. Those wishing to comment on agellda items 
posted for action will be provided the opportunity at the time the item is heard. 

Chair Neelyrecognized public comment from Dianne Barker, who said that she had come to the meeting 
by transit and expressed her thal1ks for the transit ticket. Ms. Barker expressed her concerns for ozone 
and air quality were reflected in her comments in the February Regional Council minlltes. She said that 
she submitted a public records request to the Department of Weights and Measures to find out the 
composition ofgasoline. Ms. Barker stated that EPA lists more than 100 toxins in gasoline. She stated 
that MAG might plan for air quality but she did not know the extent of its governance. Chair Neely 
thanked Ms. Barker for 11er comments. 

4. Executive Director's Report 

Dennis Smitll, MAG Executive Director, provided a report to the Regional Council on activities of 
interest. He announced that the MAG Human Services Coordination Transportation Planning Program 
won the United We Ride National Leadership Award for Major Urbanized Areas. Mr. Smith said that 
winners are being recognized for providing leadership and action toward developillg and/or 
implementing excellent high-quality coordinated human service transportation programs or systems. 
He stated that Secretary of Transportation Ray LaHood will present the award March 30,2009. Mr. 
Snlith reported that Federal Transit Administration funding was provided through the City ofPhoenix 
as the Designated Transit Recipient and also by the Virginia G. Piper Charitable Trust. Mr. Smith 
acknowledged AnlY St. Peter and DeDe Gaisthea for their efforts in this area. 
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Mr. Smith stated that many Regional Council members on the TPC recomnleilded finding a resolution 
to litter in the regioil and the "Don't Trash Arizona!" program was implemented through tIle Regional 
Transportation Plan. He announced that the Public Relations Society ofAmerica named "Don't Trash 
Arizona!" as a 2009 Silver Anvil finalist. He noted the participation ofADOT and the public relations 
firm ofRiester in the program. Mr. Smith reported that the winners will be announced on June 4, 2009, 
in New York City. Mr. Smith acknowledged the efforts ofKelly Taft, MAG Communications Manager, 
and her division on the MAG program. 

Chair Neely congratulated staffon their accomplisllffients and expressed appreciation for all oftlleir hard 
work. 

5.	 Approval of Conseilt Agenda 

Chair Neely noted that agenda items #5A through #5C and #5E through #5G were on the Consent 
Agenda. She noted that agenda item #5D having been removed from the Consent Agenda and reordered 
as item #6D. Chair Neely stated that no public comment cards had been received. She asked members 
if they had questions or requests to hear an item individually. 

Mayor Lopez Rogers requested that agenda item #5G be removed from the Consent Agenda and brought 
back for a full preseiltation to the Regional Council. 

Mayor Boyd Dunn moved to approve Consent Agenda items #5A, #5B, #5C, #5E, and #5F. 
Councilmember Esser seconded, and the motion passed unanimously. 

5A.	 Approval of the February 25,2009, Meeting Minutes 

The Regional COllllCil, by consent, approved the February 25,2009, meeting minutes. 

5B.	 Amendment of the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget to Accept FY 
2009 Federal Highway Administration Planning Fllnding 

The Regional Council, by consent, amended the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and 
Annual Budget to accept $134,537.35 ofFY 2009 Federal Highway Administration Planning Funding. 
Each year, MAG prepares a Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget that lists anticipated 
revenues for the coming year. On February 10, 2009, MAG was notified by the Arizona Department 
ofTransportatioll that MAG received an additional amOllllt of$134,537.35 ofFY 2009 Federal Highway 
Adnlinistration Planning (PL) funding. An anlendnlent to the FY 2009 MAG Uilified PlanniIlg Work 
Program and Annual Budget is needed to include this additional amOUllt. On March 11, 2009, the 
Management Committee reconlmended amending tIle Work Program. 

5C.	 COllsultant Selection for the MAG Activity-Based Travel Forecasting Model Development (Phase I) 

The Regional Council, by consent, selected PB Americas, Inc. to conduct the MAG Development of 
Activity-based Travel Forecasting Model (ABM) - Phase I for an amount not to exceed $270,000. If 
negotiations with PB Americas, Inc. are not successful, that MAG negotiate with its second choice, 
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Cambridge Systematics, Inc., to conduct the project. In May 2008, the MAG Regional Council approved 
the FY 2009 Unified Planning Work Program a11d Annual Budget, which included $270,000 to C011duct 
a first phase of the development of activity-based travel forecasting model (ABM) as a part of tIle 
ongoing contracts for on-call consulting services for transportation modeling. The project will ensure 
that current and future travel forecasting needs are addressed in a timely manner and will allow MAG 
to implement a new generation of the travel forecasting models that is required by emerging planning 
needs ill the region. On December 18, 2008, MAG issued a Request for Proposals to conduct the study 
to the consulta11ts pre-qualified through the on-call support contractual process. In response, three 
proposals were received. A multi-agency review team recommended to MAG the selection of PB 
Americas, Inc. to conduct the developnlent. In addition, tIle teanl recommended that ifnegotiations with 
PB Americas, Inc. on the task order are not successful, that MAG pursue negotiations with its second 
choice, Cambridge Systematics, Inc. The Manageme11t Committee c011curred with the recommendation. 

5E.	 C011foffility Consultation 

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for 
an amendment a11d administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP). The proposed administrative modification i11volves several Arizona Department of 
Transportatio11 projects as part of the Anlerican Recovery and Reinvestment Act, including projects on 
Interstate-10, Interstate-17, and US 60. In addition, the amendment and administrative modification 
includes City of Phoenix Public Transit projects, Arizona Avenue Bus Rapid Transit, COU11try Club 
Drive and US 60 Park-and-Ride, East Valley Operations and Maintenance Facility Expansion and 
Upgrade, and Goodyear Park-and-Ride. The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as 
exempt from a conformity determination and the administrative modification includes minor project 
revisions that do 110t require a conformity determination. This item was on the agenda for consultation. 

5F.	 2009 MAG Hunlan Services Coordination Transportation Plan Update 

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the 2009 MAG Human Services Coordination 
Transportatio11 Plan Update. TIle federal Safe and Efficient Transportation Equity Act - A Legacy for 
Users (SAFETEA-LU) requires the establishnlent of a locally developed, coordinated public 
transit-hunlan services transportation plan for all Federal Transit Administration (FTA) programs for 
underserved populations: the Elderly Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities program (Section 
5310); the Job Access and Reverse Commute program (Section 5316); and the New Freedom program 
(Section 5317). MAG has developed this coordination plan each year in compliance with this 
requirement since 2007. The MAG Regional Council approved the 2008 Pla11 in January 2008. The 2009 
MAG Human Services Coordination Transportation Plan Update was recommended for approval by tIle 
MAG Human Services Technical Committee and the MAG Management Committee. 

5G.	 Amendment of the FY 2009 MAG Unified Pla1mi11g Work Program and Amlual Budget to Include 
Funding to Participate in a Brookings Intennountain Study and to Include Funding to Have Arizona 
State UniversityNorth American Center for Transborder Studies Provide Researcll Regarding the Global 
Competitiveness of Arizona and the Sun Corridor 

This item was removed from the Consent Agenda. 
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Mr. Smitll reported that the Brookings Metropolitan Policy Program has been doing research on 
Intermountain West organizations. He said that Salt Lake City, Denver, and Las Vegas are ahead ofthe 
MAG region in areas of light rail and commuter rail. Mr. Smith stated that Brookings is looking at the 
Intermountain West as the fastest growing region in the United States and realizes that many metro areas 
share common needs. He stated that Brookings is requesting $20,000 each from five states to conduct 
the research. Mr. Smith added that the Pima Association of Governments and the Central Arizona 
Association of 'Governments n1ay participate in funding the Arizona portion. He stated that the Sun 
Corridor is one of tile Mountain Mega areas in the United States that Brookings has been studying. 

Mayor Lopez Rogers asked if the Sun Corridor was included in the Brookings study. Mr. Smith replied 
that was correct, and said that the idea of the study is to pull the available information together in order 
to gain strength. Mr. Smith 110ted that a number of Intermountain region elected officials, including 
Senator Harry Reid ofNevada, hold prominent political positions. 

Mr. Smith stated that the Arizona State University (ASU) North American Center for Transborder 
Studies is a nlore local effo1i. He said that he has nlet with Dr. Van Schoik from ASU, who indicated 
that for $12,000, he could collect the available informatio11 on global a11d North Anlerican forces tllat 
impact MAG and vice versa. Mr. Smith noted that if the Pinla Association ofGovernments (PAG) and 
the Central Arizona Association ofGovernments (CAAG) participated, the cost to MAG would be less 
than $12,000. He said that tIle Executive Committee guidance indicated they thought it advantageous 
for the MAG elected officials to meet with the PAG and CAAG elected officials and discuss the Sun 
Corridor in a neutral setting. Mr. Smith stated that MAG currently does not know all of the resources 
available outside its border, and the study was an opportunity to have the research, not only as a basis 
for the meeting, but also as a way to work with the counties with similar issues. 

Mayor Lopez Rogers stated that the Regional Council was looking at amending the Work Program and 
Annual Budget to include $20,000 in federal funds for a study, and she would like to better understand 
the advantages of such a study by having a full presentation at a later date. 

Mr. Smith stated that MAG has been working on a scope ofwork with Dr. Van Schoik a11d he could be 
asked to present on the ASU study at the Regional COll11Cii meeting. He indicated that he could clleck 
with Brookings if they could atte11d by videoconfere11ce or teleconference. 

Chair Neely asked Mayor Lopez Rogers if she would agree to havi11g a presentation at Executive 
Committee and theIl, if there are C011cems, havi11g a presentation to the full Regio11al Council. Mayor 
Lopez Rogers replied that would be fine. 

Mayor Hallman stated that he had spent a lot of time involved in this issue, and 15 years ago he worked 
011 the Canamex Corridor, which resulted in a book. He expressed that he thought it was critically 
importa11t for MAG to nlove ahead 011 these projects. Mayor Hallman stated that he appreciated Mayor 
Lopez Rogers' desire for a presentation, a11d lle suggested a full presentation be given to the Regional 
Council as well as the Executive Committee because he thought it important that the Regional Council 
u11derstand the opportunities that could be available if this nloves forward. He pointed Ollt page two of 
the proposal and said that MAG could take advantage of the enormous amount of work that has been 
done. Mayor Hallman expressed that he thought there was a risk of losing an opportunity to bring 
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international trade through Mexico to Arizona on a transportation corridor, and be able to procure high 
tecll facilities, etc. He asked if a one-nlonth delay would cause a negative impact because he thought 
it was important for the Regional Council to fully understand and get behilld it. Mr. Smith replied that 
it would just delay tIle meeting in Casa Grande. 

Mayor Lopez Rogers moved to have this itenl presented at the next Regional Council meeting. Mayor 
Hallman seconded, and tIle motioll carried unanimously. 

6A.	 ADOT Portion of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act Funds 

Eric Anderson, MAG Transportation Director, provided an update on the ADOT portion of the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act funds. Mr. Anderson stated that the MAG region received 
37 percent of the ADOT portion, which totals a little less than $130 million. He reported that the State 
Transportation Board approved five projects ill the MAG region to utilize the uUlds: 1-10, Sarival to 
Verrado Way; 1-17 Carefree Highway to Anthenl; expansion of the traffic illterchange at Union Hills 
and Loop 101; and two widening projects on Grand Avenue/US 60. 

Mr. Atlderson noted that 011 MarcIl 25, 2009, ADOT issued a press release tllat the 1-10 project would 
be advertised for bid tllis week, dependent upon Regiollal Council action to approve the adnlinistrative 
modification to the TIP tllat will be COllsidered under agenda item #6D. Mr. Anderson stated that the 
1-17 project is scheduled to go to bid next week, and the Union Hills traffic illterchange and smaller US 
60 project in mid-May. He advised that the second US 60 project is sclleduled to go to bid in June, 
following some final design work that needs to be completed. Chair Neely thanked Mr. Anderson for 
his report. No comments from the Council were noted. 

6B.	 MAG Sub-Allocation Portion of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act Funds Project and 
Allocatioll Scenarios 

Eileen Yazzie, MAG Transportation Program Manager, provided a report on the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) legislation sub-allocation to the MAG region. Ms. Yazzie noted that 
MAG was notified by ADOT on March 16, 2009, that the MAG sub-allocation portion of the ARRA 
funds is $104.6 million, an increase of about $15 million over the $88 million previously reported. 

Ms. Yazzie stated that the ARRA funds can be used on projects that meet the federal criteria for Surface 
Transportation Program funds. She reported that these are the most flexible funds and can be used for 
such projects as transit, bicycle, alld pedestriall projects, in addition to highway and road projects. 

Ms. Yazzie stated that the ARRA funds were made available on March 3, 2009, and have a "use it or 
lose it" provision to obligate the funds. She noted that MAG must obligate 100 percent of its funds by 
March 2,2010. Ms. Yazzie advised that one year seems like a long time to obligate funds, however, 
local government projects usually take one to two years to obligate. 

Ms. Yazzie stated that there are reporting requirements and deadlines for the ARRA funds. She stated 
that MAG was well represented at a Webinar on reporting requirements that was hosted by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) for state and local agencies on March 24. Ms. Yazzie explained that 
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reporting is to be coordinated and implemented by state departnlents oftransportation, and coordinated 
with local agencies. She stated that transparency is one of the goals and reports will be posted on 
www.recovery.govforpublicview.Ms. Yazzie displayed some ofthe reporting criteria and noted that 
FHWA has the reporting forms available electronically. 

Ms. Yazzie stated that at its February meeting, the Transportation Policy Conlmittee requested that 
scenarios for the MAG sub-allocation be developed. She stated that five scenarios were developed and 
are illcluded in the agenda packet. Ms. Yazzie noted that Scenario #lA includes a base millimum 
allocatioll with population to member agencies, and Scenario #lB is a base minimum and if an agency 
does not meet the minimum requirement, it receives just the minimum allocation and the rest of tIle 
funds would be distributed to other agencies based on population. 

Ms. Yazzie stated that Scenarios #2, #3, and #4 are based on fullding Proposition 400 projects; Scenario 
#2 includes Highway projects only; Scenario #3 includes Highway and Arterial projects; and Scenario 
#4 includes a combination of Highway, Arterial and Transit projects. Ms. Yazzie explained that 
Scenario #5 includes projects ready to go that are in the TIP and have all clearances completed or nearly 
completed. She noted that the MAG Management Committee and the Transportation Policy Committee 
recommended approval of Scenario 1, Option A. 

Ms. Yazzie stated that upon Regional Council approval of a scenario, action on the necessary 
amendments and modifications to the TIP and conformity consultation would take place at the April 
2009 committee meetings. She said that a joint meeting of FHWA, the ADOT Local Governments 
section and MAG is scheduled for April regarding reporting and implementillg projects. Chair Neely 
thanked Ms. Yazzie for her report and asked nlembers if they llad any questions. 

Councilnlember Garcia asked if the ARRA funds could be provided to small towns for the upkeep of 
streets, which need maintenance because ofheavy usage from through traffic. She said that when tIle 
freeway closes, the traffic diverts to Guadalupe and the town does not have the funds to maintain its 
streets. Councilmember Garcia expressed concern that Guadalupe's roads have many potholes that need 
to be redone. Ms. Yazzie replied that Scenario 1, Option A allocates funds to every MAG member 
agency, which includes Guadalupe. She explained that this scenario is possibly a good fit for her 
conlmunity because the projects they are looking for are street overlay and improvement projects. Ms. 
Yazzie advised that there are eligibility criteria that must be met and MAG staffwill work with technical 
staffto ensure each agency is aware ofthe lllnding amount available to the agency and that the projects 
are programmed correctly. 

Chair Neely asked Ms. Yazzie for clarification that MAG staff thinks using the ARRA funds for 
maintaining streets would be possible and tllat town staffwould be involved in the process. Ms. Yazzie 
replied that was correct. 

Supervisor Wilson asked Councilmember Garcia if the town has the ability to fix the streets or if the 
repairs would need to be subcontracted. Councilmember Garcia replied that repairs would need to be 
subcontracted because the Town has no money. 
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Mayor Lopez Rogers said that tllis brings up her thought of helping small cities. She expressed her 
concern that smaller jurisdictions might not have the staff to meet the reqllirements, and asked for 
clarification that MAG staffwould be available to assist and that ADOT llad tIle ultimate responsibility. 
Ms. Yazzie replied that MAG staff is available to define and program projects a11d help agencies with 
the details necessary to program projects correctly. She said that the ADOT Local Governments section 
is the agency designated by FHWA to be responsible for implementing the federal guidelines. Ms. 
Yazzie explained that in January 2009, ADOT hired five consultant teams, two ofwhich are designated 
to the. MAG region, in preparation of ARRA funds coming to the state. She said that ADOT is 
conlmitted to projects being completed and the ADOT Local Governments section consultants will aid 
any agency develop its federal clearances. 

Mayor Lopez Rogers asked about the auditing process. Ms. Yazzie responded that the reporting 
requirements are applicable to ARRA funds only, 110t to funds such as CMAQ or STP. She said that the 
ADOT Local Governments section would take care oftIle reporting reqllirements for the projects. Ms. 
Yazzie added that there are six mature cities in the region that are certified by ADOT and FHWA to 
conduct their own bid process, and theywill coordinate with ADOT to ensure the reporting reqllirements 
are met. 

Councilmember Esser asked if the April 3, 2009, date 110ted in the requested motion, was still Cllrrent. 
Ms. Yazzie replied that the April 3 date was in the motion nlade at the Management Conlmittee and 
Transportation Policy Committee meetings. Slle explained that it was included as a best effort. Ms. 
Yazzie commented that this was not to say if an agency had not sorted out all of the eligibility criteria 
by this date that they would not receive their money, but to be ready for the committee meeting cycle 
ill April in order to get the projects approved in the TIP. 

Councilmember Esser asked if there was a contact person at ADOT or if agencies would work tllfough 
MAG. Ms. Yazzie replied tllat member agencies were to feel free to contact her, and if an agency 
needed to work witll ADOT, she would direct them to the correct person. 

Councilnlember Garcia stated that ADOT had failed her community in regard to a flooding situation on 
Guadalupe Road that comes from the Gosnell property. She said that ADOT is aware of the situation, 
but llas ignored it. 

Chair Neely said that tIle Regional Council needed to stay on the topic listed on the agenda, however, 
staff could nleet with Councilmember Garcia at another time. 

Mayor Hallman pointed out that under Scenario 1, Option A, the ARRA fund allocation to Guadalupe 
would be approxinlately $634,000, which might solve some ofthe problems in Councilmember Garcia's 
conlmunity. 

With no further comments from the Council, Chair Neely called for a motion. 

Mayor Barrett moved approval of Scenario #1, Option A, with a Minimum Agency Allocation of 
$500,000 plus population dated March 17,2009, for the distribution ofthe MAG Sub-Allocation Portion 
ofthe American Recovery and Reinvestment Act Funds in accordance with the following: 1. Establish 
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a deadline ofApril 3, 2009, to have MAG member agencies define and submit projects to MAG for tIle 
sub-allocated funds due to the very limited time to obligate the projects. 2. Have MAG prepare tIle 
necessary administrative adjustments/amendnlents to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Tra11sportation 
Improvement Program and Regional Transportation Plan as appropriate. 3. Have MAG conduct the air 
quality consultationlconfonnity ifnecessary. 4. Establish a deadline ofNovember 30, 2009 for projects 
to be obligated. Funds from projects that are not obligated will be reprogrammed to meet the federal 
obligation date ofMarch 2, 2010 in order for Arizona to be eligible to receive funding from other states 
that are llnable to obligate their funds. Mayor Sanders seconded. 

Chair Neely asked members if they had discussion of the motion. 

Vice Chair Schoaf said that he would explain why lle would vote against the nlotion. He stated that at 
the last meeting, the Regional Council divided up the stimulus fu11ds 011 projects that would have 
significant impacts. Vice Chair Schoafrecalled that President Ronald Reagan once said that the money 
we spend comes from individual taxpayers. He said that this means that the Regional Council has a 
moral responsibility to its taxpayers to spend the stimulus funds wisely. Vice Chair Schoaf stated that 
the stimulus funds, and most everything given by the federal government, are our grandchildren's money 
and so our moral responsibility is even greater. Vice Chair Schoaf stated that the stimulus money was 
intended to create jobs and help the econonlY, and that involves hiring someone for a significant anlount 
oftime, not just for one week, and create an asset that will benefit people for a long time. He stated that 
there is not necessarily a best way to split the money, whether it be a peanut-butter approach to spread 
it around to all agencies, toward agreed-upon priorities in Proposition 400, or toward other projects; 110r 
is there a particular way required to split the money. Vice Chair Schoaf stated that Scenario 1, Option 
A allocates the stimulus funds to individual jurisdictions and there are 12 jurisdictions that would 
receive less than $1 million. He commented that this says to take your grandchildren's money and do 
something significant with a half-million dollars, however, that is enough to do only one-half mile of 
overlay, and is not enough to do a11ything significant in snlall cities. Vice Chair Schoaf expressed that 
he did not think this was an appropriate way to spend the stimulus money, and lle would vote no because 
it violates his moral responsibility in the way he was going to spend his grandchildren's money. 

Mayor Truitt stated that the City of Surprise consistently has supported Proposition 400 projects. He 
expressed his belief that MAG owes it to the voters who have already selected the projects a11d agreed 
to the sales tax, and that is the reason he would vote no on the motion. 

Chair Neely stated that through tllis process a plan has been developed without too mucll collateral 
damage, and she thought the community will be better after the stimulus funds are i11vested. She 
extended her appreciation for everyone's participation and for the respect shown for the opinions of 
others. Chair Neely expressed that she felt that MAG had done a good job with what has been dealt to 
it in a quick manner. 

Mayor Hallman stated his appreciation for the concerns expressed by Vice Chair Schoaf and Mayor 
Truitt about how the stimulus funds will be spent. He said that he, too, was concerned about tllis, but 
through the MAG process, an interesting compromise was reached where a large amount of the funds 
was spent for significant projects for regional transportation purposes. Mayor Hallman stated that the 
federal government is making sure the money is going to be spent regardless, and he thought there were 
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a lot of small projects that could make a significant difference in the community and in providing jobs. 
Mayor said that he wanted to note that in this process, a proportional share was taken from eight cities 
and provided to smaller commullities to help them make a difference. He stated that the Town of 
Guadalupe lies within the geographic boundary of the City ofTempe, and with the assistance of MAG 
and ADOT, the stimulus funds could help Guadalupe make significant improvements and provide local 
construction jobs for members of that community. Mayor Hallman stated that he thought there was an 
opporhlnity that these funds would be spent wisely to achieve those goals. 

Mayor Schlum asked ifa template for cities to use in submitting their projects had been developed. Ms. 
Yazzie replied that a three-page memorandum, supporting information, and a spreadsheet were 
transmitted to the MAG Management Committee, the Transportation Review Committee, the Street 
Committee, alld Intergovernmental Representatives on March 23,2009. 

With no further discussion, the vote on the motion passed, with Vice Chair Schoaf, Mayor Truitt, and 
Councilmember Garcia voting no. 

6C. MAG Regional Portion of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act -Transit 

Ms. Yazzie reported on the Transit portion ofthe MAG regional portion ofthe American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act (ARRA). She said that on March 19, 2009, the Regional Public Transportation 
A"uthority (RPTA) Board of Directors took action on the projects to be funded with the Transit portion 
of the ARRA filnds, and the revised information was included in the email to members on March 24, 
2009. Ms. Yazzie stated that slightly less than $66 million is dedicated to the MAG region for transit 
projects. She noted that RPTA is required to obligate 50 percent of its funds, about $33 million to $34 
million, in 180 days, and added tllat RPTA has one year (March 2,2010) to obligate the remainder of 
the funds. 

Ms. Yazzie noted that the list includes two projects in tIle Avondale Urbanized Area via 5307 formula 
funds of $1.3 million and a park and ride lot for the Phoenix/Mesa Urbanized Area. She displayed a 
detailed list ofthe Phoenix projects in the RPTA Board motion, and a map ofthe 15 projects prioritized 
and recommended by the Board. Ms. Yazzie stated that if the Regional Council approved the projects 
to be funded with the ARRA transit funds, an amendment to the TIP to include the projects would be 
addressed in the next agenda item. Chair Neely thanked Ms. Yazzie for her report. It was noted that 
no requests for public comment were received. 

Mayor Dllnn stated that all of the project proposals are items that meet the most criteria and have the 
most impact on a regional basis. He indicated that he was pleased with the community's efforts at 
RPTA to approacll this on a regional basis and address need in all categories. 

Mayor Dunn moved to approve a list of Transit related projects as approved by tIle Regional Public 
Transportation Allthority Board on March 19, 2009, and as identified by the letter addressed to Dennis 
Smith from the Executive Director of RPTA, David Boggs, dated March 19,2009, with the additional 
clarification that was provided regarding the Phoenix projects. Mayor Hallman seconded. 
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Mr. Smith 110ted that tIle following language needed to be added to the nlotion: "contingent upon the 
projects receiving the necessary administrative adjustments and amendments to the MAG FY 2008-2012 
Transportation Improvement Program and air quality conformity and consultation." 

Mayor Dunn, as maker of the motion, and Mayor Hallman, as second, agreed to a nlotion for approval 
of a list of Transit projects for the Transit portion of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
funds of 2009, contingent upon the projects receivil1g the necessary admil1istrative adjustments and 
amendments to the MAG FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program and air quality 
conformity and consultation. 

Witll no comments on the nlotion, Chair Neely called for a vote, wllich passed unaninlously. 

6D.	 Pro;ect Changes - Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement 
Program for Funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestnlel1t Act of 2009 

Ms. Yazzie stated that this was the technical process to amend and administratively modify the FY 2008­
2012 MAG Tral1sportation Improvement Program to take a final action on the Highway and Transit 
projects and anlounts funded by the ARRA funds. Chair Neely thanked Ms. Yazzie and asked if 
members had questions or comments. None were noted. It was noted that 110 requests for public 
comment were received. 

Mayor Hallman moved to approve the administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 Transportation 
Improvement Program, as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, for funding 
from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of2009 as ShOW11 in the attached table. Vice Chair 
Schoaf seconded, and the motion carried 1111al1imously. 

7.	 Census 2010 Outreach Efforts 

Kelly Taft, MAG Communications Manager, provided an update on census outreach activities. Ms. Taft 
stated that the 2010 Census will be April 1, 2010, and she noted that census data are used to determil1e 
the allocation of more than $300 billiol1 in federal funds to states and communities every year and tIle 
apportionmel1t of Congressional seats. 

Ms. Taft noted the media buys proposal tllat was developed by the City ofPhoenix with input from its 
Complete Count Media Subcommittee and the MAG Count to 10 Census Outreach Group, which is 
composed of communication representatives from the MAG member agencies. She said that the 
proposal includes two scenarios, Idea One and Idea Two, both ofwhich include a mix ofcable television 
buys, radio buys, print advertising, and minority media advertising. 

Ms. Taft said that the prinlary difference between Idea One at approximately $327,000 and Idea Two 
at just over $426,000 is that Idea Two also includes network television advertising as well as additional 
print buys in the community sections of local newspapers. She provided a breakdown of each option 
in the categories of radio, television al1d print. 
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Ms. Taft stated that the advertising campaign, which will cover the entire Valley, is targeted for a five­
week period beginning the first week ofMarch. She advised that they will be approaching the stations 
for value-added matches and discOlllltS. 

Ms. Taft stated tllat accurate population counts are critical to MAG's transportatioll modelillg efforts 
and for conducting effective planning. She said that this year, due to the extraordinary fiscal challenges 
facing the local governments, MAG asked the Federal Highway Administration ifa portion ofthe MAG 
federal Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds can be used to pay for 50 percent of the costs for 
these outreach-related expenses. Ms. Taft noted that the FHWA has responded that it will allow MAG 
to use its federal STP planning funds for halfofthe census advertising costs, with an understanding that 
the MAG federal filnds portion would not exceed $234,500. 

Ms. Taft reported that the MAG Management Committee recommended approval of Idea Two. She 
noted that the Management Committee also asked the group to explore ways of utilizing social media 
to help disseminate key messages. Ms. Taft added that it is important to note that the proposal is draft 
and the numbers are subject to change, but would not exceed any overall budget amount approved by 
the Regional Council. She advised that the buys likely would not represent a member agellcy's total 
budget commitment needed for census outreach, and additional funding might be needed for targeted 
community outreach. 

Ms. Taft pointed out that the federal stimulus dollars might be directed to the census for marketing 
efforts, and if the Census Bureau pays for broadcast advertising in the region, these dollars would be 
applied toward costs. Chair Neely thanked Ms. Taft for her report. No questions from the Council were 
noted. No requests for public comment were received. 

Mayor Hallman moved to approve the selection of Idea Two for the 2010 Census advertising costs and 
that the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program alld Annual Budget be amended to use MAG 
Federal Highway Administration STP funds not to exceed $213,408 to pay for llalfofthe 2010 Census 
advertising costs, with the understanding that if federal stimulus filllds are received for this purpose, a 
commensurate reduction would be made to the request for funding. Mayor Barrett seconded, and the 
motion passed unanimously. 

8. Development of the FY 2010 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Arulual Budget 

Becky Kimbrough, MAG Fiscal Services Manager, updated members on the development of the FY 
2010 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget. Ms. Kimbrough noted that the draft 
Work Program and the "MAG Programs in Brief' were included in the agenda packet. 

Ms. Kimbrough stated that the Intermodal Planning Group meeting, which is a federal review ofMAG's 
Work Program by the federal agencies, is scheduled for April 17th at the MAG office. 

Ms. Kimbrough stated that the draft MAG Programs ill Briefincludes a narrative oftile 16 proposed new 
projects for FY 2010. She noted that the census media project that the Regional COllncil just approved 
will need to be added as a new project. 
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Ms. Kinlbrough stated that MAG staff can be recommended for an increase of up to five percent in 
salary, btlt due to the economic situation, MAG is recommending no increase in staff salaries in the FY 
2010 draft budget. 

Ms. Kimbrough stated that MAG includes a 15 percent contillgency ofthe operating costs in the budget 
to 11ave flexibility in its budget to address future issues. She noted that the currellt estimate for 
contingency is about $1.5 million. 

Ms. Kimbrough stated that in the past, the estimates for the MAG Dues and Assessments were held 
constant, however, for FY 2010, MAG is recommending that dues and assessments be reduced by 50 
percellt. Chair Neely thanked Ms. Kimbrough for her report. No questions from the Council were 
noted. 

9. Legislative Update 

Nathan Pryor, MAG Senior Policy Plalmer, provided an update on legislative issues of interest. He 
reported that on the federal side, the final FY 2009 Omnibus Appropriations Bill was signed by 
President Obama. Mr. Pryor stated that transportation will receive 4.9 percent more than in FY 2008, 
but there is concern about future Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration 
funding. He displayed a chart issued by the Congressional Budget Office that showed the baseline for 
the transportation trust fund, and said that hlnding is essentially flat. Mr. Pryor commented that this 
could affect stlrface transportation strategies, especially with SAFETEA-LU expiring on September 30, 
2009. 

Mr. Pryor stated that the National Surface Trallsportation Financing Comnlission report pushes for a 
short-tenn fix in the gas tax with an increase of 10 cents per galloll 011 regular gas and 15 cents per 
gallon on diesel, and for the 1011g-tenn, a mileage-based fee. Mr. Pryor stated that the White House 
Press Secretary was not supportive, btlt the option nlay be revisited. 

Mr. Pryor reported 011 State legislation. He stated that about $521 million in Anlerican Recovery and 
Reinvestnlellt Act funds, which includes about $15 million for transportation enhancenlents, is coming 
to Arizona. Mr. Pryor noted that ADOT may be pursuing funding enhancements projects that have 
already gone through the Transportation Enhancement Review Committee (TERC) process. He noted 
that 11 MAG projects have already undergone the TERC process. He advised that they are proposing 
that some of the ARRA funds will be shifted to cover some of the local share. Mr. Pryor added that 
transportation enhancement project applications are due to MAG on April 14, 2009 and information is 
available on the MAG website. 

Mr. Pryor said that the FY 2010 budget has domillated work at the Legislature, and there has been little 
bill activity. He noted that three public private partnership bills are being monitored. Mr. Pryor stated 
that another bill being monitored proposes fonnation of a Trallsportation District Working Group 
consistillg of the ADOT Director and the Chairs or Directors of the State's COGs and MPOs to review 
transportatioll districts and make recommelldations on inlproving operations. Mr. Pryor noted tllat a 
report to the Governor and Legislature would be due from the group in late 2010. 
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Mr. Dennis Smith noted that unless something changes, the Congressional Budget Office chart shows 
that a large bailout is not coming. He noted that a lot of lobbying is going on in Washington, DC, 
because everyone created big lists and found little money was forthcoming. Mr. Smith stated that MAG 
is different from other MPOs in that it was one of the first in the nation to pass a one-half cent sales tax 
for transportation and then renewed it in 2004. He said that MAG put some of this regional tax on the 
federal system, and he thought including an incentive in reauthorization and removing restrictions for 
those entities that llave provided their own ftlnds could be explored. Mr. Smith added that every region 
ill the COUlltry should be contributillg some of its own funds to the federal system, because there are not 
enough funds fronl the Cllrrent sources to pay for all needs. 

Mayor Scott Smith stated that Arizona gets the short end in allocations. He said that it is a systemic flaw 
that has left Arizona on the side ofthe road. Mayor Smith stated that because Arizona was not included 
in the formula, it did things that other states or regions have not had to do because they were included 
in the formula. He said that the Mountain Mega and Brookings efforts could bring together the metro 
areas with common opportunities and problems, and that is why it is important to support these efforts. 
Mayor Smith stated that sheer numbers will not permit MAG to go it alone against neighbors to the east 
and the west Wll0 love the status quo. He said that there is a reason MAG overlaid on the federal system, 
and that is because it had to; otllers do not have to because the formula takes care ofthenl. Mayor Smith 
stated tllat it is important to look to Ollr sister states with similar problems and get Ollr Congressional 
delegation to pull together. He stated that Senator Reid and others are in positiollS that can help, and 
he believed some inroads to federal policy call be made, especially as reautllorizatioll comes up. 

10. Comments from the Council 

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

Mayor Schlum announced that the Town ofFountain Hills had lost one ofits councilmembers on March 
17,2009. He said that Councilmember Keith McMahan, also known as "Mr. Fountain Hills," was in 
his second term on the Town Council. Mayor Schlum noted that a celebration ofhis life would be held 
in April. Chair Neely expressed her sympathies to Mayor Schlum and requested that provide the details 
of the service to MAG staff so they could send them out 011 MAG annOllncements. 

There being 110 further business, the Regional Council meeting adjourned at 6: 16 p.m. 

Chair 

Secretary 

-14­



Agenda Item #5B 

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 
INFORMATION SUMMARY.•• fDrYDur review
 

DATE:
 
April 14, 2009
 

SUBJECT:
 
Update to the Arterial Life Cycle Program Policies and Procedures
 

SUMMARY:
 
The Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) is a key part of Proposition 400 and represents more than $1.7
 
billion of regional investment over the next 20 years. The ALCP Policies and Procedures provide
 
guidance to MAG and to MAG member agencies to ensure that the program is implemented in an
 
efficient and effective manner. Revisions are now required to the ALCP Policies and Procedures that
 
were approved by the MAG Regional Council on December 19,2007. The proposed revisions include
 
refinements to policies on the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) closeout process, the addition of
 
substitute projects, and the amendmentortermination of signed and effective Project Agreements. Other
 
minor technical refinements are also included.
 

MAG Staff and theALCP Working Group met on November 17,2008 and January 9, 2009 to discuss and
 
develop the suggested technical changes to the December 19, 2007 ALCP Policies and Procedures. A
 
draft version of the suggested changes was disseminated via email to the ALCP Working Group for
 
additional review and comments.
 

Policy language was incorporated to provide guidance on the reimbursement of High Priority Projects
 
(HPP) with funds in the Arterial Life Cycle Program. Language specifying circumstances when an ALCP
 
Project Agreement between MAG and a Member Agency would require an amendment or termination
 
also was incorporated in the ALCP Policies and Procedures.
 

Refinements regarding policies and procedures to change the scope of an ALCP project or to substitute
 
a new project for an existing ALCP project were made. Under the new provisions, agencies must present
 
justification and information on the proposed changes to the MAG Street Committee for a technical review
 
and recommendation for inclusion in the ALCP.
 

Specific deadlines pertaining to Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) Closeout a.nd the ALCP annual update
 
process were removed from the ALCP Policies and Procedures. Instead, deadlines will be published
 
annually in the MAG Transportation Programming Guidebook. Removing the deadlines from the ALCP
 
Policies and Procedures allowed MAG Staff to be flexible to member agency programming needs.
 

Other technical refinements to the ALCP Policies and Procedures include the addition of Capital
 
Improvement Program disclosures, requiring Sign·ature Cards on an annual basis, and expanding the list
 
of project expenditures ineligible for reimbursement.
 

Text added to the approved December 19, 2007 ALCP Policies and Procedures is in bold underline.
 
Text removed from the December 19, 2007 ALCP Policies and Procedures is noted in bold strikeout.
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PUBLIC INPUT: 
None. 

PROS & CONS: 
PROS: Once the changes to the ALCP Policies and Procedures are approved, MAG staff may reimburse 
jurisdictions for completed projects with funds programmed for reimbursement. If not approved, MAG 
staff and involved jurisdictions will not have complete policies and procedures to address programmed 
funds unused by the end of the given fiscal year. 

CONS: There are no cons to approving the proposed changes to the December 19, 2009 ALCP Policies 
and Procedures. 

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS: 
TECHNICAL: MAG will be able to continue implementation of the ALCP. 

POLICY: A.R.S. 28-6352 (B) required that MAG performs life cycle management for the arterial street 
com ponent of the RTP. 

ACTION NEEDED: 
Approval of the proposed changes to the previously approved December 19, 2007, ALCP Policies and 
Procedures. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 
This item is on the April 15, 2009, agenda of the Transportation Policy Committee. An update will be 
provided on action taken by the Committee. 

Management Committee recommended approval of the proposed changes to the ALCP Policies and 
Procedures on April 8, 2009. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Chair Christopher Brady, Mesa 
Mark Pentz, Chandler, Vice Chair Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley 
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Carl Swenson, Peoria 
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix 
Jon Pearson, Carefree John Kross, Queen Creek 

* Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
 
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage Indian Community
 
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, John Little, Scottsdale
 

Fort McDowell Yavapa.i Nation Michael Celaya for Randy Oliver, Surprise 
Rick Davis, Fountain Hills Charlie Meyer, Tempe 

+ Rick Buss, Gila Bend	 Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson 
David White, Gila River Indian Community Gary Edwards, Wickenburg 
George Pettit, Gilbert Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown 
Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale John Halikowski, ADOT 
Romina Korkes for John Fischbach, Goodyear Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa 

*	 RoseMary Arellano, Guadalupe County
 
Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA
 

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

Transportation Review Committee recommended approval of the proposed changes to the ALCP Policies 
and Procedures on March 26, 2009. 
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MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Peoria: David Moody, Chair 
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich 
Avondale: David Fitzhugh 

* Buckeye: Scott Lowe
 
Chandler: Patrice Kraus
 
EI Mirage: Lance Calvert
 
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel
 

* Gila Bend: Rick Buss
 
Gila River: Sreedevi Samudrala for David
 

White
 
Gilbert: Michelle Gramley for Tami Ryall
 
Glendale: Terry Johnson
 
Goodyear: Luke Albert for Cato Esquivel
 

*	 Guadalupe: Jim Ricker 
*	 Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis 

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Regional Bicycle Task Force: Jim Hash 

*	 Street Committee: Darryl Crossman 
*	 ITS Committee: Mike Mah 

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy. 

Maricopa County: John Hauskins
 
Mesa: Scott Butler
 

*	 Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli 
Phoenix: Vacant 
Queen Creek: Mark Young 
RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth 
Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for 

Mary O'Connor
 
Surprise: Randy Overmyer
 
Tempe: Carlos de Leon
 
Valley Metro Rail: John Farry
 

# Wickenburg: Gary Edwards 
Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce 

Robinson 

Pedestrian Working Group: Brandon Forrey 
* Transportation Safety Committee: Kerry 

Wilcoxon 

+ - Attended by Videoconference
 
# - Attended by Audioconference
 

CONTACT PERSON.:
 
Christina Hopes, Transportation Planner II, 602-254-6300, chopes@mag.maricopa.gov
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POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 

Update to the December 19, 2007 

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

Additional text has been bolded and underlined 

Deleted text has been balded and stricken through 

Footnotes provide additional information. 

Regional Council- April 22, 2009 



TABLE OF CONTENTS
 

BACKGROUND I 

I. ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION - 1 ­

SECTION 100: PROGRAM OBJECTIVES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 1 ­

SECTION 110: ApPLICABILITY OF ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM POLICIES AND PROCEDURES ••• - 2 ­

SECTION 120: PROGRAM REPORTING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 2 ­

SECTION 130: MAG COMMITTEE PROCESS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 3 ­

II. PROGRAMMING THE ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM ............••••••••••••.•••..• - 4 ­

SECTION 200: PROGRAMMING THE ALCP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 4 ­

SECTION 210: UPDATING ALCP PROJECTS IN THE ALCP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 5 ­

SECTION 220: TYPES OF ALCP PROJECT UPDATES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 6 ­

SECTION 230: PROGRAM OR PROJECT AMENDMENTS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 8 ­

SECTION 240: INFLATION IN THE ALCP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 9 ­

SECTION 250: ALCP ADMINISTRATIVE ADJUSTMENT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 9 ­

SECTION 260: ALCP RARF CLOSEOUT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 10 ­

SECTION 270: USE OF SURPLUS OR DEFICIT PROGRAM FUNDS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 11 ­

III. PROJECT DETAI LS •••.•••.••••.••.•••..•.•.••••••••••••..•.•••.•..••••.•..••••••••••••••.• - 12 ­

SECTION 300: LEAD AGENCiES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 12 ­

SECTION 310: ALCP PROJECT BUDGETS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 13 ­

SECTION 320: PROJECT ELIGIBILITy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 13 ­

SECTION 330: ELIGIBLE COSTS FOR REIMBURSEMENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 16 ­

SECTION 340: ELIGIBLE PRIOR ROW ACQUISITION AND/ OR WORK FOR REIMBURSEMENT •••••••• - 17 ­

SECTION 350: REALLOCATION OF PROJECT SAViNGS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 18 ­

IV. ALCP PROJECT REQUiREMENTS •••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 19 ­

SECTION 400: PROJECT OVERViEW •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 19 ­

SECTION 410: PROJECT AGREEMENT••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 19 ­

SECTION 420: PROJECT REIMBURSEMENT REQUESTS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 22 ­

APPENDIX A. GLOSSARY AND ACRONyMS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••.••••••••••••• - 25 ­

Regional Council - April 22, 2009 

http:���.���.����.��.���..�.�.������������..�.���.�..����.�..��������������


BACKGROUND 

In 2004, the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) initiated the development of the Arterial Life Cycle 
Program (ALCP, or the "Program") to provide management and oversight for the implementation of the arterial 
component of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP, or the "Plan"). MAG is the designated Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) for the Maricopa region. MAG serves the role designated in ARS: 28-6308 as the 
"regional planning agency" for this region. 

The Policies and Procedures were developed in coordination with the Transportation Review Committee in 
workshops held in 2004 and early 2005 and are consistent with the requirements in House Bill 2456, passed in 
2004 in association with the development of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Proposition 400. 
House Bill 2456 allocated 10.5 percent of Regional Area Road Funds collected for arterial streets, 
including capital expenses and implementation studies. 

The original version of the ALCP Policies and Procedures were approved by the Transportation Policy 
Committee revie\vea af'la recemmef'laea the Pelicy af'la Preceaures fer appreval on June 21, 2006 and by 
the Regional Council apprevea the Pelicies af'la Preceaures on June 28, 2006. The current version of the 
ALCP Policies and Procedures was approved by the Regional Council on [MONTH] [DAY], [YEARl. 

The ALCP relies upon two main elements: 

1.	 Policies, which provide direction to decisions and processes, in conjunction with procedures, 
which specify the steps needed to implement these specified policies; and, 

2.	 Project Agreements (PA), which define the roles and requirements for agencies participating in the 
implementation of each Project. 



I.	 ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

SECTION 100: PROGRAM OBJECTIVES 

A.	 The ALCP has five key objectives: 

1.	 Effective and Efficient Implementation of the RTP: Facilitate the effective and efficient implementation 
of the arterial component of the RTP. In support of this objective, the Program should: 

a.	 Ensure Projects are implemented in a manner consistent with the RTP, including any updates or 
amendments; 

b.	 Include the means to track Project implementation against requirements established in the RTP 
and the ALCP; and, 

c.	 Be administratively simple. 

2.	 Fiscal Integrity: Ensure the fiscal integrity of the regionally funded arterial component of the RTP. In 
support of this objective, the Program should: 

a.	 Establish comprehensive financial and reporting requirements for each Project; and 

b.	 Coordinate with the RTP and the other modal programs on key financial, accounting and 
reporting policies, procedures and practices. 

3.	 Accountability: Provide the means to track and ensure effective and efficient Project implementation. 
In support of this objective, the Program should: 

a.	 Employ comprehensive Project Agreements, or other legal instruments, that detail agency roles 
and responsibilities in the implementation of specific Projects; and 

b.	 Provide the means within each Project Agreement, Project Overview and Project Reimbursement 
Request to track Project implementation, performance and successful completion of individual 
Projects and the Program. 

4.	 Transparency: Provide members of the public, elected officials, stakeholders, participating agencies 
and others with ready access to information on the Program and on each Project. In support of this 
objective, the Program should: 

a.	 Include substantial public and stakeholder consultation as part of the implementation process for 
each Project; and 

b.	 Require that material changes to Projects in the Program be subject to public and stakeholder 
consultation through the MAG Committee Process as well as any other consultation processes, 
including within the community or communities affected, as specified in the associated Project 
Agreements. 

5.	 Compliance: Comply with all applicable federal, state and local requirements in the implementation of 
Projects. 

B.	 Consistency with the RTP generally means that an ALCP Project meets Project the eligibility requirements 
specified in Section 300, the Project regional reimbursement is fiscally constrained, and the reimbursement 
is in the original RTP phase. 

C.	 The Program must be flexible and allow adjustments as needed in support of meeting the key objectives. 
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SECTION 110: ApPLICABILITY OF ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 

A.	 The requirements established in this document are limited to arterial street Projects (including arterial 
intersections) as specified in the RTP that receive regional funds, including federal, state and regional 
(including half-cent) funds. 

B.	 Projects receiving any federal funding in the ALCP must satisfy all federal requirements in addition to the 
requirements established in this document. 

1.	 Only select Projects will have federal funding allocated to them. Federally funded ALCP Projects 
These that de will be identified and the Lead Agency designated for that Project will work with MAG 
and the ADOT Local Government Section to ensure conformity to federal and ALCP requirements. 

C.	 To make changes to the ALCP Policies and Procedures: 

1.	 MAG staff will suggest new provisions, additions and revisions to the ALCP Policies and Procedures, 
when necessa ry. 

2.	 Member agencies may submit suggested changes to MAG and the chairperson of the Transportation 
Policy Committee. 

SECTION 120: PROGRAM REPORTING 

A.	 Prior to the beginning of each fiscal year, the Arterial Life Cycle Program Hep6rt will be approved through 
the MAG Committee Process. 

1.	 It will provide the status of the Projects: Prejeet O-tervievis, Prejeet Agreeme"ts-l-, Project additions, 
Project deletions, changes to Project schedules, Program and Project financing and other necessary 
components. 

2.	 It will also certify the revenues and regional reimbursement costs in the ALCP. 

3.	 MAG will use this information for the Annual Report on the Implementation of Prop. 400, the 
Transportation Improvement Program, RTP updates or revisions, the ALCP Status Report, and other 
documents. 

B.	 The ALCP Status Report will provide the MAG committee members an update on all Project requirements 
and ALCP financial information. Information provided in the status report will include the number of 
Project Overview, Project Agreements, and Project Reimbursement Requests submitted and 
processed by MAG Staff. 

C.	 Audits - All participating agencies must cooperate and provide requested information, if available, as part 
of the performance audit to be conducted by the Auditor General beginning in 2010, and every fifth year 
thereafter. ARS: 28-6313.A. 

1.	 All participating agencies will provide information to meet the minimum requirements for the audit 
report by way of the Project Overview and Project Reimbursement Request. 

1 Updates regarding ALCP Project Overviews and Project Agreements are provided in the ALCP Status 
Reports, which are approved through the MAG Committee Process 
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SECTION 130: MAG COMMITTEE PROCESS 

A.	 The MAG Committee Process is defined in Appendix A - Glossary and Acronyms. 

B.	 Final decisions regarding the ALCP rest with the MAG Regional Council with recommendations from the 
Transportation Review Committee (TRC), MAG Management Committee and the Transportation Policy 
Committee (TPC). Variations to the MAG Committee Process may be applied. These include, but are not 
limited to: 

1.	 Other committees, including MAG modal committees, MAG Street Committee, and the MAG ITS 
Committee, or bodies outside this process may consider and advise on the same item; and 

2.	 Consultation with the Citizens Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC), which will be conducted 
as appropriate and consistent with requirements in ARS: 28-6356(F) & (G). 

C.	 The MAG Committee Process will apply for the: 

1.	 Approval of amendments to the ALCP Policies and Procedures; 

2.	 Adoption of the Arterial Life Cycle Program; 

3.	 Approval of amendments to the ALCP, TIP, and RTP; and, 

4.	 Approval of administrative adjustments to the ALCP. 
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II.	 PROGRAMMING THE ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM 

SECTION 200: PROGRAMMING THE ALCP 

A.	 The RTP establishes regional funding limits, reimbursement phases, as well as general scopes and priorities 
for all ALCP Projects. 

1.	 The regional funding is guided by the funding recommendations set forth in the MAG 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 

a.	 The RTP allocates 10.2 percent of Regional Area Road Funds (RARF) to capital expenses for 
streets. 

b.	 The RTP allocates 0.3 percent of RARF to implementations studies. 

2.	 The regional funding for the ALCP is comprised of three revenue sources: the regional area 
road fund (RARFl. otherwise known as the 1/2 cent sales tax, federal surface transportation 
program (STP) funds targeted for the MAG region, and federal congestion mitigation and air 
quality (CMAQ) targeted for the MAG region. 

3.	 The RARF funding distribution to the ALCP is bound by the requirements set forth in House 
Bill 2456 (2004). 

4.	 The RTP and ALCP include four reimbursement phases as outlined below. 

Phase I - Fiscal Years 2006 - 2010 

Phase 11- Fiscal Years 2011 - 2015 

Phase 111- Fiscal Years 2016 - 2020 

Phase IV - Fiscal Years 2021 -2026 

B.	 All ALCP Projects must be programmed in the local government agencies Capital Improvement Program 
(CIP) and the approved MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) before they may be implemented 
or reimbursed. 

1.	 During the annual update of the ALCP, MAG Staff will review and analyze the Lead Agency's, 
and partnering agency's approved and/or draft Capital Improvement Program when 
programming ALCP Projects for reimbursement in the current and following fiscal year for 
fiscal commitments. 

C.	 Programming of Projects funded by the ALCP must be consistent with the ALCP Program and the ALCP 
Policies and Procedures. The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) is the agency designated 
by law to implement the Arterial Life Cycle Program ensuring the estimated cost of the program 
improvements does not exceed the total amount of available revenues. 

1.	 Initially, Projects will be programmed based on the regional funding specified in the RTP plus local 
match contributions, as well as scopes and termini as described in the RTP. 

a.	 In order to support the development of Project Agreements that include a scope and schedule for 
each Project, programming of each ALCP Project shall include a separate scoping or design phase 
that precedes right-of-way acquisition and construction, unless otherwise agreed to by MAG. 
Environmental clearances may be funded as part of the scoping or design phase. 

2.	 All ALCP Projects will be updated annually and the ALCP will be programmed and produced at the 
beginning of each fiscal year. 
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a.	 The Lead Agency for each ALCP Project will be responsible for Project updates. 

b.	 MAG Staff will produce an ALCP update schedule at the beginning of each fiscal year. 

3.	 All ALCP Project Reimbursements are dependent upon the availability of regional funds. 

a.	 During the annual update, all project change requests will be reviewed by MAG Staff for 
compatibility with Section 110.A and the current, and projected regional funds: RARF, 
STP, and CMAO. 

b.	 MAG Staff will coordinate with Lead Agency Staff to resolve project change requests that 
are not compatible with the availability of regional funds or Section 11 O.A. Methods to 
resolve these issues may include the: 

i.	 Advancement/deferral of project reimbursements, projects, project segments, or 
work phases per Section 270; 

ii.	 Change in fund type allocated to a project or work phase based on available funding; 

iii.	 Change in the reimbursement amount allocated to a project, project segment, and/or 
work phase over multiple fiscal years. 

4.	 Federal funds will be allocated to Projects, considering: 

a.	 A request from the Lead Agency. 

b.	 It is on a new alignment, has a potential impact on sensitive areas and/or populations or that it 
may readily accommodate the federal process given the length, amount of Project Regional 
budget or schedule. 

c.	 The availability of federal funds. 

5.	 If a Project programmed to receive federal funds is deferred (Project A) and another Project 
programmed to receive federal funds is able to use the federal funds that year (Project B), then Project 
B may be accelerated to expend the maximum amount of committed federal funds in the ALCP that 
year. It is the ALCP's goal to expend the maximum amount of committed STP-MAG and CMAQ funds 
for a given year in the ALCP. 

a.	 Projects programmed to receive federal funds can be accelerated from one phase to another to 
use federal funds. This does not pertain to Projects programmed to receive RARF funds. 

b.	 If a Project is programmed to receive both, federal and RARF, funds, the portion of the Project that 
is programmed to receive federal funds may be accelerated. The portion of the Project 
programmed to receive RARF funds cannot be accelerated from one phase to another. 

c.	 MAG staff will work with the Lead Agency on the Project's new schedule and reimbursement 
matters. 

SECTION 210: UPDATING ALCP PROJECTS IN THE ALCP 

A.	 All ALCP Projects will be updated annually (refer to Section 200C. 2). 

B.	 Any necessary changes to an ALCP Project must be submitted by a written request stating the new 
updated schedule and budget and any other necessary justifications. 

1.	 Requests will be approved through the MAG Committee Process by the approval of the ALCP. 

2.	 Update forms will be provided by MAG. 
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C.	 All ALCP Projects that are moved, changed or updated from their original schedule in the RTP must 
consider the impact of the proposed changes on other RTP Projects and on neighboring communities. 

D.	 MAG, the Lead Agency, and other agency (ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project Agreement must agree to 
the proposed changes or updates. 

SECTION 220: TYPES OF ALCP PROJECT UPDATES 

A.	 Projects may be advanced by the Lead Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project 
Agreement, who must pay the costs of advancing the Project and wait for reimbursement from the 
Program in the fiscal year the Project or Projects are scheduled in the ALCP to receive regional funds. To do 
so, it is required that: 

1.	 In advancing a Project, the Lead Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project 
Agreement must bear all costs and risks associated with advance design, right-of-way acquisition, 
construction and any related activities for ALCP Projects. 

2.	 Financing costs and any other incremental costs associated with the advancement are not eligible for 
reirrlbursement. 

3.	 The reimbursement for the advanced Project must be in the currently approved programmed ALCP. 

a.	 Reimbursement for a Project will be the amount listed, plus inflation to the year the Project is 
programmed for reimbursement in the ALCP. 

iv.	 MAG Staff will use inflation factors as noted in Section 240. 

4.	 The Lead Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project Agreement may request to 
revert to the original Project schedule as long as all non-recoverable costs incurred or committed are 
paid for by the Lead Agency and/or other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project Agreement, 
and there are no other unacceptable adverse impacts associated with the reversion. 

5.	 For Projects advanced as segments of a larger RTP Project, the amount of regional reimbursement will 
be determined following the completion of the process for segmenting Projects and must be specified 
in the Project Overview and Project Agreement. 

6.	 Upon completion of an advanced Project, all Project Reimbursement Requests must be submitted to 
MAG. Reimbursement payments will follow the schedule established in the Project Agreement and 
Project Overview. 

a.	 Reimbursement payments may be accelerated for projects approved for RARF Closeout 
Funds through the MAG Committee Process, per Section 260. 

B.	 An ALCP Project has the option of segmenting an original RTP Project as long as the resulting Project would 
provide for the completion of the original Project as specified in the RTP. 

1.	 A Design Concept Report or equivalent may be used to determine major Project elements within each 
jurisdiction and to develop recommendations for budget allocations. 

C.	 Projects may be deferred at the request of the Lead Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in 
the Project Agreement and/or MAG. 

1.	 If a Project is deferred, other Projects will be moved in priority order at that time, taking into account: 
Project readiness, local match available and funding source preferences. 

D.	 A Lead Agency may exchange two Projects in the ALCP if: 

1.	 Project 1 is deferred from Phase I, II or III to Phase II, III, or IV, AND Project 2 is advanced from Phase II, III 
or IV to Phase I, II, or III. 
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2.	 When Projects are exchanged, the advanced Project 2 may receive regional reimbursement up to the 
maximum of the budgeted reimbursement amount of Project 1 or the maximum budget of Project 2, 
whichever is less. 

3.	 Funding for all Projects involved in a Project exchange must be documented for the ALCP Program 
both before and after the proposed exchange in order to demonstrate that there will be no negative 
fiscal impact on the ALCP. 

E.	 If an original ALCP Project is deemed not feasible, a substitute Project may be proposed for substitution in 
the same jurisdiction as the original Project. 

1.	 The Lead Agency may propose a substitute Project that would use the regional funds allocated to the 

original Project. The substitute Project shall relieve congestion and improve mobility in the 
same general area addressed by the original Project, if possible. 2 

2.	 Substitute projects may not be completed prior to inclusion in the Arterial Life Cycle Program. 

3.	 The Lead Agency must submit a written request to MAG. The written request must include: 

a.	 Justification, such as a feasibility study, level of service justification, or other documents 
explaining why the Project is deemed not feasible, and the description of steps to overcome any 
issues related to deleting the original Project from the ALCP and RTP. 

b.	 How the proposed project would relieve congestion and improve mobility; and, 

c.	 The proposed substitute project budget and schedule 

d.	 MAG Staff will work with jurisdictions on a case-by-case basis to ensure proper justification. 

F.	 An original ALCP Project can change its original Project scope due to environmental issues, public 
concerns, costs and other factors. 

1.	 The Lead Agency must submit a written request to MAG. The written request must include 
justification, ~uch as a feasibility study, level of service justification, revised budget and/or other 
documents explaining why the change to the original Project is required, and the description of steps 
to overcome any issues related to changing the original scope of the ALCP Project. 

a. MAG Staff will work with jurisdictions on a case-by-case basis to ensure proper justification. 

2.	 The scope change should relieve congestion and improvement mobility in the same area addressed by 
the original planned Project, if possible. 

3.	 Project scope changes may not include completed portions of a project or project segment, 
which are not included in an Arterial Life Cycle Program approved through the MAG Committee 
process. 

G.	 All requests to change original ALCP project scope or a substitute a project in the ALCP must meet 
all requirements established in Sections 200. Section 210, and Section 220. 

1.	 Before being approved through the standard MAG Committee Process, the requests will be 
presented by an employee of the Lead Agency to the MAG Street Committee for a technical 
review and recommendation. The presentation will address: 

a.	 The reason(s) the original project was deemed not feasible; 

2 Section was reformatted. Additions are underlined and bold. 
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b.	 Explain how the change the original ALCP project scope or substitute project would 
relieve congestion and improve mobility; 

c.	 The new/revised project cost estimate; 

d.	 And other information as requested by the MAG Street Committee. 

2.	 After the Streets Committee technical review and recommendation on the proposed changes, 
the project's) will be approved through the MAG Committee Process. 

3.	 Requests to change original ALCP project scope or substitute a project must be made by the 
deadline established in the ALCP Schedule published annually in the MAG Transportation 
Programming Guidebook. 

4.	 Reimbursements for substitute projects will : 

a.	 Be programmed in the same fiscal year's) as the original project 

b.	 Be programmed with the same funding amount and type as the original project 

H.	 To use Project Savings on another ALCP Project, a Project must follow the policies and procedures outlined 
in Section 350. If those are followed, a Lead Agency is allowed to request that Project Savings be 
reallocated to another ALCP Project. 3 

1.	 The written request must include name of the Project with the Project Savings, the amount of Project 

Savings, the Project that will use the Project Savings and Project Budget a fiflaflEial Ehart showing 
that the Project Savings applied to the new Project will not exceed 70% of the total Project costs. 

SECTION 230: PROGRAM OR PROJECT AMENDMENTS 

A.	 If a necessary Program or Project update (Section 220) falls outside of the ALCP, TIP or RTP update schedule, 
then an amendment to the ALCP, RTP and the TIP, will be required, as appropriate. 

1.	 Proposed amendments that in whole or in part negatively impact Projects in the TIP, RTP and/or ALCP, 
may not be approved. 

2.	 Amendments are subject to approval through the MAG Committee Process on a case-by-case basis. 

a.	 The TIP Amendment process is conducted on a quarterly basis. 

3.	 The Lead Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project Agreement must agree to 
the proposed changes. 

B.	 The Lead Agency listed in the Project Agreement, typically initiates the amendment process by making a 
written request to MAG. 

1.	 If an amendment is approved by MAG, corresponding amendments are required for the appropriate 
programs. 

2.	 The request must explain the need for the Program or Project change outside of the annual ALCP 
update schedule. 

a.	 The request must specifically address and justify the proposed changes in scope, budget or 
schedule relating to: 

Project length; 

3 Previously Section 220.G. 
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ii.	 Through lane capacity; 

iii.	 Facility location or alignment; 

iv.	 All other key Project features; 

v.	 Potential negative impacts to other RTP Projects, including freeway/highway, arterial, public 
transportation or other mode Projects; 

B.	 MAG Staff will review each request for:4 

1.	 Funding changes identified from the original Project allocation, the contingency allowance, the 
overall revised budget and other key aspects of the funding, reimbursement or reallocation. 
Potential negative impacts to other RTP Projects, including freeway/highway, arterial, public 
transportation or other mode Projects; 

2.	 Potential negative impacts to meeting all applicable federal, state, regional and local requirements, 
including but not limited to, any applicable requirements for air quality conformity and any that may 
be imposed directly or indirectly following a performance audit. 

SECTION 240: INFLATION IN THE ALCP 

A.	 The original Project budgets listed in the 2003 approved RTP were expressed in 2002 dollars. The annual 
update of the ALCP requires that the remaining budget of ALCP Projects be carried forward to the next year 
and adjusted to account for the past year's inflation. 

B.	 The regional funding specified in the original RTP for a Project will be adjusted annually for inflation based 
on the All Items United States Consumer Price Index (CPI), All Urban Consumers 

1.	 Information on the inflation factors is located on the US Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics 
website at http://www.bls.gov/cpi, under 'Get Detailed CPI Statistics.' The specific series used for 
calculating inflation is All Urban Consumers (Current Series), West Region All Items, 1982-84==100 ­
CUUR0400SAO~ 

a.	 The inflation rate is calculated using the month of March of the previous year and March of the 
current year. 

SECTION 250: ALCP ADMINISTRATIVE ADJUSTMENT 

A.	 An administrative adjustment will adjust the ALCP regional reimbursement Project budgets in the current 
and later fiscal years of the ALCP due to actual Project expenditures and regional reimbursements. 

1.	 Administrative adjustments do not require a Program or Project amendment because the adjustment 
does not qualify as a Project Update (Section 220) and does not cause a negative fiscal impact to the 
current fiscal year. 

2.	 Regional reimbursement budgets cannot be moved from a later fiscal year to an earlier fiscal year in an 
administrative adjustment. This would require an amendment. 

B.	 An administrative adjustment is needed when: 

1.	 Project expenditures for a Project work phase or a Project segment are lower than the estimate, 
causing the 70% regional reimbursement to be less than the amount programmed in the current ALCP. 

4 Previously Section 230.B.2.a.vi and vii. 
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2.	 The remaining regional reimbursement funds may be moved within the original Project, to another 
work phase or a Project Segment that is programmed in that fiscal year or a later fiscal year. 

C.	 At that time, the ALCP and Project budgets will be adjusted to reflect the remaining Project funds. 

D.	 Administrative Adjustments may occur each fiscal quarter. Changes will be reported in the ALCP Status 
Report, and the ALCP will be reprinted. 

SECTION 260: ALCP RARF CLOSEOUT 

A.	 Annually, MAG Staff will determine the availability of RARF funds to be used for the ALCP RARF Closeout by 
Apfil15th. 

1.	 MAG Staff will demonstrate the fiscal constraint of the ALCP with proposed ALCP RARF Closeout 
options. 

2.	 A Project or Project segment in the ALCP may not be adversely impacted, delayed, reduced or 
removed as a result of the reimbursement of RARF funds in the Closeout process to another Project, 
portion or seg ment. 

3.	 Lead Agencies and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in a Project Agreement that receive RARF 
Closeout funds will not be liable to reimburse the RARF funds to the Program if a Program deficit 
occurs in the future. 

B.	 Lead Agencies should submit a RARF Closeout Notification to MAG per eligible project. 

1.	 MAG Staff will provide a RARF Closeout Notification Form on the MAG ALCP website. 

C.	 The ALCP RARF Closeout Process will begin at the April TRC and continue through the MAG Committee 
process in May, one month before the annual update of the ALCP. 

1.	 The ALCP Schedule published annually in the MAG Transportation Programming Guidebook 
will specify all deadlines pertaining to the ALCP RARF Closeout Process, including due dates 
to submit RARF Closeout Notification forms and ALCP Project Requirements. 

2.	 MAG Staff will notify the ALCP Working Group, in advance, if a change in the ALCP Project 
Schedule is required. 

D.	 To be considered as an eligible project for reimbursement with RARF Closeout funds: 

1.	 The Project or Project segment must be completed/closed out. 

2.	 The Lead Agency must completed the following Project Requirements: 

a.	 Project Overview 

b.	 Project Agreement, and 

c.	 Project Reimbursement Request. 

3. All three requirements must be cempleted aAd accepted by MAG Staff as complete by JtJAe 1st.5 

E.	 The determination and allocation of ALCP RARF Closeout funds for eligible completed projects will be 
made according to the following priorities (in sequential order): 

1.	 Projects scheduled for reimbursement in the next fiscal year; 

5 Section 260.0 was reformatted for clarification. 
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2. All other Projects according to the chronological order of the programmed reimbursements. 

F.	 If two or more eligible projects are programmed for reimbursement in the same fiscal year. the 
reimbursement of the eligible projects will be made according to the following additional priorities 
(in sequential order): 

1.	 The date of the Project's final invoice. 

2. The date the Project Reimbursement Request was accepted by MAG Staff. 

SECTION 270: USE OF SURPLUS OR DEFICIT PROGRAM FUNDS 

A.	 If a surplus Program funds occurs, existing Projects may be accelerated. Any acceleration will occur 
according to priority order of the ALCP. 

1.	 For Projects to be accelerated, matching local funds must be committed. 

2.	 If there are no current Projects ready for acceleration, the next Project scheduled for reirnbursement 
may be accelerated. 

3.	 If there are surplus funds available upon the full completion of the ALCP, the MAG Transportation 
Policy Committee will discuss options regarding additional Projects. 

B.	 ALCP Projects may be delayed if there is a deficit of Program funds. ALCP Projects will be delayed in priority 
order of the ALCP. 
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III.	 PROJECT DETAILS 

SECTION 300: LEAD AGENCIES 

A.	 A Lead Agency must be identified for each ALCP Project in the RTP. 

1.	 The Lead Agency is expected to be a MAG member agency. 

2.	 One Lead Agency per Project will be accepted. For segmented Projects, please refer to Section 
300(D)(b). 

3.	 The designation of a Lead Agency for each Project will be accomplished through the signed Project 
Agreement with MAG. 

B.	 The Lead Agency is responsible for all aspects of Project implementation, including, but not limited to, 
Project management, risk management, design, right-of-way acquisition and construction. 

1.	 The Lead Agency and MAG will be signatories to the Project Agreement. 

2.	 The Lead Agency and the agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project Agreement are expected 
generally to use accepted financial and project management policies, practices and procedures in the 
use of funds received from the ALCP and in the implementation of the ALCP Project. 

C.	 Projects in One Jurisdiction 

1.	 If a Project falls entirely within one jurisdiction, then that jurisdiction is expected to be the Lead Agency. 

a.	 If there is change in jurisdictions due to annexation that affects a Project, the Lead Agency 
designated at the time of Project implementation will continue to serve as the Lead Agency. 

2.	 An alternative agency may be specified as the Lead Agency if the local jurisdiction in which the Project 
is located agrees. 

a.	 An agreement between the local jurisdiction and the Lead Agency must be documented in 
writing between the respective Town/City Managers, County/Community Administrator or 
designees. 

b.	 A copy of that written agreement must be provided to MAG. 

D.	 Projects in Multiple Jurisdictions 

1.	 In cases where the RTP Project is located in more than one jurisdiction, the Project may be 
implemented as either: 

a.	 One Project with a single Lead Agency as agreed to by the agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the 
Project Agreement. 

i.	 The agreement to this effect between the local jurisdictions and the Lead Agency must be 
documented in writing between the respective Town/City Managers, County/Community 
Administrator or designees in a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) and/or an 
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA). 

A	 The agreement will be used to explain multi-jurisdictional roles, responsibilities and 
terms of the Project, which will be referenced in the Project Agreement signed by the 
Lead Agency. 

B	 A copy of this agreement must be provided to MAG, who must agree to the proposed 
Lead Agency designation. 
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b.	 The Project may be segmented and implemented as separate Projects by local jurisdictions, if 
agreed to by all agencies/jurisdictions listed in the Project Agreement, and following the Project 
Update process specified in Section 220. 

SECTION 310: ALCP PROJECT BUDGETS 

A.	 The regional funding for each ALCP Project as specified in the RTP establishes the maximum amount 
payable from regional funds for that Project. 

1.	 Every payment obligation of MAG under the RTP, ALCP and any Project Agreement or related legal 
agreement is conditional upon the availability of funds appropriated or allocated for the payment of 
such obligation. 

2.	 The ALCP budget and timeline may change to account for surplus or deficit Program funds. 

B.	 The budget for each ALCP Project: 

1.	 Is limited to the regional contribution amount specified in the ALCP for the Project, or 70% of the total 
Project expenditures, whichever is less; and, 

2.	 Will be established in the Project Agreement and Project Overview. 

3.	 The Lead Agency is responsible for all of the Project costs over the regional contribution and, if 
applicable, will need to work with the other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project Agreement 
to cover those costs. 

4.	 Will be published in the approved Arterial Life Cycle Program. 

C.	 Credits for local match requirements are not transferable between Projects. 

D.	 The ALCP Project Budget for a Project's) or Project segment's) in the ALCP that is approved as a 
High Priority Project 'HPP) and receives an 'earmark' of federal funds in a federal authorization or 
federal appropriations bill will be reprogrammed. as needed. 6 

SECTION 320: PROJECT ELIGIBILITY 

A.	 To be funded or constructed under the ALCP Program, Projects must: 

1.	 Have a scope, budget (including amounts of regional funding and local match contributions) and a 
schedule consistent with the Project as included in the RTP, ALCP, and as appropriate, the TIP. In 
addition, Projects must be consistent with federal requirements, where applicable. 

2.	 Be considered new in keeping with voter expectations, and as such: 

a.	 Cannot include costs for any pre-existing, programmed or planned element or improvement that 
is not part of the specific improvement Project described or included in the RTP as of November 
25, 2003 or later. 

b.	 Cannot have started design, acquired right-of-way or started construction before the date 
specified in Section 340 or the date of the Project addition to the RTP. 

B.	 Facilities eligible for improvements under the ALCP include: 

1.	 Major arterials as defined in Appendix A. Major arterials include: 

6 Refer to Section 320.G. for additional policies pertaining to HPPs. 
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a.	 Roadway facilities on the regional arterial or mile arterial grid system; 

b.	 Roadway facilities that connect freeways, highways or other controlled access facilities; and, 

c.	 Other key arterial corridors. 

2.	 Intersections of eligible major arterials. 

C.	 All Projects must be designed to the standards agreed to by the designated local jurisdictions and the Lead 
Agency established in the Project Agreement. 

1.	 The agreed standards, which may be higher than the standards used in the local jurisdiction(s), must be 
specified or referenced in the Project Ag reement. 

2.	 Standards for multi-jurisdictional Projects should be consistent to the extent feasible. 

D.	 Reimbursable items for regionally funded Projects are limited to: 

1.	 Design, right-of-way and construction, as required in ARS: 28-6304(C)(5) and ARS: 28-6305(A). Design 
Concept Reports, planning studies and related studies, such as environmental and other studies, are 
also eligible. 

2.	 Capacity Improvement Projects. 

3.	 Safety Improvement Projects. 

4.	 Projects or components directly related to capacity and safety improvements, including: 

a.	 Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS); 

b.	 Signals; 

c.	 Lighting; 

d.	 Transit stops and pullouts, as well as queue jumper lanes, for example, for bus rapid transit; 

e.	 Bicycle/pedestrian facilities integral to the roadway, including wide sidewalks separated from 
curbs; 

f.	 Utility relocations, including under grounding of utility lines where required for safety or other 
reasons relating to function, and not purely for aesthetic reasons, and not otherwise considered 
an enhancement; 

g.	 Drainage improvements for the Project (with limitations), such as retention basins required for the 
Project that would not normally be handled through County or other drainage funds, within 
reasonable limits (and generally not exceeding typical practice for the local jurisdiction); 

h.	 Landscaped medians, shoulders, and other improvements within reasonable limits (and generally 
not exceeding typical practice for the local jurisdiction); 

Reconstruction Projects, as identified in or supported by the RTP and as specified in Project 
Agreements, for eligible Project elements; 

j.	 Access management; 

k.	 Rubberized asphalt and concrete paving; 

I.	 Staff time directly attributable to Project; and, 

m.	 Noise, privacy and screen wall, and other buffers, if found to be necessary to meet applicable local, 
state or federal standards. 

E.	 Notwithstanding findings or recommendations from the Design Concept Report or a similar study, Projects, 
Project components or other costs that are not reimbursable from the ALCP include: 
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1.	 Enhancement Projects or enhancement components of Projects. 

a.	 If a Lead Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project Agreement request an 
enhancement to a Project funded in the ALCP, the local jurisdiction and/or Lead Agency shall pay 
all costs associated with the enhancement. 

2.	 Right-of-way not used by the ALCP Project, with potential exceptions on a case-by-case basis for land 
that is identified by the Lead Agency and/or the local jurisdiction or jurisdictions as not marketable for 
sale. 

3.	 Any Project or Project element that exceeds the reasonable limits or typical practice for the local 
jurisdiction in which the Project or Projects are located. 

4.	 Administrative overhead costs by the Lead Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the 
Project Agreement that are not attributed to the Project. 

5.	 Other expenses, such as bad debts and lump-sum incentives, as determined by MAG. 

6.	 Expenditures that occur after a project or project segment is completed. This includes salaries, 
applied overhead. record keeping and facility maintenance. 

7.	 Salaries and other administrative expenditures pertaining to the completion of ALCP Project 
Reg uirements. 

F.	 The use of federal funds or other funding sources may involve further restrictions on the use of funds or 
eligible matching contributions. 

G.	 Since the primary sources of regional transportation funding have been included in the MAG RTP, 
funds that are the result of specific earmarks of either federal or state funds that have already been 
accounted for in the RTP ("below the line funding") are not eligible for reimbursement or the local 
match under the Arterial Life Cycle Program. Any previous commitments to provide local funding 
for arterial projects included in the TIP, RTP, or ALCP should be maintained. 

1.	 If a Project or Project segment in the ALCP is approved as a High Priority Project that receives 
an 'earmark' of federal 'funds in a federal authorization act, which reduces the distribution of 
federal funds to the region, the Project will be restricted as follows: 

a.	 The earmarked federal funds will be ineligible for reimbursement through the ALCP. 

b.	 The earmark federal funds will not be applicable towards the ALCP Project local match 
reguirement. 

2.	 If a Project or Project segment in the ALCP is approved as a High Priority Project that receives 
an 'earmark' of federal funds in a federal appropriations act, which does not reduce the 
distribution of federal funds to the region, the Project will be restricted as follows: 

a.	 The earmarked federal funds will be ineligible for reimbursement through the ALCP. 

b.	 The earmark federal funds may be applied to towards the ALCP local match reguirement. 

H.	 Eligible local nlatch contributions include: 

1.	 Locally funded expenditures on eligible Projects or elements as listed above in this section; or 

2.	 Third party contributions, which must have supporting documentation. Third party contributions will 
be taken at market value at the time of the donation and mutually agreed upon between the Lead 
Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) listed in the Project Agreement and MAG. 

Determining the value of third party contributions: 
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1.	 The jurisdiction's real estate department will value and appraise any right-of-way given to a Project by a 
developer. 

2.	 Costs related to the construction of a road must be documented and certified for the value of the road 
by the authorized representative of the jurisdiction. To do so, a jurisdiction shall do the following in 
priority order: 

a.	 First, work with the developer(s) to turn in cost documentation related to the road improvement 
as soon as a jurisdiction is aware the improvement is being made to an ALCP Project, even if the 
ALCP Project is not scheduled for construction or reimbursement until a later date. If this cannot 
be done, then; 

b.	 Second, generate cost figures from known developer fees, final construction documents, as-built 
documents, et cetera. If this cannot be done, then; 

c.	 Third, use cost figures from the actual ALCP Project construction bid for a cost per unit figure, 
which then could be applied the developer contribution to generate a total cost. If this cannot be 
done, then; 

d.	 Fourth, use cost figures from a similar Project in location, size, and scope, which then could be 
applied to the developer contribution to generate a total cost. 

3.	 MAG Staff will review the valuation method and documentation for quality assurance purposes. 

4.	 All documents used to determine the value of third party contributions shall be kept in accordance 
with Section 320H. 

J.	 The Project Overview for each Project must identify all Project components for which reimbursement of the 
regional share is sought from the ALCP, including the components of the Project that will be funded locally 
or by third parties. 

K.	 The MAG Committee Process has the final determination on the eligibility of any Project or Project 
component for reimbursement from the ALCP Program. 

SECTJON 330: ELIGIBLE COSTS FOR REIMBURSEMENT 

A.	 Reimbursable expenditures are limited to ALCP Projects meeting the requirements set forth in Section 320 
(Project Eligibility). 

B.	 No reimbursements will be made: 

1.	 Prior to the execution of a Project Agreement. 

2.	 For projects or project work phases not listed in an approved Transportation Improvement 
Program 

3.	 Prior to the year in which the funds for that ALCP Project are programmed or would normally be 
received following the schedule in the TIP and RTP, unless it is part of the annual closeout of RARF 
funds per Section 260, or there are surplus program funds, Section 270. 

C.	 Each ALCP Project shall have a reimbursement timeline specified in the Project Agreement and Project 
Overview. 

D.	 The Lead Agency shall send the Project Reimbursement Requests to MAG for payment from the Arizona 
Department of Transportation (ADOn. The Lead Agency is responsible for: 

1.	 All Project expenditures. 

2.	 Providing all Project Reimbursement Requests to MAG for reimbursement. 
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E.	 Reimbursements will be made for expenditures paid with tax or public revenue only, including 
development and impact fees collected by a jurisdiction. 

1.	 Reimbursements will not be made for Project elements donated or funded via cash or cash equivalent 
donations, right-of-way donations, exactions and/or other third party or non-tax funding sources. 

2.	 Reimbursements from the ALCP will not be made for expenditures that have already been reimbursed 
from other sources, either in cash or cash equivalents or through third party contributions including, 
but not limited to, the provision of a transportation improvement Project such as a design or related 
study, right-of-way acquisition or donation or construction. 

F.	 Project elements not eligible for reimbursement under subsection 330 (A) and (B) may be eligible as credit 
toward matching costs if the requirements specified in Section 340 (Eligible Prior Right-of-Way Acquisition 
and/or Work for Reimbursement) and Section 320 (Project Eligibility) are satisfied. 

G.	 Reimbursements, including local match cont,'"ibutions, will generally be commensurate with progress 
unless otherwise agreed to in the Project Agreement, such as for specific lump sum for right-of-way 
acquisitions and/or work. 

H.	 Right-of-way or other capital assets acquired included as an eligible Project cost, but not used in the ALCP 
Project, must be disposed of at market rates and the funds returned to the ALCP for reallocation following 
the requirements contained in Section 350. 

SECTION 340: ELIGIBLE PRIOR ROW ACQUISITION AND/OR WORK FOR REIMBURSEMENT 

A.	 Prior right-of-way acquisitions and/or work that is part of a designated ALCP Project are eligible for 
reimbursement if: 

1.	 Specified in a Project Agreement and/or Project Overview. 

2.	 Purchased/completed after November 1,2002, for design, environmental and related planning studies 
and right-of-way acquisition. 

3.	 Completed construction and related activities after November 25,2003. 

B.	 Eligible prior right-of-way acquisition and/or work is limited to ALCP Projects scheduled or programmed for 
completion in Phase I of the RTP (which ends June 30, 2010), including ALCP Projects accelerated or 
advanced from later phases. 

C.	 Reimbursements for prior right-of-way acquisition and/or work will be payable only to the agency that paid 
for the right-of-way acquired and/or work, unless that agency assigns the payment to another party or 
other terms are developed in the Project Agreement for the ALCP Project. 

D.	 The Project Overview will identify, as appropriate, the priorities for reimbursement for prior right-of-way 
acquisition and/or work if more than one agency is requesting such reimbursement for that Project. 

E.	 If prior right-of-way acquisition and/or work is not eligible for reimbursement, it may be credited toward 
the local match requirement if: 

1.	 The Project or work was included in the local jurisdiction or Lead Agency CIP or in the MAG TIP 
approved after the start of MAG Fiscal Year 2001 (July 1,2000). 

2.	 The Project or work is not otherwise excluded in whole or in part elsewhere in these requirements. 

F.	 For prior work attributable to an ALCP Project that meets eligibility guidelines set in the ACLP Policies and 
Procedures, the jurisdiction is responsible for inflating the cost amounts to the current year when 
completing a Project Overview. 
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1.	 Each year, MAG will update and release the inflation rate information to the jurisdictions. 

2.	 The inflation rate and method will be the same as mentioned in Section 240. 

SECTION 350: REALLOCATION OF PROJECT SAVINGS 

A.	 Project Savings from the ALCP will not be determined by MAG to be eligible for reallocation, unless and 
until:? 

1.	 Construction has been completed and the work satisfies the original intent and scope of the Project, as 
included in the Project Agreement and Project Overview, and there are remaining regional funds 
allocated to the Project; OR, 

a.	 A high degree of certainty is obtained that construction for the original ALCP Project will be 
completed consistent with the Project Agreement and Project Overview specified scope and 
schedule. 

2.	 If applicable, right-of-way, or other capital assets acquired with ALCP funds not used in the ALCP 
Project is disposed of at market rates and the funds returned to the ALCP. 

B.	 ALCP regional funds found by MAG to be surplus to an ALCP Project, and for which certain criteria as 
established below are met, may be noted as Project Savings and reallocated to an ALCP Project in that 
jurisdiction depending on the availability of Prog ram funds. Project Savings may be reallocated: 

1.	 To another ALCP Project or Projects, in the jurisdiction to address a budget shortfall, not to exceed 70% 
of the actual total Project costs. 

2.	 To advance a portion or entire existing ALCP Project or Projects in the jurisdiction up to the amount of 
available Project Savings. 

3.	 If there are ALCP Project Savings that are not reallocated and the ALCP is completed, then new 
Project(s) for that jurisdiction may be funded. 

7 Section 350.A was reformatted for clarification 
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IV.	 ALCP PROJECT REQUIREMENTS 

SECTION 400: PROJECT OVERVIEW 

A.	 For each ALCP Project, the Lead Agency must submit a Project Overview to MAG before a Project 
Agreement will be initiated or signed. 

B.	 For advanced Projects, a Project Overview must be submitted prior to the purchase of right-of-way. 

C.	 The Project Overview may be updated throughout the Project as long as it is not a material change. 

1.	 MAG Staff may require a new or revised Project Overview in the event of a substantial project 
change or the termination of a project agreement per Section 410.0. 

O.	 Adequate and secure funding from the local, regional, and if applicable, the federal level, must be identified 
in the Project Overview. 

E.	 The Project Overview will provide at a minimum: 

1.	 Lead Agency contacts and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) involved in the Project; 

2.	 Project scope, Project alignment, Project history, Project considerations, ITS components, multi-modal 
issues, Project development process including any environmental, utility and right-of-way clearances, 
as needed; 

3.	 A copy of the Lead Agency's current Capital Improvement Program demonstrating funding has 
been allocated to the project: 

4.	 Funding sources; 

5.	 Map/photographs; 

6.	 Timeline; 

7.	 Management plan; 

8.	 Project data; 

9.	 Cost esti mates; 

10.	 Contingencies; 

11.	 Cost savings; 

12.	 Summary of work, including: year of work, total cost, local share, federal share, regional share, year for 
reimbursement; and, 

13.	 Project documents, if needed: IGA, MOU, OCR, Corridor Study, Project Assessment, supporting 
document for developer contributions, Project amendments, environmental overview. 

F.	 A Project Overview template will be provided by MAG. 

SECTION 41 0: PROJ ECT AGREEMENT 

A.	 A Project Agreement between MAG and the designated Lead Agency is required for each Project before 
the reimbursement of expenditures will be initiated. 
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1.	 If a Project is completed and eligible for reimbursement following the stipulations in Section 330 and 
340, a Project Agreement must be in place before Project Reimbursement Requests are submitted for 
reimbursement. 

a.	 If a Project is advanced, a Project Agreement must be in place before the completion of the 
Project. 

2.	 The scope, regional funding and schedule specified in the Project Agreement must correspond with 
the schedule specified in the RTP for the Project. 

a.	 Project segmentation must be approved through the MAG Committee Process as described in 
Section 130 and the RTP and, as appropriate, the TIP amended showing those segmented Projects 
before Project Agreements can be executed for any of the segmented Projects. 

The Project Agreement may be in a developmental stage while the amendment is being 
approved through the MAG Committee Process. 

b.	 A Project Agreement will not be executed for segmented Projects or Projects with scopes less 
than that specified in the RTP, even if proposed subdivisions are already listed for preliminary 
programming and financial planning purposes in the TIP, unless the RTP and ALCP is amended. 

3.	 A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) may be used as a bridge to a full Project Agreement. 

a.	 Design studies may be initiated under a MOU to determine Project scope, costs and schedule by a 
jurisdiction, as needed, for multi-jurisdiction Projects. 

b.	 The MOU may address other considerations, such as the roles and responsibilities for local 
jurisdictions in a multi-jurisdiction Project, or early right-of-way acquisition, as needed, in a 
preliminary manner pl~ior to a full Project Agreement. 

B.	 Signed and effective Project Agreements may need to be amended or terminated due to 
substantial project changes or failing to submit a Material or Substantial Project Reimbursement 
Request, as outlined below. 

1.	 Changes to project expenditures and regional reimbursements that do not require the 
amendment or termination of a project agreement include: 

a.	 The advancement or deferral of project, project segment or work phase within the 5-year 
period of the TIP listed in the effective project agreement. 

b.	 The reallocation of programmed funds between work phases for that project or project 
segment. 

c.	 Changes to project work phases, such as the addition or deletion of a work phase. 

d.	 The annual inflation of programmed reimbursements per Section 240. 

2.	 A signed and effective Project Agreement may require an amendment due to project 
amendments or administrative modifications in the TIP or ALCP, which. 

a.	 Change the project limits. 

b.	 Require a revised Project Overview due to a significant change in the project scope. 

c.	 Defer the Project schedule outside the years of the approved TIP listed in the effective 
Project Agreement 

3.	 An effective Project Agreement may be terminated if: 

a.	 The Project undergoes a substantial project change. Examples of substantial project 
changes include: 

- 20­



i.	 The Project improvement type (arterial or intersection) listed in the agreement 
changes; 

ii.	 The Project change affects more than one project or project segment in the ALCP 

iii. The Project change affects more than one effective Project Agreement; or 

iv.	 The Lead Agency of a Project changes. 

b.	 A Material Project Reimbursement Request has not been accepted by MAG within 18 
months. 

c.	 A Substantial Project Reimbursement Request has not been accepted by MAG within 30 
months. 

C.	 Each Project Agreement will be based on a standard agreement provided by MAG and customized for each 
Project. 

1.	 Any material changes to the standard Project Agreement or template for a specific Project must be 
identified in a clear and concise manner in the summary section of the Project Overview for that 
Project. 

D.	 The Project Agreement will address at a minimum: 

1.	 Project scope, type of work, schedule of work and reimbursement, the regional share and federal 
funding if applicable; 

2.	 Lead Agency and other agency(ies)/jurisdiction(s) involved in the Project; 

3.	 Applicable Design Standards; 

4.	 Responsibilities of the Parties; 

5.	 Risk and indemnification; 

6.	 Records and audit rights; 

7.	 Term and termination; 

8.	 Availability of Funds; and, 

9.	 Conflicts of Interest. 

E.	 Upon approval of the Arterial Life Cycle Program, an update will be provided to the MAG Committees 
regarding the status of Projects, including active Project Agreements and new Project Agreements that will 
be executed during that fiscal year. 

F.	 RTP and/or TIP amendments will still be required to go through the MAG Committee Process for any 
changes involving material cost, scope or schedule changes to the Project. 

G.	 The Lead Agency and MAG must be signatories to the Project Agreement: 

1.	 To indicate their agreement to the Lead Agency designation and the terms of the agreement, the 
authorized representative must be the signing authority for that jurisdiction. 

2.	 To indicate roles and responsibilities in Project implementation. 
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SECTION 420: PROJECT REIMBURSEMENT REQUESTS
8 

A.	 A Project Reimbursement Request must contain a request for payment, an invoice, and a progress report. 

1.	 The request for payment, invoice, and progress report forms will be provided by MAG. 

B.	 For a current ALCP Project, the Project Reimbursement Request: 

1.	 may be subm itted by the Lead Agency to MAG as needed, or 

2.	 must be submitted by milestone completion (Section 420(D)(4)a-k) unless otherwise agreed to in the 
Project Overview. 

C.	 If an ALCP Project is advanced, progress reports must be submitted and based on the milestones of the 
Project even though a full Project Reimbursement Request is not required at that time. 

1.	 A full Project Reimbursement Request, including request for reimbursement and invoice is due at the 
time of Project completion. 

D.	 Project Reimbursement Requests may not be submitted more than once per month. 

E.	 All Project Reimbursement Requests shall be submitted to MAG for authorization for payment. 

1.	 Participating agencies/jurisdictions may invoice the Lead Agency for any item including, but not 
limited to, work conducted or capital assets acquired for the Project or as part of the Project, subject to 
other terms in this agreement. 

F.	 The work conducted and/or received must meet all the requirements of the MAG ALCP Policies and 
Procedures as well as any and all other applicable federal, state, regional and local requirements. 

G.	 The Lead Agency may inflate project expenditures to current year dollars, per Section 240. It is the 
responsibility of the Lead Agency to calculate the inflation for project expenditures in the ALCP 
project requirements submitted to MAG, including Project Reimbursement Requests. 

H.	 The Lead Agency must retain, certify, and make available all vendor receipts, invoices and as needed, any 
related Project records. 

1.	 Vendor receipts or invoices must be available for five (5) years after final payment is made; auditors, 
MAG or its designees may make possible requests. 

2.	 Receipts and invoices for Projects advanced by a jurisdiction may have a longer retention period. 

An authorized representative of the Lead Agency must sign all Project Reimbursement Request forms: the 
request for payment, invoice and a progress report, certifying that the request is true and correct per the 
terms of the Project Agreement and Project Overview. 

1.	 The duly authorized representative for the Lead Agency may be the respective Town/City Managers, 
County/Community Administrator, designee or a higher level representative of the organization that is 
designated to sign MAG funding request documents on behalf of that jurisdiction has signing 

authority. In addition, the authorized representative must be listed as a designated signatory on the 
Lead Agency's signature card for that fiscal year. 

2.	 Electronic or scanned signatures will not be accepted. 

J.	 Matching contributions, as required in the ALCP Policies and Procedures must be fully documented, 
invoiced and/or received, and cannot be in arrears. 

8 Section 420 was reformatted and reordered for clarification. Additions are underlined and bold. 
Deletions are stricken-through and bold. 

- 22­



K.	 The request for payment shall be approved and signed by the duly authorized representative from the Lead 
Agency. Then, the request will be processed and approved at MAG and forwarded to AOOT for payment to 
the Lead Agency. The request for payment form must include the: 

1.	 Project name, description and RTP 10; 

2.	 Estimated total Project costs; 

3.	 Expenditures to date; 

4.	 Reg iona I fu nd budget; 

5.	 Previous Regional fund payments; 

6.	 Amount of Regional fund requests; 

7.	 Remaining Regional funds; 

8.	 Status of Project development/completion; 

9.	 Type of work being requested for reimbursement; 

10.	 Mailing address for payment; and, 

11.	 Signatures of authorized representatives from Lead Agency, MAG and AOOT. 

L.	 The invoice form must will include: 

1.	 Invoice number; 

2.	 Project name, description and RTP 10; 

3.	 Amount of Regional fund requests: 

4.	 Remaining Regional funds: 

5.	 Type of work being requested for reimbursement: 

6.	 Signatures of authorized representatives from the Lead Agency. 

7.	 Proper documentation/description of the reimbursable items and/or work performed. felateel 
costs; aflel, Proper documentation may include: 

a.	 A copy of the invoice from the contractor is sufficient documentation for contracted work; 

b.	 An administrative breakdown chart including staff name, hours on Project, hourly rate, and total 
costs is sufficient documentation for administrative work; 

c.	 A copy of the Court Order; 

d.	 A copy of the Settlement Statement; 

e.	 A copy of the City's payment documentation; or, 

f.	 A completed Cost Attachment Form. If the Cost Attachment form is explaining dedicated right­
of-way, easements, or Public Utility and Facilities Easements (PUFE), a signed letter from the 
appropriate department (Real Estate, Transportation, etc) must be included verifying the items in 
the cost attachment form. Please use costs that are relevant to the time of dedication and if 
necessary, use the inflation chart to inflate the costs to the current value. 

M.	 If an item for reimbursement (design, ROW, construction, etc.) has more than one backup invoice, a chart 
must be provided with each reimbursement request that: 

1.	 Lists each invoice/backup documentation number and/or a describes the item(s) being considered for 
reimbursement; 
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2.	 Documents the dollar amount of item; and 

3.	 Includes the total dollar amount of all invoices, per each item for reimbursement. This total dollar 
amount should match the invoice. 

4.	 MAG will provide an example chart/form. 

N.	 The progress report of the Project Reimbursement Request shall explain the status of the Project, 
milestones and other necessary information. 

1.	 It is the responsibility of the jurisdiction to document the work accomplished for each invoice and/or 
milestone during the reporting period. 

2.	 Advanced Projects prior to the approved ALCP Policies and Procedures, will have special progress 
report requirements. 

3.	 For each progress report, the Lead Agency must provide the: 

a.	 Percent of work complete; 

b.	 Work accomplished; 

c.	 Estimate v. real cost analysis; 

d.	 Work schedule analysis; 

e.	 Grievance/complaints reports; 

f.	 Procurement process update (when necessary); and, 

g.	 Documents produced. 

4.	 Milestones may be used to trigger a Project Reimbursement Request for a current Project. Milestones 
must be used to trigger a progress report for an advanced Project. The milestones are: 

a.	 Studies; 

b.	 Preliminary Design - 60%; 

c.	 Final Design - 100%; 

d.	 Construction - 25%; 

e.	 Construction - 60°;6; 

f.	 Final Acceptance; and, 

g.	 Project Closeout. 

O.	 Upon MAG approval, the Project Reimbursement Request will be forwarded to ADOT for payment. 

1.	 ADOT maintains the arterial street fund and will be responsible for issuing bonds, through the State 
Transportation Board, on behalf of the street program, as designated in ARS: 28-6303.D.2. 

a. MAG will work with ADOT regarding budget, invoicing process and other fiscal matters. 

2.	 MAG will work with ADOT to expedite payment dependent on availability of funds. 

3.	 Checks will be distributed from ADOT and sent to Lead Agency. 
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APPENDIX A. GLOSSARY AND ACRONYMS
 

Acceleration 

AOOT 

Administrative 
Adjustment 

Advancement 

ALCP 

ALCP Regional 
Funds 

ARS 

Certification Report 

CIP 

CMAQ 

CTOC 

OCR 

Acceleration means that all of the remaining Projects, including the reimbursements 
for advanced Projects, in the Arterial Life Cycle Program are moved forward in priority 
order. 

Arizona Department of Transportation 

The ALCP and Project budgets will be adjusted annually to reflect the final Project 
reimbursement in the fiscal year. This falls after the adoption of the ALCP and will not 
require a program amendment. 

Advancement of a Project means that its implementation is moved earlier in time 
than previously scheduled in the MAG RTP and/or TIP, with the interest and any other 
incremental costs associated with the earlier implementation borne by the Lead 
and/or local agencies requesting the advancement. Reimbursement for the Project 
will remain in the year(s) in which the Project was scheduled before the proposed 
advancement. 

Arterial Life Cycle Program, or the "Program" 

ALCP Regional Funds are generated from the Maricopa County one-half cent sales tax 
extension and Federal Transportation Funds, including STP and CMAQ funds. 

Arizona Revised Statutes 

Periodic report produced, at least annually, for the ALCP to provide an update on the 
status of the Program, current revenue and cost projections. The report will provide 
supporting information for the RTP Annual Report 

Capital Improvement Program 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality. A categorical Federal-aid funding 
program that directs funding to projects that contribute to meeting National 
air quality standards. CMAQ funds generally may not be used for projects that 
result in the construction of new capacity available to SOVs (single-occupant 
vehicles). 

Citizens Transportation Oversight Committee as referenced in ARS 28-6356 

Design Concept Report, meeting the standards established for federal aid arterial 
projects. Key elements of the DCR for the ALCP include, but are not limited to: 

- the development and provision of labor and material quantity based cost 
estimates for the entire ALCP Project, as specified in the RTP; categorized by 
Project phase, segment and jurisdiction, as appropriate; 

- projected monthly cash flow requirements for financial planning purposes; 
and, 

- appropriate contingency amounts for the completion of the Project. 
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Enhancement 

EA 

EIS 

Federal Aid Project 

Federal Fiscal Year 

FHWA 

Fiscal Year 

Incentives 

ITS 

MAG 

MAG Committee 
Process 

Major Arterial 

Material Change 

"an addition that exceeds generally accepted engineering or design standards for the 
specific type of facility." (HB 2456, 28-6351 (2)) For the purposes of the ALCP, the term 
"enhancement" is defined more specifically as: 

1.	 Projects, Project elements or Project additions that are not design, right-of­
way or construction related, including any Project, Project element or 
addition that is not a needed study, right-of-way acquisition or capacity or 
safety-related infrastructure improvement. Examples include drainage in 
excess of typical needs for the roadway or intersection, "improvements" that 
tend to reduce through capacity, such as deletion of lanes and other traffic 
calming measures. 

2.	 Project additions after the completion of a Design Concept Report, unless 
otherwise agreed to in the approved Project Agreement. 

3.	 Additional limitations or requirements may apply, depending on the funding 
source. 

Environmental Assessment 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Any Project in which any federal aid funding is received. These Projects must follow 
the implementation processes established or required by the FHWA and 
administered through the ADOT Local Government Section. 

October 1 - September 31, example: October 1,2005 - September 31,2006 

Federal Highway Administration 

July 1 - June 30 (i.e. July 1,2005 - June 30,2006) 

Any expenditure, which involves a monetary reward for the inducement of 
behavior, as related to a project in the ALCP (i.e. Giving a contractor/consultant 
a bonus for completing a project ahead of schedule). 

Intelligent Transportation System 

Maricopa Association of Governments 

Items are placed for action on the agendas of the MAG Transportation Review 
Committee (TRC), Management Committee, Transportation Policy Committee (TPC), 
as appropriate, and Regional Council 

"an interconnected thoroughfare whose primary function is to link areas in the region 
and to distribute traffic to and from controlled access highways, generally of region 
wide significance and of varying capacity depending on the travel demand for the 
specific direction and adjacent land uses." (ARS 28-6.304(c)(5)) 

In general, a material change is any change that could reasonably cause a change in 
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Material Project 
Reimbursement 
Reguest 

Memorandum of 
Understanding 
(MOU) 

MPO 

Participating 
Agency 

Program 

decision regarding a Project or an amendment to a Project. 

It is further defined as any proposed change to a Project that: 
1.	 changes a Project scope by: 

a) modifying Project termini by a quarter-mile or more; 
b) changing a freeway- or highway-arterial interchange location by a quarter 

mile or more, or changing the location so as to cause increased costs for the 
freeway or highway program, or any change in the design and/or location 
of the arterial Project affecting the freeway or highway not agreed by ADOT; 

c)	 changing the vertical alignment at a freeway or highway interchange 
between at-grade, depressed and elevated, or changing the alignment in 
such a way so as to cause increased costs for the freeway or highway 
program, or any change in vertical alignment affecting an interchange or 
grade separation not agreed by ADOT or as appropriate, any light rail 
crossing not agreed by Valley Metro; 

d)	 changing major design elements including, but not limited to, the number 
of lanes; 

e)	 otherwise significantly modifying the scope of the Project itself or 
negatively impacting a freeway, highway or light rail facility as determined 
in consultation with MAG staff. 

2.	 cha nges costs: 
a) in excess of 5% of the Project budget as specified in the Project Overview or 

other agreement established for the Project, or in excess of $1 million, but 
not less than $200,000; and/or 

b)	 to increase the regional share of the budget to an amount over the dollar 
amount specified in the RTP, or to an amount that represents over 70% of 
the Project costs. 

3.	 changes the Project completion by: 
a) one or more fiscal years from the year shown in the TIP or RTP; 
b) changes Project completion from one phase to another in the RTP; and/or, 
c) results from a finding of a performance and/or financial audit. 

A Project Reimbursement Reguest that has been accepted by MAG Staff as 
complete and includes all reguired information, signatures, and backup 
documentation. 

A type of agreement used as a bridge to a Project Agreement. For example, in the 
development of Project cost estimates and allocations across multiple jurisdictions, 
which then may be agreed to and incorporated into a more formal Project 
Agreement to be executed before further Project implementation. 

Metropolitan Planning Organization 

Any agency involved in the implementation of an ALCP Project. All partner agencies 
are participating agencies. 

ALCP or TIP, depending on context. 

- 27­



Project 

Project Component 

Project Agreement 
(PA) 

Project Completion 

Project Overview 
(PO) 

Project 
Reimbursement 
Request (PRR) 

Project Savings 

RARF 

Reallocation 

Reimbursement 

ALCP arterial, arterial intersection and/or ITS Project, as described in the RTP and 
Project-related documents. The Project description includes funding, schedule, 
Project termini and number of lanes added and other Project features. See also "Sub­
divided Projects. 

ALCP Projects may include several Project components or major elements, such as 
road widenings, grade separations, ITS applications, bike and pedestrian facilities, etc. 
The components together comprise the overall ALCP Project. 

A legally binding contract or agreement between MAG and the Lead Agency 
established for the ALCP Project. 

For the purposes of the material change policy, Project completion means all lanes of 
the roadway segment or intersection are open to traffic. 

For purposes of Project Agreements or other Project-related legal agreements, 
Project completion means when all requirements of the Agreements have been 
completed to the satisfaction of MAG (i.e. it is contract or agreement completion). 

A Project Agreement may establish dates for Project completion considering 
administrative requirements or other requirements or needs, as determined by MAG 
to be necessa ry. 

A managerial document Lead Agencies must complete for each ALCP Project prior to 
signing a Project Agreement. The Project Overview includes the Lead Agency 
information, Project data, summary of the Project, history and background, 
maps/photographs, ITS components, timeline, Project data, cost estimates, summary 
of work and local, regional, federal and total costs. 

The guidelines and forms (request for payment, invoice and progress reports) a Lead 
Agency must complete when requesting reimbursement for an ALCP Project. 

ALCP regional funds found by MAG to be surplus to an ALCP Project, and for which 
certain criteria as established in the ALCP Policies and Procedures is met, may be 
noted as Project Savings and reallocated to an ALCP Project in that jurisdiction 
depending on the availability of Program funds. 

Regional Area Road Fund(s). Revenues collected from the half-cent sales tax 
extension approved through Proposition 400 went into effect on January 1, 
2006. (May refer to the account or the revenues.) As specified in ARS 42­
6105.E, 56.2 percent of all sales tax collections will be distributed to freeways 
and highways; 10.5 percent will be distributed to arterial street improvements: 
and 33.3 percent of all collections will be distributed to transit. 

Re-assignment or re-programming of funds unexpended or not expected to be 
needed from one ALCP Project to another ALCP Project. 

Payment or compensation for costs incurred. 
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Right-of-Way 

RTP Regional Transportation Plan. Must be in conformance for air quality purposes and 
approved by the MAG Regional Council. The RTP may be updated or amended from 
time to time. Any references to the RTP means the currently approved version unless 
indicated otherwise. It is also referred to as the "Plan." 

STIP State Transportation Improvement Program 

STP or STP-MAG Surface Transportation Program. A federal-aid highway funding program that 
funds a broad range of surface transportation capital needs. including many 
roads. transit. sea and airport access. vanpool. bike. and pedestrian facilities. 
Funds may be used by States and localities for projects on any Federal-aid 
highway. including the NHS. bridge projects on any public road. transit capital 
projects. and intra-city and intercity bus terminals and facilities 

Segmented Projects Segments of RTP Projects where the original Project as specified in the RTP is Projects 
segmented or proposed for subdivision into smaller, shorter segments or 
components that together comprise the original RTP Project in its entirety. 

Substantial 
Change 

Project Changes to a project. such as a change in Lead Agency. change in 
improvement type. or any change that affects more than one project. project 
segment or executed Project Agreement. 

Substantial Project 
Reimbursement 
Request 

A Project Reimbursement Request (PRRl that invoices for at least $100.000 or 
10 percent of the programmed reimbursement for the fiscal year of the invoice. 
whichever is less. 

Third Party 
Contribution 

Contribution made to an ALCP Project other than cash or cash equivalent funding, 
typically involving the donation of right-of-way, but may also include other aspects of 
Project implementation, such as design and construction. 

TIP MAG's Transportation Improvement Program. The TIP must be in conformance for air 
quality purposes, approved by the MAG Regional Council, and approved by the 
Governor for inclusion in the STIP. The TIP may be amended from time to time. Any 
references to the TIP mean the currently approved version unless indicated 
otherwise. 

TPC MAG Transportation Policy Committee 

TRC MAG Transportation Review Committee 
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Fiscal Year (FY) 2009 is the third full fiscal year of implementation for the Arterial Life Cycle 
Program (ALCP). The ALCP has 38 projects programmed for work in Fiscal Year 2009. The 
work programmed varies from studies, pre-design, design, purchasing right-of-way, and 
construction. In addition to the work programmed, $118 million is programmed for 
reimbursement in FY09. 

ALCP REVENUE AND FINANCE 

The ALCP receives dedicated sales tax revenues (RARF) for transportation improvements 
to the arterial road network in Maricopa County. RARF revenues are deposited into the 
arterial account on a monthly basis. ALCP Projects may receive funding from one or more 
sources, which include Regional Area Road Funds (RARF), Surface Transportation Program 
- MAG Funds (STP-MAG), and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement 
Program Funds (CMAQ). 

The ALCP receives dedicated sales tax revenues (RARF) for transportation improvements 
to the arterial road network in Maricopa County. To date, more than $118 million Regional 

0Eaole 1. E~08 ~RE mollections <"uly 2008 .. aanua~ .20091 

Month Freeways 

$16,835,832.89 

Arterial Streets Transit 

$9,939,195.21 

Prop. 400 (total) 

$ 29,909,009 

$ 28,259,677 

$ 28,616,599 

$ 29,015,330 

$ 26,976,042 

$ 26,598,101 

$ 31,464,009 

$ 200,838,766 

July $3,133,980.47 

2,962,370.28 

2,990,288.19 

3,044,822.87 

2,823,702.69 

2,790,086.05 

3,297,070.27 

$ 21,042,321 

August 15,902,360.81 

16,142,825.11 

16,314,068.90 

15,197,168.09 

14,959,456.38 

$17,710,482.92 

9,394,945.73 

9,483,485.39 

9,656,438.24 

8,955,171.41 

8,848,558.60 

10,456,455.84 

$ 66,734,250 

September 

October 

November 

December 

January 

Total $ 113,062,195 

Area Road Funds have been collected for the arterial account. As of March 2009, the RARF 
account balance was $58.4 million. Table 1 provides a breakdown of RARF revenues 
collected between July 2008 and January 2009 by mode. 

During the first seven months of 
FY2009, $200 million in total RARF 
revenues have been collected. 
However, the amount collected is 
more than $20 million lower than the 
$221 million forecasted. RARF 
Revenue collection continues to 
decline. As of January 2009, RARF 
revenues collected during the fiscal 
year were 10.6 percent lower than 
forecasted. Table 2 summarizes the 
estimated and actual RARF revenue 
collections from July 2008 to January 

"l"able 2. "I"otal RA.RE ~ollections 

EStimate v. Aotual 1:'1t'2008 ~auly 2008 - aanuaJll2009} 
Estimated 

Total RARF 

$ 31,989,000 

$ 29,649,000 

$ 30,390,000 

$ 31,159,000 

$ 30,676,000 

$ 30,563,000 

$ 37,669,000 

$ 222,095,000 

Actual 
Total RARF 

$29,909,008.57 

Percentage 
Difference 

-6.500/0July 

August 28,259,676.82 

28,616,598.69 

29,015,330.01 

26,976,042.19 

26,598,101.03 

31,464,009.03 

$ 200,838,766 

-4.690/0 

-5.840/0 

-6.930/0 

-12.060/0 

-12.970/0 

-16.47% 

-9.6% 

September 

October 

November 

December 

January 

Total 

2009. 

October 2008 - March 2009 
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RARF REVENUE FORECASTS 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) estimates the Transportation Excise Tax 
revenues for Maricopa County annually, at a minimum. The excise tax revenues flow into 
Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) and are a major funding source for the Arterial Life Cycle 
Program. At times, ADOT may issue an interim forecast to address economic conditions 
that impact the forecast for the current fiscal year (FY). 

Since 1986, ADOT has used a comprehensive regression-based econometric model to 
estimate the Transportation Excise Tax revenues. The revenue forecast is highly 
dependent on independent variables estimates contained in the model, which include: 

• Construction Employment Growth (Maricopa County) 

• Consumer Price Index (Phoenix) 

• Housing Start Growth (U.S.) 

• Population Growth (Maricopa County) 

• Prime Interest Rate 

• Real Income Growth per Capita (Maricopa County) 

• Sky Harbor Passenger Traffic Growth 

• Total Non-Farm Employment Growth (Maricopa County) 

To address the variability between estimated and actual values, ADOT initiated the Risk 
Analysis Process, which includes a probability analysis and independent evaluation of the 
model's variables by an expert panel of economists. The process results in a series of 
forecasts, with specified probabilities of occurrence, rather than a single or "best guess" 
estimate. The forecast is commonly referred to as the RARF Revenue Forecast. 

ADOT released the first FY2009 RARF Forecast in November 2008. The forecast was 
developed based on a panel discussion conducted in August 2008. Since the forecast was 
developed, economic conditions have worsened. As a result, ADOT released a revised 
RARF Revenue Forecast in February 2009. Table 3 displays the RARF Revenue Forecasts 
from November 2003, November 2008, and February 2009 (draft). The table also illustrates 
the change from the original forecast (in millions). 

At the February meeting of the Transportation Review Committee, MAG Staff apprised 
Committee members about the decrease in projected RARF Revenue. MAG Staff 
explained that in order to maintain the fiscal balance of the Arterial Life Cycle Program 
that Section 270 of the ALCP Policies and Procedures (Use of Surplus or Deficit Program 
Funds) would need to be applied. Under Section 270B, ALCP projects may be delayed in 
priority order if there is a deficit of program funds. 

On March 10, 2009, MAG Staff released the first Draft of the FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle 
Program. The Draft ALCP included a shift in programmed reimbursements of one to three 
years. As a result of the decrease revenue projection, more than $97 million in 
reimbursements were programmed in unfunded years of the ALCP. To obtain a copy of 
the Draft FY 2010 ALCP, please contact Christina Hopes at chopes@mag.maricopa.gov. 

October 2008 - March 2009 2 
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Nov 2003 Nov 2008 Forecast January 2009 Forecast 

FY (Original) Change from Change from 
Forecast Forecasted 2003 Forecasted 2003 

Forecast Forecast 

2009 42.69 39.95 (2.74) 36.30 (6.39) 

2010 45.95 41.66 (4.28) 36.84 (9.10) 

2011 49.47 45.31 (4.16) 38.68 (10.78) 

2012 53.05 49.13 (3.92) 41.58 (11.47) 

2013 56.95 53.06 (3.90) 44.91 (12.04) 

2014 61.23 57.21 (4.01 ) 48.43 (12.80) 

2015 65.81 61.49 (4.33) 52.05 (13.77) 

2016 70.47 65.81 (4.65) 55.70 (14.76) 

2017 75.56 70.41 (5.15) 59.60 (15.96) 

2018 81.18 75.08 (6.10) 63.55 (17.63) 

2019 87.18 79.74 (7.44) 67.49 (19.69) 

2020 93.52 85.04 (8.48) 71.98 (21.55) 

2021 100.37 90.52 (9.85) 76.62 (23.75) 

2022 107.34 96.40 (10.94) 81.60 (25.75) 

2023 115.04 102.77 (12.26) 86.99 (28.05) 

2024 123.23 109.59 (13.64) 92.76 (30.47) 

2025 132.32 116.78 (15.54) 98.85 (33.47) 

2026 82.88 72.30 (10.57) 61.17 (21.70) 

TOTALS $1,555.14 $1,431.77 ($131.96) $1,234.60 ($329.13) 

MAG GovDelivery 

In an effort to make information delivery faster, MAG implemented an e-mail notification 
system that will make it easier to receive documents such as agendas, minutes and 
reports. Through a free subscription service called GovDelivery, MAG member agencies 
and the public will have better access to information that is posted on the MAG Web site. 

The subscription service monitors specific Web pages for changes, and when a change is 
detected, the service sends an e-mail to subscribers notifying them of the change. Users 
may choose to subscribe to as many of the pages as they wish. Currently, GovDelivery 
monitors over 120 web pages on the MAG web site. 

As a subscriber, you can choose not only what information to receive, but also how often 
you receive it-immediately, daily, 

Project Requirem'ents and Formsor weekly. 

• Project Ch':ef\:;S\V Fotrn (Blank. rvlS \;Vord}To subscribe, click on the link on the 
• ProiHct h~2)irnburS8rnent ReGUe~3t Forrn (Blank:. ~1l11 page that says "Sign up to receive 
• 2~h..~.E..El.QL~.h.l~~b.?J}i1sL.E.~L$st ...E!2InJ. (Blank, Ex

email updates." Users can also click 
on a Quick Subscribe link on various 
pages to see a full list and subscribe 
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to any of the MAG pages. To subscrfbe, only a few pieces of information will be required, 
such as e-mail address, delivery preferences and organization. 

Users can also let MAG Staff know if they would like to go solely with GreenDelivery and 
stop paper deliveries for any or all communications that you currently receive from MAG. If 
you are interested in GreenDelivery, please contact the MAG ofFice or appropriate staff. 

MAG Staff is excited to bring you this new service, and hope that you will find this to be a 
valuable and flexible means of allowing you to tailor your communications with MAG to 
meet your specific needs. If you have questions about GovDelivery or GreenDelivery, 
please e-mail askidmore@mag.maricopa.gov. 

ALCP POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 

The ALCP Policies and Procedures ("Policies") guide the implementation of the Arterial Life 
Cycle Program. The current Policies were approved through the MAG Committee Process 
on December 19, 2007. During the fall, MAG Staff began revising the current policies in 
cooperation with ALCP Working Group and Lead Agency Staff. The ALCP Working Group 
met on November 17, 2008 and January 9, 2009 to discuss the revisions and continued 
the discussion and refinement process via e-mail and informal discussions. 

Based on MAG Staff and the ALCP Working Group input, a series of refinements to existing 
policies were added to the current Draft. Key refinements to the Policies include: 

• Capital Improvement Program Disclosure (Sections 220.B and 400.E) 

• Requirements for Proposed Scope Changes/Substitute Projects (Section 220.E - 220.F) 

• Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) Closeout Process (Section 260) 

• High Priority Projects (Section 31 O.D and 320.D) 

• Ineligible Project Expenditures (Section 320.E) 

• Project Agreement Amendment and Termination Language (Section 41 O.B) 

The revised ALCP Policies and Procedures will begin the approval process at the 
Transportation Review Committee Meeting on March 26, 2009. To obtain a copy of the 
ALCP Policies and Procedures DRAFT, please contact Christina Hopes at 
chopes@mag.maricopa.gov. 

ALCP PROJECT STATUS 

Over the last 6 months, two ALCP project overview reports were prepared by the lead 
agencies for projects in FY09. This brought the total of project overview reports 
submitted to 42. Project overview reports describe the general design features of the 
project, estimated costs, implementation schedules and relationships among participating 
agencies. The reports also provide the basis of project agreements, which must be 
executed before agencies may receive reimbursements from the program. Thus far, six 
project agreements have been executed in FY09, bringing the total number of signed 
project agreements to 32. 
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At the start of FY 2009, six Lead Agencies were programmed to receive $118 million in 
reimbursements through the Arterial Life Cycle Program. Throughout the fiscal year, MAG 
reimbursed $20.4 million to Lead Agencies for work conducted on ITS, arterial capacity 
and intersection improvements. ALCP Project receiving reimbursements in FY 2009 
included: 
• Pima Rd: SR 101 to Thompson Peak Parkway 
• Power Rd: East Maricopa Floodway to Loop 202/Santan Fwy 
• Warner Rd/Cooper Rd Intersection Improvements 

FY 2009 ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM SCHEDULE 

March 

20th: Due Date, Member agencies submit comments for Draft FY201 0 ALCP 

26th: TRC review/recommend/approve project changes to amend/administratively modify the 
current TIP, RTP, and ALCP* 

April 

Managers, TPC and RC review/recommend/approve project changes to amend/administratively 
modify the current TIP, RTP, and ALCP* 

15th: MAG Staff will determine the availability of RARF Closeout Funds and Eligible Projects 

23rd: TRC review/recommend ALCP projects for RARF Closeout Funds 

May 

Managers, TPC and RC review/recommend/approve ALCP projects for RARF Closeout Funds 

28th: TRC review/recommend/approve Draft FY201 0 ALCP 

June 

1st: Due Date, Member Agencies submit final Project Reimbursement Requests for FY2009 

1st: Due Date, Member Agencies recommended to receive RARF Closeout Funds submit final 
versions of all ALCP project requirements 

Managers, TPC and RC review/recommend/approve Draft FY20 10 ALCP 

*/fnecessary 

This is the ninth Status Report for the Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP). Semi-annually, MAG staff 
will provide member agencies with an update on the projects in the ALCP. This report and all other 
ALCP information are available online at httg://www.mag.maricoga.gov/groject.cms?item==5034. 

···-'t,;, 
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AaSaCIATIONDf 
..,V·ERNMENTIII 

Tmnsportation 
Divisiotl 

October 2008 - March 2009 5 



- - 9.633 2009-2011 2011 

0.084 0.774 6.912 2007-2009 2009 

- NA NA 2024 2011 

Lead Agency & Facility 

Chandler Blvd at Dobson Rd 

Gilbert Rd: Chandler Heights Rd to Hunt Hwy 

Gilbert Rd: Queen Creek Rd to Chandler 
Heights Rd 

Gilbert Rd: SR202L/Germann Rd to Queen 
Creek Rd 

Queen Creek Rd: Arizona Ave to McQueen Rd 

Queen Creek Rd: McQueen Rd to Lindsay Rd 

Ray Rd at Alma School Rd 

Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report 

ARTERIAL STREET LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM
 
October 2008 • March 20009, Project Status of Projects Underway
 

(2008 and Year of Expenditure, Dollars in Millions, Consistent with the FY09 • January 28,2009 ALCP)
 

Project Status
 
Requirement
 Regional Funding Reimbursements Total Expenditures (Exp.)
 
Completed
 S=Study,
 

P=Pre-Design,
 FYfor 
Estimated

D=Design, Estimated FY(s) for I Final I Other Project InformationI PO = Project Reimb.Future Exp. through R=ROW, ProgrammedOverview Reimb. To Future Exp. Constr.Reimb. FY FY 2009C=Const,PA = Project Reimb. FY09 Date FY 2010­
(YOE$)2010 - 2026 C/O=Closed out Agreement 2026 (2008$) 

(2008$) 

D,R,C1 PO, PA 3.627 -

1 1 0 1 1 5.895 

1 1 D 1 - 1 7.940 1 - 1 NA 1 NA 1 2023 1 2011 

PO, PA D,R,C - 6.773 - - 11.874 2021 1 2009 

PO,PA D,R,C - 4.318 - 9.597 2012 1 2009 

0 - 11.967 - NA NA 2011-20121 2011 

PO, PA O,R 2.080 0. 137 1 0. 196 1 9.51312008-20101 20101.492 1 

Ray Rd at McClintock Dr PO 0 - 3.7141 - 1 - 1 8.102 1 2011 1 2011 

Guadalupe Rd/Cooper Rd: Intersection 
O,R,C 3.714 - - NA NA 2009 1

Improvements 

Power Rd at Pecos: Intersection Improvement PO D,R,C 5.327 4.666 - - 8.700 2009-2010 1 

Power Rd: Santan Fwy to Pecos Rd D,R,C 4.060 6.316 - NA NA 2009-20101 

2009 

2009 

2010 

6October 2008 - March 2009 

Study 100% complete; Design is 
92% complete 

1Design 30% Complete 

I 



Broadway Rd: Dobson Rd to Country Club Dr PO,PA P,D,R 1.920 5.305 1 

Country Club at University PO, PA D,R - 2.756 

Dobson Rd at Guadalupe Rd PO, PA P,D,R 0.543 2.092 

Dobson Rd at University Dr 0 2.756 

Gilbert Rd at University Dr PO, PA D,R,C 2.756 

Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report 

ARTERIAL STREET LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM
 
October 2008 - March 20009, Project Status of Projects Underway
 

(2008 and Year of Expenditure, Dollars in Millions, Consistent with the FY09 - January 28, 2009 ALCP)
 

Other Project Information 
FYfor 
Final 

Constr. 

FY(s) for 
Reimb.

Estimated 
Future Exp. 
FY 2010­

2026 (2008$) 

Total Expenditures (Exp.) 

Exp. through 
FY 2009 
(YOE$) 

Reimb. To 
Date 

Regional Funding Reimbursements 

Estimated 
Future 

Programmed I Reimb. FY 
Reimb. FY09 2010 - 2026 

(2008$) 

S=Study, 
P=Pre-Design, 

D=Design, 
R=ROW, 
C=Const, 

C/O=Closed out 

PO = Project 
Overview 

PA = Project 
Agreement 

Project I Status 
Requirement 
Completed 

Lead Agency & Facility 

EI Mirage Rd: Bell Rd to South of Beardsley Rd I I 0, R 1 - I 9.568 1 1 NA I NA 12016-2018 1 2010 

EI Mirage Rd: Deer Valley Drive to L303 

EI Mirage Rd: Thunderbird Rd to Bell Rd 

EI Mirage Rd: Thunderbird to Northern Ave. 

McKellips Rd: Loop 101 (Pima Fwy) to SRP­
MIC/Alma School Rd 

Northern Parkway: Corridorwide ROW 
Protection 

Northern Parkway: Sarival to Dysart 

Power Rd: Baseline Rd to East Maricopa 
Floodway 

I 

PO,PA 

PO 

I 

D,C 

P,R 

P 

P 

R 

P,D,R 1 

0.680 

-

1.810 

19.699 I 

9.722 

19.978 

16.535 

38.820 

3.338 

35.060 1 

- 1 

-

-

-

-

1 

2.820 I 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

8.948 

I 

I 

NA 

71.539 

24.020 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.264 

2016-20181 

2006,2008­
1

2015 

2016-20181 

2009, 2013­
1

2015 

2009-2011 

12009-2011 I 

I 2008-2009 1 

2009 

2015 

2018 

2015 

2011 

2009 

0.080	 I 0.115 I 19.098 I 2008-201 0 1 2010 

- 6.995 2017 

2008-2010 

2020 

2022 

2010 

0.106 0.152 5.761 2010 Design 60% Complete 

- NA NA 2011 

8.100 2009 
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Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report 

ARTERIAL STREET LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM
 
October 2008 - March 20009, Project Status of Projects Underway
 

(2008 and Year of Expenditure, Dollars in Millions, Consistent with the FY09 - January 28,2009 ALCP)
 

Project Status 
Requirement Regional Funding Reimbursements Total Expenditures (Exp.) 
Completed S=Study, 

FYforP=Pre-Design, 
FY(s) for ILead Agency & Facility I D=Design, 

Estimated 
Estimated Final I Other Project InformationPO = Project Future Exp. through Reimb. 

Overview R=ROW, Programmed Reimb. To Future Exp. Constr. 
PA = Project C=Const, Reimb. FY09 

Reimb. FY 
Date 

FY 2009 
FY 2010 ­

Agreement C/O=Closed out 2010 - 2026 (YOE$) 
2026 (2008$) 

(2008$) 

Greenfield Rd: Baseline Rd to Southern Ave PO, PA O,R 0.617 

Hawes Rd: Santan Fwy to Ray Rd 0 2.329 - NA NA 2021 2010 

McKellips Rd at Lindsay Rd PO, PA D,R 1.956 4.278 0.045 0.061 8.285 Design 15% Complete 

Mesa Dr at Broadway Rd PO P 0.150 0.701 - 18.700 

Mesa Dr: US-60 (Superstition Fwy) to Southern PO, PA P,D,R I 3.449 I 4.879 1 0.044 1 0.063 I 21.650 I 2008-2010 I 2010 

Power Rd: East Maricopa Floodway to Santan 
D,R,C 10.092 - 1 - I NA I NA 1 2009 1 2009

Fwy/Loop 202 

Ray Rd: Sossaman Rd to Ellsworth Rd D,R - 3.759 NA NA 1 2022 1 2010 

Southern Ave at Country Club Dr PO 0 0.307 4.504 - 6.400 2009-2011 I 2011 

Southern Ave at Lindsay Rd PO 0 0.315 4.415 - 6.303 2009-2011 1 2011 

Southern Ave at Stapley Dr PO, PA P,D 1.221 11.259 0.119 0.170 2011 

Thomas Rd: Gilbert Rd to Val Vista Dr D,R 1.746 3.766 - NA 2010 

Beardsley Rd Connection: Loop 101 to 
D,R,C 1 - 1 22.885 I 1 - 1 30.700 12011-2012 1 2009

Beardsley Rd at 83rd Av/Lake Pleasant Pkwy 

Happy Valley Rd: Lake Pleasant Pkwy to 67th 
D,R,C NA 1 NA 12021-2023 1 2009

Ave 

Lake Pleasant Pkwy: Dynamite Blvd to L303 PO 0 47.578 I - 12011-20141 2011 
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Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report 

ARTERIAL STREET LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM
 
October 2008 - March 20009, Project Status of Projects Underway
 

(2008 and Year of Expenditure, Dollars in Millions, Consistent with the FY09 - January 28, 2009 ALCP)
 

Other Project Information 
FYfor 
Final 

Constr. 

FY(s) for 
Reimb. 

Total Expenditures (Exp.) 

Estimated 
Exp. through IFuture Exp. 

FY 2009 FY 2010­

(YOE$) 2026 (2008$) 

Reimb. To 
Date 

Regional Funding Reimbursements 

Estimated 
Future 

Programmed I Reimb. FY 
Reimb. FY09 2010 _2026 

(2008$) 

S=Study, 
P=Pre-Design, 

D=Design, 
R=ROW, 
C=Const, 

C/O=Closed out 

PO = Project 
Overview 

PA = Project 
Agreement 

Project I Status 
Requirement 

Completed 

Lead Agency & Facility 

Loop 101 (Pima Fwy) North Frontage Rd: 
Hayden Rd to Scottsdale Rd 

Pima Rd at Happy Valley Rd 

PO, PA C/O 

C/O 

I 3.805 I I 3.745 I 

Pima Rd: McKellips Rd to Via Linda P,O,R 5.592 24.602 

Pima Rd: SR1 01 L to Thompson Peak Parkway 

Pima Rd: Thompson Peak Pkwy to Pinnacle 
Peak Rd 

Scottsdale Rd: Thompson Peak Pkwy to 
Pinnacle Peak Rd 

Shea at 120/124th Streets 

I 

I 
I 

PO, PA 

PO, PA I 

I 
I 

C/O 

O,R,C 

P,O 

O,R,C 

I 

13.639 

8.013 I 5.442 I 

11.409 

0.377 

13.639 

0.449 I 

Shea Auxiliary Lane from 90th St to Loop 101 I I 3.411° 
Shea Blvd - 96th St to 144th St ITS I I O,R I I 2.322 I I 
Improvements 

Shea Blvd - SR-101L to 96th St, ITS 
Improvements 

Shea Blvd at 114th Street 

I 
I 

I 
I 

O,C 

O,R 

Shea Blvd at 115th Street ° 
Shea Blvd at 136th Street 0 

Shea Blvd at Frank Lloyd Wright Blvd O,R 

0.377 

0.261 

0.109 

0.174 

0.653 

5.349
 

NA
 

NA
 

19.485
 

0.641
 

NA
 

NA
 

NA
 

NA
 

NA
 

NA
 

NA 

NA 

NA 

I 3.379 I 2008-2009 I 2008 

NA 2009 2008 

NA 2008-2011 2011 

2009 2008 

I 18.553 I 2009-2010 I 2010 

NA
 

NA
 

NA
 

I NA I
 

NA
 

NA
 

NA
 

NA
 

NA
 

2011
 

2022
 

2023-2024
 

2024
 

2022
 

2022-2023
 

2024
 

2024
 

2022
 

2011 

2009 

2010 

I 2010 

2009 

2010 

2010 

2011 

2010 
I 
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Agenda Item #5D 

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

DATE:
 
April 14, 2009
 

SUBJECT:
 
Section 5310 Elderly Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program Priority
 
Listing of Applicants
 

SUMMARY:
 
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) provides Section 5310, Elderly Individuals and
 
Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program funding, to the Arizona Department of
 
Transportation (ADOT). These capital assistance awards support agencies and public bodies that
 
provide transportation services for older adults and for people who have a disability. The Councils
 
of Governments, including MAG, prepare priority listings of applications for ADOT to be used
 
when determining awards.
 

In March 2009, the MAG FTA Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Program Ad
 
Hoc Committee met three times to receive training on the application process, to interview all
 
applicants, and to develop a priority listing. This year, 13 agencies submitted requests for 23 vans
 
and two mobility management projects. The priority listing reflects 24 requests because the
 
committee determined one of the mobility management projects did not fulfill FTA guidelines.
 

Approximately $3.9 million is available statewide for funding this year's projects. This funding
 
comprises traditional FTA 531 0 formula funds and federal Surface Transportation Program (STP)
 
Flexible Funds. The latter is from additional funding targeted by the State Transportation Board
 
to augment rural-area programs. Applicants within small and large urban planning regions are
 
eligible for STP funding if they can substantiate predominately rural routes or service areas within
 
these regions.
 

PUBLIC INPUT:
 
Public comment was solicited through a public notice in January 2009, and another notice in
 
March 2009. No public comment has been received. Opportunities for input were also offered at
 
the three Committee meetings in March 2009. No input was given. An additional opportunity for
 
pubic input was given at the April 2009 Management Committee meeting. No input was offered.
 

PROS & CONS:
 
PROS: MAG advises ADOT for the FTA Elderly Individuals and Persons with Disabilities
 
Transportation Program awards. Forwarding this priority listing assists ADOT in awarding capital
 
transportation equipment for special needs in the MAG region. Awards are made on a statewide
 
competitive basis. Arizona chooses to include urban and rural area needs in this program.
 

CONS: The MAG region does not receive FTA Elderly Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities
 
Transportation Program capital awards in relation to its population. Applicants continue to project
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growth in the number of people who will require special transportation including additional 
numbers due to a decrease in public transit services. 

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS: 
TECHNICAL: ADOT procures accessible and non-accessible passenger vans and ancillary 
equipment with these funds. The FTA provides 90 percent of the award cost, and the applicant 
provides a 10 percent match plus 1.5 percent to cover costs related to state program 
administration. All awards meet requirements and inspection standards of federal laws and 
regulations including the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). ADOT oversees the technical 
specifications, procures the equipment, and satisfies all inspection requirements before delivery. 
ADOT holds liens on vehicles for four years or 100,000 miles, whichever comes first. Currently 
ADOT is operating on a 43 percent congressional continuing resolution, additional funding may 
become available pending final resolution. 

POLICY: The Arizona Department of Transportation receives Elderly Individuals and Individuals 
with Disabilities Transportation Program funds on a formula basis from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Federal Transit Administration. STP funds are targeted at vehicle replacement 
needs in predominately rural areas, including rural areas of mostly urban counties such as 
Maricopa County. 

ACTION NEEDED: 
Approval of forwarding the priority listing of applicants for the FTA Elderly Individuals and 
Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program to the Arizona Department of Transportation. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 
On April 8, 2009, the MAG Management Committee recommended forwarding the listing of 
applicants for FTA Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Program to ADOT. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Chair	 Christopher Brady, Mesa 
Mark Pentz, Chandler, Vice Chair	 Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley 
George Hoffman, Apache Junction	 Carl Swenson, Peoria 
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye	 Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix 
Jon Pearson, Carefree	 John Kross, Queen Creek 

*	 Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage Indian Community 
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, John Little, Scottsdale 

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation Michael Celaya for Randy Oliver, Surprise 
Rick Davis, Fountain Hills Charlie Meyer, Tempe 

+ Rick Buss, Gila Bend	 Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson 
David White, Gila River Indian Community Gary Edwards, Wickenburg 
George Pettit, Gilbert Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown 
Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale John Halikowski, ADOT 
Romina Korkes for John Fischbach, Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa 

Goodyear	 County 
*	 RoseMary Arellano, Guadalupe David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA 

Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park 

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
 
# Participated by telephone conference call. +Participated by videoconference call.
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On March 20, 2009, the MAG Ad Hoc Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Transportation 
Committee developed the priority listing of applicants for the FTA Elderly Individuals and 
Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program and unanimously recommended it be 
forwarded to the Arizona Department of Transportation. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING: 
John Fischbach, City of Goodyear, Chair Julie Howard, City of Mesa 
Gary Bretz, RPTA Kristen Taylor, City of Avondale 
Matt Dudley, City of Glendale * Ann Marie Riley, City of Chandler 
Gregg Kiely, Arizona Department of Wendy Miller, City of Phoenix 
Transportation Ken-Ichi Maruyama, Town of Gilbert 
Julie Howard, City of Mesa 

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

CONTACT PERSON: 
DeDe Gaisthea, MAG, (602) 254-6300 
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FTA ELDERLY INDIVIDUALS AND INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM GRANT 30 (2009) 

RECOMMENDED RANKING OF MAG REGION APPLICATIONS 
PRIORITY APPLICANT & CAPITAL REQUEST(S) POPULATION SERVICE 

Group A 
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

TERROS, INC. 

< Mobility Manager 

CHANDLER/GILBERT ARC 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (replacement) 

ARIZONA RECREATION CENTER FOR THE 
HANDICAPPED (ARCH) 

< One Type 2, Lift equip cutaway (replacement) 
UNITED CEREBRAL PALSY OF CENTRAL 
ARIZONA, INC. (UCP) 

< One Type 2, Lift equip cutaway (replacement) 
CITY OF AVONDALE 

< One Type 2, Lift equip cutaway (expand) 

PPEP, INC. IENCOMPASS 

< One Type 2, Lift equip cutaway (replacement) 

HORIZON HUMAN SERVICES 

< One Type 1, Lift equip nlaxivan (replacenlent) 

VALLEY OF THE SUN SCHOOLS AND 
HABILITATION CENTER 

< One Type 5, five passenger minivan, with ramp 
(replacenlent) 
TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 1, 12 passenger maxivan, no lift/ramp 
(replacement) 

SCOTTSDALE TRAINING AND 
REHABILITATION SERVICES, INC. (STARS) 

< One Type 3, 12 passenger maxivan, no lift 
(replacement) 

Terros serves adults who have serious mental illness and 
may have substance abuse issues. Most have been 
determined to be disabled and are dependent for 
transportation. Coordination includes these agencies: 
Triple R, New Arizona Family and Arizona Healthcare. 

Clients of all ages in southeastern Maricopa County with 
developmental disabilities who need transportation to the 
agency's supervised day program, employment training, 
medical and therapy appointments, and social­
recreational events. 
Provides services to individuals with developnlental 
disabilities related to recreation, education, socialization, 
living skills, and community independence. 

Provides persons with disabilities transportation to and 
from daily programming which includes day treatment 
and training for adults and children, work adjustment 
training, employment services. 

Provides services to seniors and persons with disabilities 
to social services, rehabilitation, shopping, and 
recreational activities. In addition providing low to 
moderate income people with transportation to and from 
the new resource center. 
Provides services to adults with developmental/physical 
disabilities and serious nlental illnesses. Service includes 
activities related to job training, employnlent 
socialization, medical care and community 
independence. 
Private, nonprofit agency serving individuals with 
psychiatric disabilities and!or developmental disabilities, 
some who are elderly. Programs include behavioral 
health treatnlent, prevention and other services. 
Provides services to individuals with developmental 
disabilities for their medical, dental, nutritional, dialysis, 
and surgery appointments from their group homes and 
day program areas to their respective destinations. 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation services, including transportation to 
treatment sites, conlIDunity resources, medical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 
Provides individuals with severe disabilities a variety of 
programs, including Day Treatment and Training, 
Sheltered Employment, Job Development and Placement, 
on the job training, and Residential Treatment. 



FTA ELDERLY INDIVIDUALS AND INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM GRANT 30 (2009) 

RECOMMENDED RANKING OF MAG REGION APPLICATIONS 
11 FOOTHILLS COMMUNITY 

FOUNDATIONIFOOTHILLS CARING CORP 

< One Type 1, Lift equip maxivan (replacenlent) 

Provides transportation for elderly and disabled to and 
from medical and nutrition appointments, grocery and 
other shopping, social and recreational outings. 

12 HACIENDA HEALTHCARE 

< One Type 2, Lift equip cutaway (replacement) 

Provides transportation services to the developmentally 
disabled and ventilator dependent individuals who 
require respiratory therapists during transport. 

13 THE CENTERS FOR HABILITATION 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (replacement) 

Clients are a diverse population that includes low inconle 
children and adults with developmental and physical 
disabilities. Providing transportation to and from various 
medical facilities and social activities. 

Group B 
14 CHANDLER/GILBERT ARC 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (replacement) 

Clients of all ages in southeastern Maricopa County with 
developmental disabilities who need transportation to the 
agency's supervised day program, employment training, 
medical and therapy appointments, and social­
recreational events. 

15 UNITED CEREBRAL PALSY OF CENTRAL 
ARIZONA, INC. (UCP) 

< One Type 2, Lift equip cutaway (expand) 

Provides persons with disabilities transportation to and 
from daily programming which includes day treatment 
and training for adults and children, work adjustment 
training and employment services. 

16 TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (replacement) 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation services, including transportation to 
treatment sites, community resources, medical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 

17 THE CENTERS FOR HABILITATION 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (replacement) 

Clients are a diverse population that includes low income 
children and adults with developmental and physical 
disabilities. Providing transportation to and from various 
medical facilities and social activities. 

Group C 
18 TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (replacement) 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation services, including transportation to 
treatment sites, conmlunity resources, nledical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 

19 TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (replacement) 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation services, including transportation to 
treatment sites, community resources, medical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 

20 TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (expand) 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation servIces, including transportation to 
treatment sites, community resources, medical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 



FTA ELDERLY INDIVIDUALS AND INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM GRANT 30 (2009) 

RECOMMENDED RANKING OF MAG REGION APPLICATIONS 
21 TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ramp (expand) 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation services, including transportation to 
treatment sites, community resources, medical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 

22 TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 4, Minivan, no lift/ranlp (expand) 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation services, including transportation to 
treatment sites, community resources, medical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 

23 TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 1, Maxivan, with lift 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation services, including transportation to 
treatment sites, conmlunity resources, medical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 

24 TRIPLE R BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

< One Type 1, Maxivan, with lift 

Triple R Behavioral Health provides residential and 
rehabilitation services, including transportation to 
treatnlent sites, community resources, medical 
appointments, rehabilitation and public services, 
socialization activities and retail activities of daily living. 



Agenda Item #5E 

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 
INFORMATION SUMMARY.•• foryour review
 

DATE:
 
April 14,2009
 

SUBJECT:
 
Regional Community Network Reporting Structure
 

SUMMARY:
 
The Regional Community Network (RCN) is a fiber optic communications network connecting member
 
agency Traffic Management Centers (TMCs), that, when completed, would connect all MAG member
 
agencies for the primary purpose of coordinating traffic control operations between neighboring
 
agencies. The first phase of the project is currently being implemented by Arizona Department of
 
Transportation through an Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) project in the FY 2008 MAG Work
 
Program. The network is being created by closing the gaps between agency-owned fiber optic
 
infrastructure. The active electronics will be installed after the fiber optic infrastructure is in place and
 
the first year of network management will be included in that contract. After that time, responsibility for
 
management of the network will revert to MAG.
 

The RCN Working Group, consisting of agencies represented on the ITS Committee and Technology
 
Advisory Group (TAG) is working to identify network ma.nagement strategies for moving forward. This
 
will be done through a number of documents that will outline the proposed place of the network in the
 
MAG reporting structure, the roles a.nd responsibilities of all involved parties, and recommended policies
 
and procedures for the operation, maintenance and expansion of the network. The document under
 
consideration is a framework for how management of this network might fit into the MAG reporting
 
structure and allow technical decisions on simple service additions and the day-to-day operation of the
 
network to take place in the technical committees following policies established by the Regional Council.
 
This framework is modeled on the MAG 911 Oversight Committee which invests some decision making
 
abilities in a technical committee.
 

PUBLIC INPUT: 
None. 

PROS & CONS: 
PROS: The proposed structure will facilitate timely decision making for the RCN.
 

CONS: None.
 

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
 
TECHNICAL: Technical decisions about network management will be made in accordance with policy
 
set by the Regional Council and will occur in a timely manner.
 

POLICY: This document invests some decision making authority in the MAG Technology Advisory
 
Group and the MAG Intelligent Transportation Systems Committee. These committees will act
 
cooperatively and the authority will be limited by policies set by the Regional Council.
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ACTION NEEDED: 
Approval of the Regional Community Network reporting structure. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 
On April 8, 2009, the Management Committee recommended approval of the Proposed RCN 
Management Reporting Structure. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Chair Christopher Brady, Mesa 
Mark Pentz, Chandler, Vice Chair Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley 
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Carl Swenson, Peoria 
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix 
Jon Pearson, Carefree John Kross, Queen Creek 

*	 Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage Indian Community 
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, John Little, Scottsdale 

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation Michael Celaya for Randy Oliver, Surprise 
Rick Davis, Fountain Hills Charlie Meyer, Tempe 

+ Rick Buss, Gila Bend	 Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson 
David White, Gila River Indian Community Gary Edwards, Wickenburg 
George Pettit, Gilbert Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown 
Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale John Halikowski, ADOT 
Romina Korkes for Joh.n Fischbach, Goodyear Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa 

*	 RoseMary Arellano, Guadalupe County 
Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA 

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

MAG Transportation Review Committee: On March 26, 2009, the MAG Transportation Review 
Committee recommended approval of the Proposed RCN Management Reporting Structure. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Peoria: David Moody, Chair Maricopa County: John Hauskins 
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich Mesa: Scott Butler 
Avondale: David Fitzhugh * Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli 

* Buckeye: Scott Lowe	 Phoenix: Vacant 
Chandler: Patrice Kraus Queen Creek: Mark Young 
EI Mirage: Lance Calvert RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth 
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for Mary 

*	 Gila Bend: Rick Buss O'Connor
 
Gila River: Sreedevi Samudrala for David Surprise: Randy Overmyer
 

White Tempe: Carlos de Leon 
Gilbert: Michelle Gramley for Tami Ryall Valley Metro Rail: John Farry 
Glendale: Terry Johnson # Wickenburg: Gary Edwards 
Goodyear: Luke Albert for Cato Esquivel Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce 

* Guadalupe: Jim Ricker	 Robinson 
* Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis 
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EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Regional Bicycle Task Force: Jim Hash Pedestrian Working Group: Brandon 

* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman	 Forrey 
* ITS Committee: Mike Mah	 * Transportation Safety Committee: Kerry
 

Wilcoxon
 

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

MAG Telecommunications Advisory Group: On February 19, 2009, the MAG Telecommunications 
Advisory Group recommended adoption of the Proposed RCN Management Reporting Structure. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Randy Jackson, Surprise, Chair *David Boynton, Maricopa County 
#Kevin Hinderleider, Avondale *Dale Shaw, Mesa 
Dee Hathaway, Buckeye *Duncan Miller, Paradise Valley 
+Jim Keen, Carefree #John Imig, Peoria 
Patrick Hait, Chandler *Greg Binder, Phoenix 
#Pat Timlin, EI Mirage *Lester Godsey, Queen Creek 
*Mike Ciccarone, Fountain rlills #Kevin Sonoda, Scottsdale 
#Shawn Woolley, Gilbert #Dave Heck, Tempe 
#Kenneth Arnold, Glendale Arkady Bernshteyn, Valley Metro Light Rail 
*Cindy Sheldon, Goodyear 

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

MAG Intelligent Transportation Systems Committee: On February 11, 2009, the MAG Transportation 
Review Committee recommended adoption of the Proposed RCN Management Reporting Structure. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Lydia Warnick for Scott Nodes, ADOT *Luke Albert, City of Goodyear 
*Soyoung Ahn, ASU Nicolaas Swart, Maricopa County 
Margaret M. Boone-Pixley for Gus Jeff Jenq, City of Mesa 
Woodman, City of Avondale Ron Amaya, City of Peoria 
*Thomas Chlebanowski, Town of Buckeye Marshall Riegel, City of Phoenix 
Mike Mah, City of Chandler Bob Ciotti, Phoenix Public Transit 
Mike Lockhart, DPS Michael Pacelli, Town of Queen Creek 
Jerry Horacek City of EI Mirage *Bruce Dressel, City of Scottsdale 
Alan Hansen, FHWA John Abraham, City of Surprise 
Kurt Sharp, Town of Gilbert Jim Decker, City of Tempe 
Debbie Albert, City of Glendale Arkady Bernshteyn, Valley Metro Rail 

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy. 

CONTACT PERSON: 
Audrey Skidmore or Sarath Joshua (602) 254-6300. 
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Proposed Regional Community Network Management 
Reporting Structure 

The Regional Community Network (RCN) is a fiber optic communications network that, 
when completed, would connect all MAG member agencies for the primary purpose of 
coordinating traffic control operations between neighboring agencies. The RCN 
communications network will allow the sharing of video and live traffic count data, and 
would help each jurisdiction manage its signal network more efficiently, thus improving 
safety, and reducing traffic delay and emissions. In addition, the RCN may be a 
significant communications asset in the event of a regional emergency evacuation due 
to a natural or a man-made cause. The network will also be available to support other 
interagency data sharing applications, including videoconferencing, Information 
Technology, and possibly public safety communications. 

A number of larger cities and towns in the region have developed Traffic Management 
Centers that serve as the coordination centers for traffic management. Efficient 
management of the regional road network relies heavily on efficient communications 
between these centers. At present a number of local agencies rely on local fiber 
networks as well as expensive leased phone lines for their agency-to-agency electronic 
communications. The RCN would eliminate the need for some leased fiber and/or 
phone lines and result in cost savings for those agencies. The RCN will also link the 
Arizona Department of Transportation's (ADOT) Freeway Traffic Operations Center, 
City of Phoenix's Transit Control Center, and METRO Rail's LRT Control Center to the 
rest of the regional traffic management network. The following is a subset of the 
information that will be shared: 

• Real-time traffic conditions 
• Crash bottlenecks 
• Plans for relief routes 
• Freeway cameras showing traffic heading toward local streets 

The initial RCN design was developed as part of a study in which MAG examined ways 
to increase access to telecommunications and leverage existing agency infrastructure 
investments. Each agency agreed in principl-e to provide at least two fiber strands in 
key locations to allow the creation of a network connecting all MAG member agencies. 
The design called for filling key gaps to connect one agency's fiber to another's. 

ADOT is currently overseeing the construction of Phase 1A of the RCN. This project 
will create the core ring and abbreviated East Valley and West Valley rings that will 
eventually be expanded into the full RCN. The original RCN concept specified a 
network carrying both general information technology data and transportation data, 
using advanced equipment to create multiple networks on a single pair of fiber. Limiting 
Phase 1A to accommodate the available budget reduced the scope to a single network 
carrying transportation data and supporting the Regional Videoconferencing System 
(RVS). The advanced electronics may still be added at a later date without discarding 
any equipment provided in Phase 1A. 

DRAFT
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Proposed Regional Community Network Management 
Reporting Structure 

The RCN Working Group (RCNWG) is comprised of representatives of the member 
agencies serving on the MAG Technology Advisory Group (TAG) and the MAG 
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Committee. This group currently develops 
recommendations for the management and future expansion of the Regional 
Community Network. The Working Group forwards recommendations to the TAG and 
ITS committees for approval and from there the recommendations move through the 
normal MAG committee structure. Following completion of Phase 1A of the RCN, the 
design consultant, Kimley-Horn, and the selected turn-key solution provider, will 
manage the network for one year. This will give member agencies time to develop a 
funding mechanism for ongoing maintenance, a plan for the ongoing management of 
the network, and policies for its operation and expansion. 

The RCNWG will work to identify a number of policies and procedures to assure that the 
network will fulfill the promise of increased access for Information Technology uses 
without compromising the primary transportation requirement imposed by the use of 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funding for construction and purchase of 
equipment. Additionally, the RCNWG will recommend a network manager after the 
completion of the first year. 

The TAG, ITS, and the RCNWG envision a formal structure whereby the day-to-day 
operations and routine addition of services to the network would be efficiently managed. 
To that end, the committees propose that they draft an initial set of policies and 
delineation of tasks to provide a framework for timely decisions while maintaining the 
oversight and policy role of the existing MAG process. The following details a 
suggested program. 

Regional Council, Management Committee, Transportation Review Committee 
•	 Approve the initial set of policies. 
•	 Approve annual funding to support network management activities, including a 

small budget for incidentals as identified and included through the TIP process. 
•	 Review and approve any requests for additional funding for system maintenance. 
•	 Review and approve any requests for expansion funding. 
•	 Review and approve any policy changes. 
•	 Review and approve any removal of a previously approved agency service. 
•	 Receive annual reports on the status and function of the RCN. 

ITS and TAG 
•	 Approve new services that have passed the RCNWG assessments. 
•	 Review and recommend approval of RCNWG policies to the Transportation 

Review Committee (TRC). 
•	 Approval of RCNWG guidelines. 
•	 Review and recommend approval of annual funding to support network 

management activities including a small budget for incidentals. 

DRAFT
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Proposed Regional Community Network Management 
Reporting Structure 

•	 Receive annual reports on the status and function of the RCN generated by the 
Network Manager and recommend them to the TRC. 

•	 Identify expansion projects and recommend approval to the TRC. 
•	 Approve no-cost expansions of the RCN on recommendation from the RCNWG. 

RCNWG 
•	 Recommend initial policies and guidelines. 
•	 Develop a risk assessment procedure for new services. 
•	 Develop a risk assessment procedure for expansions. 
•	 Oversee the Network Ma.nager and receive quarterly status reports. 
•	 Recommend additional service support. 
•	 Recommend expansion support. 
•	 Recommend annual funding levels. 

Network Manager 
•	 Oversee the day-to-day operations of the RCN. 
•	 Coordinate repairs and maintenance. 
•	 Maintain the safety of the RCN. 
•	 Act as a resource for the connected agencies in troubleshooting applications. 
•	 Perform risk assessments for new services. 
•	 Perform risk assessments for expansions. 
•	 Generate quarterly status reports. 
•	 Monitor bandwidth and enforce restrictions on usage per the defined policy. 
•	 Identify bandwidth limitations and issues. 

Member Agency RCN Representative 
•	 Coordinate access to agency facilities for repairs and maintenance. 
•	 Act as the main resource in troubleshooting applications and determining if the 

problem lies with the RCN. 
•	 Act as the single point of contact for the Network Manager. 

DRAFT
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Agenda Item #5F 

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 
INFORMATION SUMMARY.•• fDrYDur review
 

DATE:
 
April 14, 2009
 

SUBJECT:
 
ADOT Red Letter Process
 

SUMMARY:
 
The Regional Council approved the Red Letter Process in 1996 to provide early notification of potential
 
development in planned freeway alignments. Development activities include actions on plans, zoning, and
 
permits. Key elements of the process include:
 

Notifications: 
ADOT will periodically forward Red Letter notifications to MAG.
 
Notifications will be placed on the consent agenda for information and discussion at the Transportation
 
Review Committee, Management Committee, and Regional Council meetings.
 
If a member wishes to take action on a notification, the item can be removed from the consent agenda
 
for further discussion. The item could then be placed on the agenda of a subsequent meeting for
 
action.
 

Advance acquisitions: 
ADOT is authorized to proceed with advance right-of-way acquisitions up to $2 million per year in 
funded corridors. 
Any change in the budgets for advance right-of-way acquisitions constitutes a material cost change 
as well as a change in freeway priorities and therefore, would have to be reviewed by MAG and would 
require Regional Council action. 
With the passage of Proposition 400 on November 2, 2004, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
includes funding for right-of-way acquisition as part of the funding for individual highway projects. This 
funding is spread over the four phases of the Plan. Funding for advance acquisitions may be made 
available on a case-by-case basis. 

For information, the ADOT Advance Acquisition policy allows the expenditure of funds to obtain right-of­
way where needed to address hardship cases (residential only), forestall development (typical Red Letter 
case), respond to advantageous offers or, with remaining funds, acquire properties in the construction 
sequence for which right-of-way acquisition has not already been funded. 

In addition to forestalling development within freeway corridors, ADOT, under the Red Letter Process, 
works with developers on projects adjacent to or close to existing and proposed routes that may have a 
potential impact on drainage, noise mitigation, and/or access. For this purpose, ADOT needs to be 
informed of all zoning and development activity within one-half mile of any existing and planned facility. 
Without ADOT input on development plans adjacent to or near existing and planned facilities, there is a 
potential for increased costs to the local jurisdiction, the region and/or ADOT. 

ADOT has forwarded a list of notifications from July 1, 2008 to Decerr~ber 31, 2008. Of the 254 notices 
received, 92 had an impact to the State Highway System. These 92 notices are attached. 
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PUBLIC INPUT: 
None. 

PROS & CONS: 
PROS: Notification can lead to action to forestall development activity in freeway corridors and help 
minimize costs as well as ensure eventual completion of the facility. 

CONS: By utilizing funds for advance purchase of right-of-way, these funds are not available for other 
uses such as design and construction. 

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS: 
TECHNICAL: Unless precluded early in the process, development within freeway alignments will result in 
increased right-of-way costs in the future. 

POLICY: With the passage of Proposition 400 on November 2, 2004, the RTP includes funding for right­
of-way acquisition as part of the funding for individual highway projects. This funding is spread over the 
four phases of the Plan. Funding for advance acquisitions may be made available on a case-by-case 
basis. 

ACTION NEEDED: 
Information and discussion. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 
Management Committee: This item was on the April 8, 2009, agenda for information and discussion. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Chair Christopher Brady, Mesa 
Mark Pentz, Chandler, Vice Chair Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley 
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Carl Swenson, Peoria 
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix 
Jon Pearson, Carefree John Kross, Queen Creek 

*	 Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage Indian Community 
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, John Little, Scottsdale 

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation Michael Celaya for Randy Oliver, Surprise 
Rick Davis, Fountain Hills Charlie Meyer, Tempe 

+ Rick Buss, Gila Bend	 Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson 
David White, Gila River Indian Community Gary Edwards, Wickenburg 
George Pettit, Gilbert Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown 
Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale John Halikowski, ADOT 
Romina Korkes for John Fischbach, Goodyear Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa Co. 

*	 RoseMary Arellano, Guadalupe David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA 
Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park 

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

Transportation Review Committee: This item was on the March 26, 2009, agenda for information and 
discussion. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Peoria: David Moody, Chair Mari~opa County: John Hauskins 
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich Mesa: Scott Butler 
Avondale: David Fitzhugh * Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli 
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*	 Buckeye: Scott Lowe 
Chandler: Patrice Kraus 
EI Mirage: Lance Calvert 
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel 

*	 Gila Bend: Rick Buss 
Gila River: Sreedevi Samudrala for David 

White
 
Gilbert: Michelle Gramley for Tami Ryall
 
Glendale: Terry Johnson
 
Goodyear: Luke Albert for Cato Esquivel
 

*	 Guadalupe: Jim Ricker 
*	 Litchfield PaTk: Mike Cartsonis 

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Regional Bicycle Task Force: Jim Hash 

*	 Street Committee: Darryl Crossman 
*	 ITS Committee: Mike Mah 

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy. 

CONTACT PERSON: 

Phoenix: Vacant 
Queen Creek: Mark Young 
RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth 
Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for Mary O'Connor 
Surprise: Randy Overmyer 
Tempe: Carlos de Leon 
Valley Metro Rail: John Farry 

# Wickenburg: Gary Edwards 
Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce 

Robinson 

Pedestrian Working Group: Brandon Forrey 
*	 Transportation Safety Committee: Kerry 

Wilcoxon 

+ - Attended by Videoconference
 
# - Attended by Audioconference
 

Eric Anderson, MAG, (602) 254-6300, or John Eckhardt III, ADOT, (602) 712-7900. 
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'~ Arizona Department of Transportation
 
Intermodal Transportation Division
 

/.lDOT 206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007·3213 

Janice K. Brewer Floyd Roehrich Jr. 
Governor 

John s. Halikowski 
March 5,2009 

State Engineer 

Interim Director 

Maricopa Association -;; GovernmentsMr. Dennis Smith Recarve0 
Executive Director 
Maricopa Association of Governments MAR 9 2009302 North First Avenue, Suite 300 
Phoenix, Arizona 85003 

Re: Red Letter Report - Notices from July 1,2008 to December 31,2008 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

Below is the list of "Red Letter" notices received by the ADOT Right of Way Project Management 
Section from the period of July 1,2008 to December 31,2008. During this period, our office received 
notices from Local Municipalities as well as various Developers, Architects, Engineers and Attorney's. 

LOCAL MUNICIPALITIES NOTICES RECEIVED IMPACT RESPONSES 

Arizona State Land Dept. 10 04 
City of Avondale 02 01 
Town of Buckeye 12 10 
City of Chandler 07 03 
Town of Gilbert 08 02 
City of Glendale 04 02 
City of Goodyear 28 07 
Maricopa County 35 16 
City of Mesa 15 06 
City of Peoria 11 05 
City ofPhoenix 68 25 
City of Surprise 52 10 
City of Tempe 02 01 

Total Received 254 92 

The Arizona Department of Tral1sportation expends several resources to research future developments 
and plans adjacent to the state highway system, to ensure ADOT's Right of Way is not adversely 
impacted or jeopardized. Other notices received include road access, zoning changes, outdoor 
advertising, and annexations. 

Receipt of early notification in the planning and design process, the "Red Letter" process, helps to 
reduce costs, saving money for both ADOT and tax payers. The Department appreciates the cooperation 
of the Maricopa Association of Government's members and looks forward to your continued support as 
we maintain and strive to inlprove all lines of communication. 
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March 5, 2009 

ADOT's Red Letter Coordinator is Annette Close, ADOT Right of Way Project Management Section, 
and she can be reached at (602) 712-8876 or at AClosc(wazdot.gov. 

Please feel free to contact my office should you have any questions. I can be reached at (602) 712-7900, 
or by email at JEck11ardt@azdot.gov . 

Sincerely, 
{ ~ /
f ( / ;. • 

"""'; i ~ / IJfl
~ rAU \ 0 '1~-J J\l "P ,Iv l/'c,/V"-./ ~ 

Jbhn Eckhardt III, Manager 
Right of Way Project Management 

JE/ac 

cc: John S. Halikowski, Interim Director, ADOT 
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MARICOPA ASSOCATION OF GOVERNMENTS REPORT OF RED LETTERS 

Of the 254 notices received, 92 had an impact on the State's Highway System. Those 92 notices are 
summarized as follows: 

ARIZONA STATE LAND DEPARTMENT: 

1.	 Lake Pleasant Parkway and 303L, received notice of an application for the installation of 
con1municatio11 lines. Advised them the proposed project could impact the 303L widening 
project fronl Happy Valley Road to Lake Pleasant Parkway. 

2.	 SR 79, 11 miles north of Florence, AZ., received an application for new road construction. 
Referred them to ADOT's District Office in Tucson so they can coordinate the project with the 
Developers. 

3.	 SR 93 and I-40, received notice of access to a public road. Referred them to our Kingman 
District for further assistance. 

4.	 SR 66, 15 miles northwest of Seligman, AZ. Referred them to our Kingman District for further 
assistance. 

CITY OF AVONDALE: 

1.	 1-10 from I11 th Avenue to 119th Avenue, received a Public Hearing notice. Advised the City a 
permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided C011tact information for 
obtaining a permit. 

TOWN OF BUCKEYE: 

1.	 SWC of Riggs Road and SR 85, received notice from a Law Firm of a Site Plan. Referred them 
to our Yunla District Office for further assistance and to obtain a permit ifneeded 

2.	 West of315th Avenue, Johnson and Bruner Road to the East, SOllth ofl-10 to Southern Avenue. 
Received a copy of a Planned Master Con1munity. Referred them to our Yuma District Office for 
further assistance and to obtain a permit if needed. 

3.	 SEC of Watson Road and I-10, received notice ofa Public Hearing. Advised the City due to the 
proximity of the project to I-10 a pennit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. 
Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 

4.	 SWC of Miller Road, South of I-10, received Zoning Change. Requested a copy of the plans 
from the developer for review, to ensure no access/encroachment or drainage issues existed. 
Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 

5.	 SWC of 1-10 and SR 85, received notice of a Zoning Change from an independent Right of Way 
Service Company. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 
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6.	 West of SR 85, received notice from a Law Firm regarding a Zoning Change. Requested a copy 
of the plans to review to ensure no access/encroachment issues existed. 

7.	 SWC of Watson Road and I-10, received notice from an Engineer of a Public Hearing. 
Requested a copy of the plans from the developer to review, to ensure no access/encroachment or 
drainage issues existed. Provided contact infonnation for obtaining a pennit. 

8.	 NWC of Yuma Road and Apache, received notice of a Public Hearing. Advised the City due to 
the proximity of the project to 1-10 a pennit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. 
Provided contact infonnation for obtaining a permit. 

9.	 North and South of 1-10 between 215th Avenue East and Dean Road West, received notice from 
an Architect Finn of a Public Hearing. Requested a copy of the plans from the developer for 
review, to ensure no access/encroachment or drainage issues existed. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit. 

10. North Sundance Parkway and 234th Lane, received notice from an Engineer of a Public Hearing. 
Requested a copy of the plans from the developer for review, to ensure no access/encroachment 
issues existed. 

CITY OF CHANDLER: 

1.	 SEC of Arizona Road and Chandler Heights, received copy of Site Plans. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit due to the proximity to SR 87. 

2.	 SEC of 202L and Alma School Road, received notice of a PAD Modification from a Law Firm. 
Provided contact information for obtaining a permit due to the proximity to 202L. 

3.	 SEC of Pecos and Alma School Road, received notice ofa Site Plan. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit due to the proximity to 202L. 

TOWN OF GILBERT: 

1.	 Various Locations in Gilbert, received notice of a Zoning Amendment on building heights. 
Requested copy of Site Plans to ensure no access problems exist. 

2.	 SEC of the 202L and Pecos Road, received notice ofa Public Hearing. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit due to the proximity to 202L. 

CITY OF GLENDALE: 

1.	 SWC of 99th Avenue and Bethany Home Road, received notice of a Zoning Change from a Law 
Firm. Advised the City due to the proximity of the project to the lOlL a permit would be 
required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 
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2.	 NWC of the lOlL al1d Camelback, received notice of a Zoning Change from a Law Firm. 
Advised the City due to the proximity of the project to the lOlL a permit wOllld be required to 
access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 

CITY OF GOODYEAR: 

1.	 Received notice of the City's General Plan Amendment, requested a copy of the plans to review 
to ensure no access problems exist. 

2.	 NWC of 1-10 and Bullard Avenue, received Site Plan. Advised the City due to the proximity of 
the project to 1-10 a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit. 

3.	 NEC of Indian School and Cotton lane, received copy of Final Plat. Recommended they contact 
Pete Eno, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator for this area, due to the widening project for the 303 
which could impact this project. 

4.	 NWC of Yuma Road and Cotton Lane, received Final Plat. Advised the City the project was in 
the study corridor for the future 303L. Recommended they contact Pete Eno, ADOT Right of 
Way Coordinator for this area for further assistance. 

5.	 SEC of 1-10 and Bullard Avenue, received notice of a Use Permit for three (3) signs along 1-10. 
Referred the City to Ollr Phoenix Maintenance Permits Section that handles outdoor advertising 
to ensure compliance. 

6.	 NWC of Broadway and 157th Avenue, received copy of a Site Plan. Advised the City the project 
was in the study corridor for the future 801. Referred them to Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Right of 
Way Coordinator for this area. 

7.	 SWC of Litchfield Road and I-10, received copy of Final Plat. Advised the City due to the 
proximity of the project to I-10 a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. 
Provided contact infonnation for obtaining a permit. 

MARICOPA COUNTY: 

1.	 6426 S. 119th Avenue, received copy of a Site Plan. Advised the County the project was within 
the study corridor for SR 801. Referred them to our website to review other alternatives. 

2.	 SWC of Wintersburg Road and I-10, received notice of a Zoning Change. Forwarded the notice 
to our Yuma District who handles this area for further assistance. Provided contact infonnation. 

3.	 NEC of Camelback Road and the 303L, received notice of a Special Use Pennit. Referred the 
County to Pete Eno, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator, due to the future 303 interchange and 
proposed detention basin that could have an impact to this proj ect. 
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4.	 I-I 7 and New River Road, received notice of a Public Hearing. Provided contact information for 
obtaining a pennit. 

5.	 SWC of Wintersburg Road and 1-10. Forwarded information to the Yuma District Wll0 handles 
this area for further assistance. Provided contact infonnation. 

6.	 South of 1-10 between 335th Avenue and 351 st Avenue, received notice of a Master Plan. 
Forwarded information to the Yuma District who handles this area for further assistance. 
Provided contact information. 

7.	 1-17 at Exit 242, received copy of a Use Permit and Plan Amendment. Advised the County due 
to the proximity of the project to 1-17 Frontage Road a permit would be required to access 
ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 

8.	 SR 87, received Special Use Permit. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 

9.	 21113 N.W. Highway 60, received Special Use Pennit. Due to the proximity of the project to US 
60 a pemlit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information for 
obtainil1g a permit. 

10. NEC	 of Camelback Road and 303L, received Use Permit. Referred them to Pete Eno, ADOT 
Right of Way Coordinator, for more information due to the proximity to the 303L. 

11. Received a copy of the County's Comprehensive Plan. Requested copies of the plans for further 
reVIew. 

12. South of the SWC of Curry Road and Miller Road, received notice of a proposed billboard. 
Referred the County to our Phoenix Maintenance District who handles signs/billboards to ensure 
conlpliance due to the proximity to the 202L. 

13. NEC of 43rd Avenue & Southern Avenue, received notice of a proposed billboard. Referred the 
County to our Phoenix Maintenance District who handles signs/billboards to ensure compliance 
due to the proxinlity to the 202L. 

14. South of 1-10 between 335th Avenue and 351 st Avenue, received notice of a Public Hearing. 
Forwarded information to the Yuma District who handles this area for further assistance. 
Provided contact information. 

15. North ofl-10 in Tonopah, AZ. received copy ofa Site Plan. Forwarded information to the Yuma 
District who handles this area for further assistance. Provided contact information. 

16. East of Scottsdale Road on Gilbert Road, received notice of a billboard. Forwarded information 
to the Ylln1a District who handles this area for further assistance. Provided contact information. 
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CITY OF MESA: 

1.	 SWC of 202L and US 60, received Rezoning Application. Recommended they contact Nancy 
Wilcox, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator for further information due to proximity to the 202L. 

2.	 NWC of Baseline and 202L, received notice of a Zoning Change from a Law Finn. Due to 
proximity to 202L provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 

3.	 SWC of US 60 an 202L, received notice of a Zoning Change. Advised the City a permit would 
be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a 
permit. 

4.	 NEC of Baseline and 202L, received notice of a Zoning Change. Advised the City a permit 
would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a 
permit. 

5.	 North of the NWC of Ellsworth and Ray Road, received Zoning Change from a Law Finn. Due 
to proximity to the future 802 provided COl1tact information for obtaining a permit. 

6.	 SWC of US60 and 202L, received copy of General Plan Amendment and Zoning Change from a 
Law Firm. Advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. 
Provided contact il1formation for obtaining a permit. 

CITY OF PEORIA: 

1.	 8559 N. 75th Avenue, received Preliminary Site Plan. Due from an Engineering Firm. Due to the 
proximity to US 60, advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of 
Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 

2.	 SWC of Olive and 9l 5t Avenue, received a copy of Site Plall. Advised the City a permit would 
be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a 
permit. 

3.	 South of the SWC of9l 5t Avenue and Olive Avenue, received Site Plan. Due to the proximity to 
the lOlL, advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. 
Provided COlltact information for obtaining a permit. 

4.	 SWC of 88th Avenue and US 60, received notice of a Zoning Change. Due to the proximity to 
US 60, advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided 
contact information for obtaining a permit. 

5.	 SWC of 91 5t Avenue and Olive Avenue, received Site Plan. Due to the proximity to the lOlL, 
advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit. 
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CITY OF PHOENIX: 

1.	 SWC of 59th Avenue and Broadway, received copy of Preliminary Site Plan. Advised the City 
the proposed project was in the proximity of the future South Mountain 202. Recommend they 
contact Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator, for further information. 

2.	 Received copy of City's General Plan Amendment. Requested copies of the plans to ensure no 
access issues existed. 

3.	 NEC of 59th Avenue and Buckeye Road, received copy of Site Plan. Advised the City project 
was in the proximity of the future South Mountain 202. Provided link to website to review 
alternates. Recommended they contact Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator for this 
area, for further information. 

4.	 NWC of1-10 and 73rd Avenue, received copy of Site Plan. Due to the proximity of the project to 
1-10, advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided 
contact information for obtaining a permit. 

5.	 NWC of SR 143 and Washington Street, received an email from the City. Requested copies of 
the Site Plan to review due to the proximity to SR 143. 

6.	 North of 1-17, South of Williams Drive, received an email from the City. Requested copies of the 
Site Plan to review due to the proximity to 1-17. 

7.	 1632 South 22nd Avenue, received a Site Plan. Provided contact information for obtaining a 
permit due to the proximity to 1-17. 

8.	 SEC of 83rd Avenue and I-10, received copy of Site Plan. Due to proximity to I-10, advised the 
City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information 
for obtaining a permit. 

9.	 NWC of 79th Avenue and Van Buren Street, received copy of Site Plan. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit due to the proximity to 1-10. 

10. NWC of 1-17 and Royal Palm Road, received an email from the City. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit due to the proximity to 1-17. 

11.2050 S. 59th Avenue, received an email regarding a billboard which could impact the future 
South Mountain 202. Referred the City to our Phoenix Maintenance District who handles 
signs/billboards to ensure compliance due to the proximity to the 202L. 

12. 3001 E. Elwood Street, received notice of a Zoning and Use Permit. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit due to the proximity to 1-10. 

13. NW of the NWC of Tatum Boulevard and the lOlL, received Site Plan. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit due to the proximity to 101 L. 
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14. SEC of63rd Avenue and Lower Buckeye Road, received notice ofa Zoning Change. Advised the 
City the proposed project was in the proximity of the future South Mountain 202. Provided link 
to our website to review alternates. Recommended they contact Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Rigllt of 
Way Coordinator for this area, for further information. 

15. Received a Scoping Letter regarding improvements to Runway 25L at tIle Sky Harbor Airport. 
Referred the City to our Aeronautics Division. 

16. SEC of 59th Avenue and Watkins Road, received Zoning Change for a site expansion. Advised 
the City the project was in the proximity of the future South Mountain 202. Provided link to our 
website to review alternates. Recommended they contact Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Right of Way 
Coordinator for this area, for further assistance. 

17. SEC of 63rd Avenue and Lower Buckeye Road, received Zoning Change. Advised the City the 
project was in the proximity of the future South Mountain 202. Provided link to our website to 
review alternates. Recommended they contact Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator 
for this area, for fllrther assistance. 

18. 1075 N. 51 st Avenue, received notice of a Zoning Change and Use Permit. Advised the City the 
project was in the proximity of the future South Mountain 202. Provided link to our website to 
review alternates. Recommended they contact Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator 
for this area, for further assistance. 

19. NW of the NWC of Elwood Street and 1-10, received Preliminary Site Plan from a Law Firm 
advising them of our future plans to widen 1-10. Provided copies of our preliminary plans for the 
widening project. Requested they contact Paul Betken, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator, for 
further infonnation. 

20. SEC of 1-17 and Bell Road, received an email and copy of Site Plan. Due to proximity to the 1­
17, advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided 
contact information for obtaining a permit. 

21.22413 N. Black Canyon Highway, received an email from the City. Requested copies of the Site 
Plan to review due to the proximity to 1-17. 

22. NWC of 1-17 and Happy Valley Road, received copy of Site Plan. Due to the proximity to 1-17, 
advised the City a pennit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact 
infornlation for obtaining a permit. 

23. SWC of the lOlL and 19th Avenue, received copy of Site Plan. Due to the proximity to the 101, 
advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit. 
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24. 59th Avenue - 63rd Avenue, North of RID Canal and South to Elwood Road, received notice of a 
Zoning Change. Requested copies of the Site Plan to review due to the proximity to the South 
Mountail1 202L. Provided link to our website to review alternates. Recommended they contact 
Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator for this area, for further assistance. 

25. South Mountain Park to Pecos Road, South between 27th Avenue and 19th Avenue. Received a 
Major Plan Amendment. Advised the City the project is located within the future South 
Mountain 202L. Provided link to our website to review alternates. Recommended they contact 
Nancy Wilcox, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator for this area, for further assistance. 

CITY OF SURPRISE: 

1.	 US 60 South of Parkview Place, received copy Final Plat. Due to proximity to US 60, advised 
the City a pennit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit. 

2.	 US 60 and Deer Valley Road, received notice of a Zoning Change. Due to proximity to US 60, 
advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit. 

3.	 SWC of303L and Bell Road, received Final Plat. Due to proximity to the 303L, advised the City 
a pennit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact information for 
obtaining a permit. 

4.	 14707 W. Grand Avenue, received copy of a Preliminary Application. Due to proximity to US 
60, advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided 
contact information for obtaining a permit. 

5.	 SWC of 303L and Bell Road, received copy of Site Plan. Provided contact information for 
obtaining a permit. 

6.	 US 60 and Patton Road, received notice of a Conditional Use Permit. Due to proximity to US 60, 
advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit. 

7.	 SWC of Jomax Road and US 60, received notice of a Zoning Change. Due to the proximity to 
US 60, advised the City a pernlit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided 
contact infonnation for obtaining a permit. 

8.	 SWC of Grand Avenue al1d MOlll1tain View, received Final Plat. Due to the proximity to US 60, 
advised the City a pennit would be required to access ADOT's Right of Way. Provided contact 
information for obtaining a permit. 

9.	 12779 and 12817 W. Grand Avenue, received Conditional Use Permit. Advised the City the 
plans submitted did not coincide with our ROW dimensions. Provided copies of our plans and 
recommended they contact Pete Eno, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator, for further information. 
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10. SEC of Bell Road and Grand Avenue, received Conditional Use Permit. Advised the City a 
Temporary Construction Easement would be required to replace the paving in the existing 
driveway. Recommended they contact Pete Eno, ADOT Right of Way Coordinator, for ftlrther 
information. 

CITY OF TEMPE: 

1.	 2040 E. Teclmology Circle, received notice from a Construction Company of the expansion of 
ASU's Research Park. Advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT's Right of 
Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit. 
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MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 
INFORMATION SUMMARY.•• fDrYDur review
 

DATE:
 
April 14, 2009
 

SUBJECT:
 
Conformity Consultation
 

SUMMARY:
 
The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for
 
an amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement
 
Program (TIP). The proposed amendment and administrative modification involve several projects,
 
including two FY 2009 paving projects from the City of Phoenix that require cost and scope changes.
 
In addition, MAG is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for an amendment and
 
administrative modification to the TIP for member agency projects for the distribution of the MAG sub­

allocated portion of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funds. Comments on the
 
conformity assessments are requested by April 22, 2009.
 

The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations.
 
The administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity
 
determination. A description of the projects is provided in the attached interagency consultation
 
memoranda.
 

PUBLIC INPUT:
 
An opportunity for public comment was provided at the April 8, 2009 MAG Management Committee
 
meeting and no public comments were received.
 

PROS & CONS:
 
PROS: Interagency consultation for the amendment and administrative modification notifies the
 
planning agencies of project modifications to the TIP.
 

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

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
 
TECHNICAL: The amendment and administrative modification may not be considered until the
 
consultation process for the conformity assessments is completed.
 

POLICY: Federal transportation conformity regulations require interagency consultation on
 
development of the transportation plan, TIP, and associated conformity determinations to include a
 
process involving the Metropolitan Planning Organization, State and local air quality planning agencies,
 
State and local transportation agencies, Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Highway
 
Administration, and the Federal Transit Administration. Consultation on the conformity assessments
 
has been conducted 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 April 8, 2009 MAG Management 
Committee meeting for consultation. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 

Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Chair Christopher Brady, Mesa
 
Mark Pentz, Chandler, Vice Chair Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
 
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Carl Swenson, Peoria
 
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
 
Jon Pearson, Carefree John Kross, Queen Creek
 

*	 Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage Indian Community 
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, John Little, Scottsdale 

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation Michael Celaya for Randy Oliver, Surprise 
Rick Davis, Fountain Hills Charlie Meyer, Tempe 

+ Rick Buss, Gila Bend Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson 
David White, Gila River Indian Community Gary Edwards, Wickenburg 
George Pettit, Gilbert Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown 
Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale John Halikowski, ADOT 
Romina Korkes for John Fischbach, Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa 

Goodyear	 County 
*	 RoseMary Arellano, Guadalupe David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA 

Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park 

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

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



MARICOPA
 
ASSOCIATION of
 

GOVERNMENTS
 302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 A Phoenix, Arizona 85003
 
Phone (602) 254-6300 it.. FAX (602) 254-6490
 

E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa. gov A Web site: www. mag. maricopa. gov
 April 14,2009 

TO:	 Leslie Rogers, Federal Transit Administration 
Robert Hollis, Federal Highway Administration 
John Halikowski, Arizona Department of Transportation 
Patrick Cunningham, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
David Boggs, Regional Public Transportation Authority 
Debbie Cotton, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department 
Lawrence OdIe, Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
Maxine Leather Brown, Central Arizona Association of Governments 
Donald Gabrielson, Pinal County Air Quality Control District 
Wienke Tax, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX 
Other Interested Parties 

FROM:	 Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist 

SUBJECT: CONSULTATION ON A CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED 
AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 
MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

On March 31 and April 7, 2009, the Maricopa Association of Governments distributed memoranda for 
consultation on a conformity assessment for an amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008­
2012 MAG Transportation Improvement Program. The proposed amendment and administrative 
modification involve several projects, including two FY 2009 paving projects from the City of Phoenix that 
require cost and scope changes. Since that time an additional project, CHN230-08AC, has been added, and 
new cost information has been received on several projects. An updated list is attached. Comments on the 
conformity assessment are requested by April 22, 2009. 

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and has found that 
consultation is required on the conformity assessment. The amendment includes projects that may be 
categorized as exempt from conformity determin.ations. The administrative modification includes minor 
project revisions that do not require a conformity determination. The conformity finding of the TIP and the 
associated Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as amended, that was made by the Federal Highway 
Administration and Federal Transit Administration on August 14, 2008 remains unchanged by this action. 
The conformity. assessment is being transmitted for consultation to the agencies listed above and other 
interested parties. If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (602) 254-6300. 

Attachment 

cc:	 Nancy Wrona, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
Rakesh Tripathi, Arizona Department of Transportation 
Mark Hodges, Arizona Department of Transportation 

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County 

City of Apache Junction A City of Avondale A Town of Buckeye A. Town of Carefree A. Town of Cave Creek .... City of Chandler A City of EI Mirage A Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation A T?wn of Founta.in Hills A ~own o.f Gila Bend.
 
Gila River Indian Community ... Town of Gilbert A City of Glendale .6. City of Goodyear A Town of Guadalupe IA City of Litchfield Park A Maricopa County A City of Mesa Itt. Town of Paradise Valley A City of Peoria A City of Phoel~llx
 

Town of Queen Creek ... Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community A City of Scottsdale &. City of Surprise A City of Tempe A City of Tolleson A. Town of Wickenburg A Town of Youngtown At. Arizona Department of Transportation
 



ATTACHMENT
 

CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE 
MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

The federal transportation conformity rule (4·0 CPR 93.105) requires interagency consultation when making 
changes to a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Transportation Plan. The consultation 
processes are also provided in the Arizona Conformity Rule (R18-2-1405). This information is provided 
for consultation as outlined in the MAG Conformity Consultation Processes docllment adopted by the MAG 
Regional Council on February 28, 1996. In addition, federal guidance is followed in response to court 
rulings regarding transportation conformity. 

The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations. 
Types of projects considered exempt are defined in the federal transportation conformity rule. The 
administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity determination. 
Examples ofminor project revisions include funding changes, design, right-of-way, and utility projects. The 
proposed amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation 
Improvement Program includes the projects on the attached table. The project number, agency, and 
description is provided, followed by the conformity assessment. 

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and consultation is required 
on the conformity assessment. The projects are not expected to create adverse emission impacts or interfere 
with Transportation Control Measure implementation. The conformity finding of the TIP and the associated 
Regional Transportation Plan that was made by the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit 
Administration on August 14, 2008 remains unchanged by this action. 



April 14, 2009 

Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement Program 

A minor project revision is needed 
to change the scope and amount 

Reduce CMAQ funds by of funds. The conformity status of 
$650,304, from $1,525,304 to the TI P and Regional 

PHX07-1 
741 Phoenix Ivarious Locations IPave dirt shoulders I 20091 11.9 1 CMAQ 1$ 875,000 

$875,000 and project length 
1,750,000 from 12.10 miles to 11.9 miles. 

Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 
A minor project revision is needed 

Increase CMAQ funds by to change the scope and amount 
$650,304, from $1,978,650 to of funds. The conformity status of 
$2,628,954 and reduce the the TI P and Regional 

PHX07-1 
740 Phoenix Ivarious Locations Ipave dirt roads I 20091 8.25 1 CMAQ 1 $ 2,628,9541 1$ 2,628,9541 $ 

Iproject length from 8.79 miles to Transportation Plan would remain 
5,257,908 8.25 miles. unchanged. 

Beardsley Rd Change local funding costs to A minor project revision is needed 
Connection: Loop 101 ARRA, STP-MAG and Local. to change the type of funding. The 
(Agua Fria Fwy) to Advance construct ARRA, This project is programmed with conformity status of the TIP and 

PE0100j IBeardsley Rd at 83rd Beardsley Road extension STP-MAG ARRA funds sub-allocated to Regional Transportation Plan 
07AC1 Peoria Av/Lake Pleasant Pkwy and bridge over New River 2009 2 & Local $ 2,647,762 $ 2,850,401 $ 5,991,524 $ 11,489,687 the region. would remain unchanged. 

Beardsley Rd 

PE0100j 
07AC2 Peoria 

DOT12-1 

Connection: Loop 101 Advance construct new 
(Agua Fria Fwy) to frontage road and Texas U­

1Beardsley Rd at 83rd Turn structure over Loop 
Av/Lake Pleasant Pkwy 101 

Construct traffic 
interchange, construct new 

101 (Agua Fria Fwy) at rrontage road and Texas U-
IUnion Hills Dr/Beardsley Turn structure over Loop 

2009 2 
Local & 

STP-MAG 

ARRA, 
STP-MAG 

$ 24,928,000 $ 24,928,000 

Delete Project as it is a 
duplicate project. Project 
DOT12-840 is the same project. 

Change local funding costs to 

An amendment is required to 
delete PE01 00-07AC2 and add 
DOT12-840 with change in type of 
funding. The conformity status of 
the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged. 

840 ADOT Rd 101 2009 2.2 & Local $ 1,571,173 $ 9,100,000 $ 16,893,273 $ 27,564,446 STP-MAG and Local. 

IA minor project revision is needed 
to defer the project to FY 2010. 

MMA09-1 Maricopa 
916 Countv 

INorthern Parkway: 
Sarival to Dvsart 

1Acquisition of right-of-way 
for roadwav widenina 

1 
2010 

1 
4 

ISTP-MAGI 
& Local $ 7,066,000 I 1$ 16,485,000 I$ 

The conformity status of the TIP 
I land Regional Transportation Plan 

23,551,000 Defer project from 2009 to 2010 would remain unchanged. 

A minor project revision is needed 

MMA09~ IMaricopa 
913 Countv 

Northern Parkway: 
ICorridorwide right-of-
Way Protection 

IAcqUisition of right-of-way I 
for roadway widening and 
intersection improvements 2010 

I 
12.5 

ISTP-MAG! 
& Local $ 112,000 I 1$ 261,000 I $ 

to defer the project to FY 2010. 

I IThe conformity status of the TIP 
and Regional Transportation Plan 

373,000 Defer project from 2009 to 2010 would remain unchanged. 
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Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement Program 

The project is considered a traffic 
signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be 
subject to subsequent regional 
emissions analyses. The 

Joint Project with Peoria: Admin Mod: Modify project conformity status of the TI P and 
location from 67th Avenue to Regional Transportation Plan 

903 Glendale 59th ave Camera 2009 CMAQ $ 219,493 $ 449,450 $ 668,943 59th, to 75th Avenue to 59th. 
GLN13-1 IOlive Ave: 75th Ave to IITS Fiber and 1 CCTV 

would remain unchanged. 

I I I 
A minor project revision is required 
to revise the project fiunding. The 

I conformity status of the TI P and Queen Creek Rd: 
Regional Transportation Plan 

08AC Chandler McQueen Rd roadway widenin 
Admin Mod: Modify Project CHN2301 IArizona Avenue to Advance construction of 

would remain unchanged. Costs$ 6,442,000Local1.0 $ 6,442,0002009 

A minor project revision is required 
Admin Mod: Change the name, to revise the project description. 
location, and funding type from The conformity status of the TIP 

GLN10-1 IPre-design regional park- IIGrand/Glendale Park and Ride" and Regional Transportation Plan 
804T Glendale IBell Road at Loop 101 and-ride (Bell/L101 203,544 to the IIBell/L101 Park and Ridell would remain unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is required 
Admin Mod: Change the name, to revise the project description. 

Acquire right-of-way The conformity status of the TIP 

GLN11-1 Iregional park-and -ride 
location, and funding type from 
IIGrand/Glendale Park and Ride ll and Regional Transportation Plan 

809T Glendale IBell Road at Loop 101 (Bell/L101) 
5307 & 

to the II Bell/L101 Park and Ride" would remain unchan ed.$ 3,359,7905309 $ 671,958 $ 2,687,8322011 n/a 

A minor project revision is required 
Admin Mod: Change the name, to revise the project description. 
location, and funding type from The conformity status of the TIP 

GLN11-1 Design regional park-an- "Grand/Glendale Park and Ride" and Regional Transportation Plan 
808T Glendale Isell Road at Loop 101 ride (Bell/L101 ) 591,324 to the "Bell/L101 Park and Ride ll would remain unchanged. 

The revised project is considered 
exempt from regional emissions 
analysis under the category "Bus 

Admin Mod: Change the name, terminals and transfer points" The 
location, and funding type from conformity status of the TI P and 

GLN12-1 Iconstruct regional park- "Grand/Glendale Park and Ridell Regional Transportation Plan I 5307 & 1 
812T Glendale IBell Road at LOOD 101 and-ride (Bell/L101 ) I 2012 I n/a 5309 1$ 6,149,404 to the "Bell/L101 Park and Ride ll would remain unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to change the type of funding. The 
conformity status of the TIP and 

PE010-1 IGrand Avenue at Peoria IPre-design regional park- Admin Mod: Change project Regional Transportation Plan 
802T Peoria Avenue and-ride (Grand/Peoria) $ 101,772 costs from federal to local. would remain unchanged. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to change the type of funding. The 
conformity status of the TIP and 

PE011-1 IGrand Avenue at Peoria IDesign regional park-and- I I IAdmin Mod: Change project IRegional Transportation Plan 
803T Peoria Avenue ride (Grand/Peoria) _ 2011 n/a I Local 1$ 295,6621 I 1$ 295,662 costs from federal to local. would remain unchanaed. 

Page 2 of 3 



April 14, 2009 

Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement Program 

PE011-1 
804T Peoria 

IGrand Avenue at Peoria Iregional park-and-ride 
Avenue (Grand/Peoria) 1 2011 1 n/a 1 Local 1$ 1,679,895 $ 

Admin Mod: Change project 
1,679,895 costs from federal to local. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to change the type of funding. The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan 
would remain unchan ed. 

PE012-1 
806T Peoria 

IGrand Avenue at Peoria IConstruct regional park-
Avenue and-ride (Grand/Peoria) I 20121 n/a 1 Local 1$ 3,074,7021 I 1$ 

IAdmin Mod: Change project 
3,074,702 costs from federal to local. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to change the type of funding. The 
conformity status of the TIP and IRegional Transportation Plan 
would remain unchanaed. 
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MARICOPA
 
ASSOCIATION of
 

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

Phone (602) 254-6300 A FAX (602) 254-6490 
April 14, 2009 E-mail: mag@mag.mar'icopa.gov At.. Web site: www.mag.maricopa.gov 

TO:	 Leslie Rogers, Federal Transit Administration 
Robert Hollis, Federal Highway Administration 
John Halikowski, Arizona Department of Transportation 
Patrick Cunningham, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
David Boggs, Regional Public Transportation Authority 
Debbie Cotton, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department 
Lawrence OdIe, Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
Maxine Leather Brown, Central Arizona Association of Governments 
Donald Gabrielson, Pinal County Air Quality Control District 
Wienke Tax, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX 
Other Interested Parties 

FROM:	 Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist 

SUBJECT: CONSULTATION ON A CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED 
AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 
MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

On April 7,2009, the Maricopa Association of Governments distributed a memorandum for consultation 
on a conformity assessment for an amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG 
Transportation Improvement Program. The proposed amendment and administrative modification involve 
member agency projects for the distribution of the MAG sub-allocated portion of the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act. Since that time, the Arizona Department of Transportation has provided input to 
further clarify the ·projects for flexible options during project implementation. Also, the Gila River Indian 
Community and Town of Wickenburg have added projects to the list. A new list is attached. Comments 
on the conformity assessment are requested by April 22, 2009. 

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and has found that 
consultation is required on the conformity assessment. The amendment includes projects that may be 
categorized as exempt from conformity determinations. The administrative modification includes minor 
project revisions that do not require a conformity determination. The conformity finding of the TIP and the 
associated Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as amended, that was made by the Federal Highway 
Administration and Federal Transit Administration on August 14, 2008 remains unchanged by this action. 
The conformity assessment is being transmitted for consultation to the agencies listed above and other 
interested parties. If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (602) 254-6300. 

Attachment 

cc:	 Nancy Wrona, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
Rakesh Tripathi, Arizona Department of Transportation 
Mark Hodges, Arizona Department of Transportation 

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County 

City of Apache Junction .... City of Avondale A. Town of Buckeye A Town of Carefree A Town of Cave Creek .it. City of Chandler ..... City of EI Mirage A Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation ~ Town of Fountain Hills A. Town of Gila Bend
 
Gila River Indian Community ..6. Town of Gilbert A City of Glendale A City of Goodyear A Town of Guadalupe A City of Litchfield Park A Maricopa County it.. City of Mesa ~, Town of Paradise Valley it.. City of Peoria A City of Phoenix
 

Town of Queen Creek ..6. Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community At. City of Scottsdale A City of Surprise A City of Tempe .... City of TCilieson A Town of Wickenburg A Town of Youngtown A Arizona Department of Transportation
 



ATTACHMENT
 

CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE 
MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

The federal transportation conformity rule (40 CFR 93.105) requires interagency consultation when making 
changes to a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Transportation Plan. The consultation 
processes are also provided in the Arizona Conformity Rule (R18-2-1405). This information is provided 
for consultation as outlined in the MAG Conformity Consultation Processes document adopted by the MAG 
Regional Council on February 28, 1996. In addition, federal guidance is followed in response to court 
rulings regarding transportation conformity. 

The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations. 
Types of projects considered exempt are defined in the federal transportation conformity rule at 40 CFR 
93.126. In addition, 93.127 describes types of projects that are exempt from regional emissions analyses. 
Section 93.128 specifies that traffic signal synchronization projects may be approved, funded, and 
implemented, but are subject to subsequent regional emissions analyses. 

The administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity 
determination. Examples of minor project revisions include funding changes, design, right-of-way, and 
utility projects. The proposed amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG 
Transportation Improvement Program includes the projects on the attached table. The project number, 
agency, and description is provided, followed by the conformity assessment. 

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and consultation is required 
on the conformity assessment. The projects are not expected to create adverse emission impacts or interfere 
with Transportation Control Measure implementation. The conformity finding of the TIP and the associated 
Regional Transportation Plan that was made by the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit 
Administration on August 14,2008 remains llnchanged by this action. 



April 14. 2009 

AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

A minor project revision is needed 
to include ARRA funds. The 

Admin Mod: Modify project conform ity status of the TI P and 

DOT07­
323 IADOT 

199th Ave from 1-10 to MC-I 
85 Road Widenina I 2009 1$ 652,890 I $ 2,357,500 I I $ 400,000 I $ 3,410,390 I 1 I 5 I 6 

Icosts to include ARRA 
funds. 

Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged. 
The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 

US 60: 99th Ave to "plantings, landscaping, etc" The 
Thunderbird Rd (within conformity status of the TIP and 

DOT09­
801 IADOT 

Ithe city limits of EI 
Miraae) 

ITransportation Landscaping 
Enhancement I 2009 I $ 300,000 $ $ $ 300,000 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funding 

Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" The conformity 
status of the TI P and Regional 

APJ09­
801 

/APache 
Junction 

IIronwood Drive: SouthernIDesign and Reconstruction of 
Avenue to 16th Avenue Pavement I 2009 1$ 1,348,3431 -I$ I $ -I $ 1,348,3431 0.5 I 5-6 I 5-6 

IAmend: New Project with 
ARRA Funding. 

Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 

AVN09­
801 IAvondale 

IDysart Road-I-10 to 
Indian School Road 

Preliminary engineering, design IIand construction for Mill & 
Reolace 2009 1$ 2.035.2001 -I$ I $ -I $ 2,035.2001 2.5 1 6 1 6 

1Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funding 

rehabilitation" The conformity 
status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 

AVN09­
802 IAvondale 

IDysart Road -Van Buren 
to the 1-10 

Preliminary engineering, design I 
land construction for Mill & 
Reolace 2009 I$ 179,699 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

rehabilitation" The conform ity 
status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 
The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 

Various Locations IPre-engineer/Design and 
rehabilitation" The conformity 
status of the TI P and Regional 

BKY09­
801 IBuckeve 

ITownwide - Functionally 
Classified Roads 

Pavement Rehabilitation and 
Preservation I 2009 1$ 1.621,8781 I I 1$ 1,621,878 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 
The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 

CFR09­
801 ICarefree 

Intersection of Tom 
IDarlington Drive and 
Ridaeview Place 

IPre-engineer/Design and 
construct Pedestrian crossina 1 2009 1$ 35,000 I I 

; ~oool n/a I n/a I n/a 
IAmend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

rehabilitation". The conformity Istatus of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanaed. 
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April 14, 2009 

AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

Cave Creek Road: scopal Pre-engineer/Design and 
CFR09- ITrail to Carefree Eastem 
802 ICarefree Border 

Chandler Blvd/Dobson 
Road Intersection, and 
Dobson Road from 

CHN120- I IChandler Blvd to Frye 
07C Chandler Road 

CHN08- IDobson Rd: Chandler 
702 IChandler Blvd to Frve Rd 

Price Road from 
CHN09- IGermann Road south to 
801 IChandler Queen Creek Road 

Various Locations 
ELM09- ICitYWide - Functionally 
801 lEI Miraae Classified Roadwavs 

I IShea Blvd. (Palisades 
FTH07- Blvd. to Fountain Hills 
301 Fountain Hills Blvd.) 

construct, repair and restoration 
of Cave Creek Road 

Intersection and Capacity 
Imorovement 

IWiden roadway to add 1 
throuah lane in each direction 

IDesign and Reconstruction of
 
Pavement
 

IPre-Engineer/Design and Mill
 
and Reolace Existina Road.
 

IWiden for 3rd (westbound) 

I 
2009 

2009 

I 2008 

I 2009 

I 2010 

lane, bike lane, sidewalk, and 
turn oockets. 2009I 

1$ 553,340 

$ 2,288,700 $ $ 3,629,000 $ 1,711,300 $ 7,629,000 0.5 

I I I 

I$ 3,678,899 $ $ $ 3,678,899 1 

I$ 952,8051 $ -I I$ -I $ 952,805 

1$ 1,081,6141 $ 1,076,000 I ~7641 1 

4/6 

6 

6/6 

6 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Admin Mod & Amend: 
Adjust costs for ARRA 
Funding and combine 
project CHN08-702 into 
CHN120-07C 

Amend: Delete project, 
project is now included in 
CHN120-07C 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" The conform ity 
status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt from regional emissions 
analysis under the category 
"intersection channelization 
projects" In addition, the new 
project is com bined with existing 
TI P project, CHN08-702. The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to replace deleted project with new 
project, CHN120-07C. The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" The conformity 
status of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation". The conformity 
status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to include ARRA funds. The 

I /confonnity status of the TIP and 

I 4 5 costs for ARRA Funds. remain unchanaed. 
Admin Mod: Adjust project Regional Transportation Plan would I 
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April 14, 2009 

AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

GBD09­
801 

GBD09­
802 

GRC09­
801 

GLB09­
801 

GLN09­
801 

IGiia Bend 

IGiia Bend 

\Indian 
Community 

IGilbert 

IGlendale 

1Pima Street/SR-85 
Various Locations 

IPima Street/SR-85 
Various Locations 

1Functionally Classified 
Roadwavs 

Various Locations ­
1Functionally Classified 
Roadwavs 

Various Locations 
/CitYWide - Functionally 
Classified Roadwavs 

1Design and Construct Signage 1 
Improvements 2009 

IPedestrian and Landscape IImprovements 2009 

Iconstruct Pavement Rehab 
1proiects 2009 

IPre·Engineer/Design and I 
Construct Nova Chip Overlays-
arterial roadways 2009 

INew traffic signal cabinets and I 
controllers 2009 

1$ 

1$ 

1 

I$ 

1$ 

$ 
33,000 -

$ 
339~-

$561,349 

5,306,3131 $ 

1,100,0001 $ 

.1 

.1 

$ 

$ 

I $ 

1 $ 

$ 

$ 

.1 $ 

.1 $ 

33,000 

358,349 

5,306,313 

1,100,000 n/a n/a n/a 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Project is located outside the 
nonattainment areas. 

Project is located outside the 
nonattainment areas. 
The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation". The conform ity 
status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation". The conformity 
status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TI P and Reg ional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged. 

GLN09­
802 IGlendale 

Various Locations 
ICitYWide - Functionally 
Classified Roadwavs LOdemize traffic sianals I 2009 I$ 550,0001 $ .1 I $ .1 $ 550,000 I n/a I n/a I n/a 

\Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 

Ithe TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanaed. 
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AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

GLN09­
803 IGlendale 

Various Locations 
ICitywide - Functionally 
Classified Roadwavs ICCTV Camera Installations I 2009 1$ 90,000 

GLN09­
804 IGlendale 

Icamelback Rd. - 47th to 
83rd Aves. 

I Install wireless communication I 
with traffic sianals 2009 1$ 230,000 

GLN09­
805 IGlendale 

IBethany Home Rd. - 63rd IInstall wireless communication 
to 83rd Aves. with traffic sianals 

I 
2009 1$ 200,000 

GLN09­
806 IGlendale 

IGlendale Ave. - 51 st to 
66th Aves. 

IPre-Engineer/Design and 
construct oavem ent overlay 

GLN09­
807 IGlendale 

Pre-Engineer/Design and 
ILitchfield Rd. - Missouri tolconstruct pavement surface 
Northern Ave. treatment I 2009 1$ 510.0001 $ -I lLoool 2 I 2 I 2 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered
 
exem pt under the category
 
"pavement resurfacing and/or
 
rehabilitation" The conformity
 
status of the TIP and Regional
 
Transportation Plan would remain
 
unchan ed.
 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation". The conformity 

Istatus of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanaed. 
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AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement marking" The 
conform ity status of the TI P and 

GLN09­ IGlendale 
125 Miles on Arterial I'nsta~' thermoplastic pavement I 

1$ 358,4131 -I I $ -I $ 
Amend: New Project with Regional Transportation Plan would 

808 Streets markmos 2009 $ 358,413 ARRA Funds remain unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to include ARRA funds. The 
conformity status of the TIP and 

GLN08­
IGlendale 

163rd Avenue at Loop 101 loverpass over Loop 101 (Agua I 
1$ 

Admin Mod: Adjust project Regional Transportation Plan would 
604 Exoresswav Fria Fwv) (Phase 2) 2009 costs for ARRA Funds remain unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" The conformity 

Various Locations IPre-Engineer/Design and 

I 1$ 
Istatus of the TIP and Regional 

GDY09­
IGoodvear 

ICitYWide - Functionally construct mill, patch and Amend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 
801 Classified Roadwavs reolace 2009 782,415 ARRA Funds unchanoed. 

Admin Mod: Adjust project 
costs for ARRA Funds. A minor project revision is needed 
The project will be to include ARRA funds. The 
programmed with Transit & conformity status of the TIP and 

GDY06­
IGoodvear 11-10 at Litchfield Road 

Iconstruct regional park-and-
I 1$ 1,592,2681 $ 2,034,6651 I $ 

MAG Sub-allocated ARRA Regional Transportation Plan would 
204T ride (1/10 - Litchfield) 2009 funds. remain unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to include ARRA funds. The 
conform ity status of the TI P and 

GDY08­
IGoodvear 11-10 at Litchfield Road 

I~CqUire land- regional park and I 
1$ 186,5001 $ 746,0001 1 1$ 

Admin Mod: Adjust project Regional Transportation Plan would 
800T nde 2009 932,500 costs for ARRA Funds remain unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to include ARRA funds, The 

1-10 and Dysart Road 

IPark and Ride Land ACQuisition 1 1$ 352,2161 $ 1,409,6781 1 1 $ 

conform ity status of the TI P and 
GDY05­ IGoodvear 

I(ADOT Basin between Admin Mod: Adjust project Regional Transportation Plan would 
202T Litchfield and Dvsart) 2009 1,409,678 costs for ARRA Funds remain unchan ed, 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category "lighting 
improvements" The conformity 

Various Locations 

1$ 366,000 1 -I 1 $ -I $ 366,000 I 1 I 
Istatus of the TIP and Regional 

GDL09­
IGUadalUoe 

ITownwide - Functionally IReplace eXisting street lights to I IAmend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 
801 Classified Roadwavs imorove safety 2009 $ 1,42 n/a n/a ARRA Funds unchanoed. 
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AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" and "bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities", The 

Mill & Asphalt overlay, ADA conformity status of the TIP and 
GDL09­
803 IGuadaluoe 

Icalle Guadalupe: 1-10 to 
Temoe Citv Limits 

ISidewalk Improvements and 
landscaoina. I 2009 1$ 268,022 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchan ed. 
The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation", The conformity 

LPK09­
801 

Various Locations 
I ICitywide - Functionally 
Litchfield Park Classified Roadways 

1Pre-Engineer/Design and mill 
and replace pavement 
resurfacina/ reconstruction I 2009 I$ 613,958 $ $ $ 613,958 0,74 4 4 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged, 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation". The conformity 

Various Locations 1 status of the TI P and Regional 
MMA09­
801 IMCDOT 

IcountYWide - Functionally Pre-Engineer/Design and 
Classified Roadways construct AR Overlay I 2009 1$ 5,950,757 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 
The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation". The conformity 

MES09­
801 IMesa 

Various Locations ICitywide - Functionally 
Classified Roadways 

1Pre-Engineer/Design and I 
pavement reconstruct and ADA 
uoarades 2009 1$ 9,196,0451 $ -I I$ -I $ 9,196,045 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed, 
The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 

MES09­
802 IMesa 

Various Locations 
ICitYWide - Functionally 
Classified Roadways 

IPre-Engineer/Design and 
construct mill and replace 
oavement I 2009 1$ 1,588,7341 $ -I I $ -I $ 1,588,734 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" The conformity 
status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed, 
The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 

PVY09­
801 

IParadise 
Vallev 

Various Locations 
ITownwide - Functionally 
Classified Roadways 

IPre-Engineer/Design and 
construct pavement resurface 
oroiects I 2009 I $ 823,17J $ -I 1$ 5861 $ 823,760 I 3.68 I n/a I n/a 

IAmend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

rehabilitation". The conformity 
Istatus of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanaed. 
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AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

The new project is considered 
exem pt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" The conformity 

Major Arterial mill, overlay and I 
20091 $ 

status of the TI P and Regional 
PE009­

IPeoria 
IBeardsley Rd; Lake Ire-striping to include 5 lanes Amend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 

801 Pleasant Rd to 83rd Av and bike lanes 1,130,050 ARRA Funds unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to include ARRA funds. The 
conformity status of the TIP and 

PHX07­
IPhoenix 17th St & McDowell Rd 

IDesign & Construction of I 1$ 
Admin Mod: Adjust project Regional Transportation Plan would 

316 Intersection Improvements 2009 costs for ARRA Funds. remain unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" The conformity 

Various Locations (North status of the TIP and Regional 
PHX09­

IPhoenix 
IArea) - Functionally Design & Construction of Amend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 

801 Classified Roadways Pavement Preservation ARRA Funds unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 

Various Locations 

1 1$ 7,150,0001 -I 1$ -I $ 7,150,000 

rehabilitation" The conformity 
(Central Area) ­ status of the TI P and Regional 

PHX09­
IPhoenix 

IFunctionally Classified IDesign &Construction of Amend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 
802 Roadwavs Pavement Preservation 2009 $ 16 n/a n/a ARRA Funds unchanged. 

The new project is considered 
exem pt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation". The conformity 

Various Locations (SouthI 
I 1$ 7,150,000 I -I I$ -I $ 7,150,000 

status of the TI P and Regional 
PHX09­ IPhoenix 

IArea) - Functionally Design & Construction of Amend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 
803 Classified Roadwavs Pavement Preservation 2009 $ 16 n/a n/a ARRA Funds unchanged. 

The new project is considered 
Design & Construction of exempt under the category "bicycle 
RemovaVReplacement of and pedestrian facilities" The 
Existing ADA Ramps or conformity status of the TIP and 

PHX09­ IPhoenix 
Ivarious Locations ­ IConstruction of New ADA Amend: New Project with Regional Transportation Plan would 

804 (North Area) Ramos 2009 $ 1,750,000 $ $ $ 1,750,000 n/a n/a n/a ARRA Funds remain unchanaed. 
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PHX09- Ivarious Locations ­
805 IPhoenix (South Area) 

PHX09­
806 IPhoenix 111 Locations Citvwide 

PHX09­
807 IPhoenix 16 Locations Citvwide 

PHX09­
808 IPhoenix ICitvwide Corridors 

PHX09­
809 Iphoenix ICitvwide Corridors 

AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008·2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

Design & Construction of
 
Removal/Replacement of
 
Existing ADA Ramps or
 IConstruction of New ADA 
Ramps $ 1,750,000 n/a n/a$ n/a2009 $ 1,750,000 $ 

IDesign & Construct Bridge 
Deck Rehabilitations 2009 2,250,000I I$ 

IDesign & Construct Bridge JOintl 
Rehabilitations 2009 I $ 1,250,000 I $ -I I $ -I $ 1,250,000 

Inventory / Programming & I 
IP~ocure / Install Traffic Control 
Sions 2009 I$ 3,000,000 I $ .1 I $ .1 $ 3,000,000 

IDesign & Procure/Install Fiber 
Ootic Backbone Svstem I 2009 I $ 1,500,000 I $ -I I $ -I $ 1,500,000 I n/a I n/a I n/a 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

April 14, 2009 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category "bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities" The 
conform ity status of the TI P and 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"widening narrow pavements or 
reconstructing bridges (no 
additional travel lanes)" The 
conform ity status of the TI P and 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"widening narrow pavements or 
reconstructing bridges (no 
additional travel lanes)" The 
conform ity status of the TI P and 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchan ed. 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis. 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchan ed. 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional 

ITransportation Plan would remain 
unchanoed. 
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April 14, 2009 

AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional 

PHX09- Amend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 
810 IPhoenix ICitvwide Corridors 1Desian &Procure/lnstall CCTV I 2009 1$ 1,000,000 ARRA Funds unchan ed. 

The new project is considered a 
traffic signal synchronization project 
which may be approved prior to a 
regional emissions analysis, 
however the project may be subject 
to subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TIP and Regional 

PHX09- IDesign &Procure/lnstall Amend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 
811 IphoeniX ICitvwide Corridors Wireless Communications I 2009 1$ 500,000 ARRA Funds unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exem pt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 

Combs Rd: 1 
UPRRlRittenhouse Rd to 

QNC09- approx. 1,000 ft west of Pre-Engineer/Design and 
801 IQueen Creek IGantzel Rd construct resurfacina roadwav 1 2009 1$ 227.2821 $ 1 $ -I $ 227,282-I 1.00 2 2 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

rehabilitation" The conformity 
status of the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" and "shoulder 
improvements" The conformity 

Pre-Engineer/Design and status of the TI P and Regional 
QNC09- I Ivarious Locations on Iconstruct resurfacing roadway Amend: New Project with Transportation Plan would remain 
802 Queen Creek Rittenhouse Rd and shoulder oavina I 2009 1$ 805.8161 $ -I 1$ -I $ 805,816 ARRA Funds unchan ed. 

A minor project revision is needed 
to include ARRA funds. The 

Scottsdale Road from rnSlall new bike lanes and conform ity status of the TIP and 
SCT09- IRoosevelt Street to Earll enhanced pedestrian facilities, Admin Mod: Adjust project Regional Transportation Plan would 
611 IScottsdale Road transit shelters, and streetscape 2009 $ 4,600,000 $ 2,458,415 $ 686,906 $ 7,745,321 1.8 6 6 costs for ARRA Funds. remain unchanged. 

Construct new 
A minor project revision is needed 

pedestrian/bicycle bridge and 
to include ARRA funds. The 

rUlli-USe palh Crosscut Canal from conform ity status of the TI P and 
SCT09- IThomas Road to Indian Admin Mod: Adjust project Regional Transportation Plan would 
703 IScottsdale School Road 2009 $ 882,333 $ 500,000 $ 348,667 $ 1,731,000 0.75 0 0 costs for ARRA Funds. remain unchanaed. 
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April 14, 2009 

AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

SCT12­
813 IScottsdale 

Ivarious Locations in 
Southern Scottsdale 

IReplace traffic signal controllersI 
and cabinets 2009 I $ 439,633 

Admin Mod: Adjust project 
costs for ARRA Funds. 

Pre-Engineer/Design and 

SUR09­ IBell Road-Parkview to 
construct pavement Ireconstruction and ITS conduit Amend: New Project with 

801 Isurprise West City Limit installation 2009 $ 2,933,374 $ $ $ 2,933,374 4.25 3 3 ARRA Funds 

I 

Baseline Road between 

TMP09­
Kyrene Road and the IUnion Pacific Railroad, Iconstruct replacement bridge Amend: New Project with 

801 ITempe over the Western Canal over the Western Canal I 2009 I $ 4,362,61J $ -I I $ 1,637,381 $ 6,000,000 0.25 6 6 ARRA Funds 

Peoria Ave: 111 th Avenue Pre-Engineer/Design and 
YTN09- west by 1950 feet/approx. construct mill and replace - IAmend: New Project with 
801 Youngtown 115th Avenue pavement resurfacing 2009 $ 645,926 $ 645,92611950LF I 2 I 2 ARRA Funds 

A minor project revision is needed 
to include ARRA funds. The 
conform ity status of the TI P and 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchan ed. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"pavement resurfacing and/or 
rehabilitation" In addition, the 
installation of ITS conduit is 
considered a traffic signal 
synchronization project which may 
be approved prior to a regional 
emissions analysis, however the 
project may be subject to 
subsequent regional emissions 
analyses. The conformity status of 
the TI P and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanged. 

The new project is considered 
exempt under the category 
"widening narrow pavements or 
reconstructing bridges (no 
additional travel lanes)" The 
conformity status of the TIP and 
Regional Transportation Plan would 
remain unchanged. 

The new project is considered
 
exem pt under the category
 
"pavement resurfacing and/or
 
rehabilitation" The conformity
 Istatus of the TIP and Regional 
Transportation Plan would remain 
unchanaed. 

North Vulture Mine Rd: 
WKN09- US 60 to Northern Town Design and Complete IAmend: New Project with IProject is located outside the 
801 Wickenbura Limits Pavement Mill and Replace 2009 $ 644,140 $ $ $ $ 644,140 I 1.6 I 2 I 2 ARRA Funds nonattainment areas. 
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Agenda Item #7
 

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 
INFORMATION SUMMARY.•• foryour review
 

DATE:
 
April 14, 2009
 

SUBJECT:
 
Project Changes - Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG
 
Transportation Improvement Program and FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program, Including Funding from
 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
 

SUMMARY:
 
The FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) was approved by the MAG Regional
 
Council on July 25, 2007, and the FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) was approved by the
 
MAG Regional Council on June 25, 2008. Since that time, there have been requests from member
 
agencies to modify projects in the programs. The proposed amendments to the FY 2008-2012 TIP for
 
highway projects are listed in Table A, and proposed administrative modifications and amendments to
 
the ALCP are listed in Table B.
 

As perthe Draft MAG Federal Fund Programming Principles, a request to change a programmed Federal
 
Fund Project in the TIP will go through the MAG committee processes beginning at the appropriate
 
technical advisory committee. There are two Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) funded projects
 
requesting a project change noted in Table A. The project change request for PHX07-741 and PHX07­

740 was heard and unanimously recommended for approval at the February 26, 2009, Air Quality
 
Technical Advisory Committee meeting. The original application for these two projects was submitted
 
to MAG by Phoenix as one project. When programmed, the projects were split into two separate
 
projects: paving dirt roads and paving dirt shoulders. The project estimates are now complete, a,nd the
 
CMAQ funds are requested to be increased and decreased by the same amount, $650,304, causing no
 
fiscal impact to the MAG FY 2008-2012 TIP.
 

Table A also shows the needed adjustments and amendments for projects related to the Beardsley
 
Road/Union Hills traffic interchange and the Northern Parkway project. While gathering project
 
information for possible funding scenarios for the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA)
 
funds in February 2009, it was brought to MAG's attention that the Beardsley Road project was designed
 
and cleared to federal standards. This project is both part of the ALCP and part of the Arizona
 
Department of Transportation's (ADOT's) freeway program. The Arizona State Board and the MAG
 
Regional Council agreed to fund the ADOT portion of the Beardsley Road project with Highway ARRA
 
funds - $9,250,000. The Peoria portion of the project is $18,250,000. Since it is part of the ARRA
 
funded project, ADOT will be bidding the project in the next couple of months.
 

During the same time period, MAG worked with all ALCP involved agencies to update project status for
 
the Draft FY 201 0 ALCP. Northern Parkway's work components were updated and it is understood that
 
the phases programmed in 2009 with Surface Transportation Program (STP)-MAG funds will not be
 
obligated in 2009, and will move forward in 2010.
 

Since MAG is the agency responsible for the fiscal management of the ALCP, it is requested to make
 
project changes to defer the Northern Parkway projects from 2009 to 2010 and modify the type of funds
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and funding amounts on the Beardsley Road projects to obligate the maximum possible amount of STP­
MAG funds in 2009. MAG has completed the financial analysis for this request and the STP-MAG funds 
needed for Northern Parkway in 2010 can be accommodated. 

In addition, the Peoria-led project for Beardsley Road (PE01 00-07AC1) is requested to be programmed 
with $3.9 million of the ARRA funds that are sub-allocated to the MAG region and directed to the City of 
Peoria. 

Table B explains projects that have requested a project change since the MAG Management agenda was 
mailed out. There is a modification to an Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) project that clarifies the 
location of the project as it was originally programmed; this is technical correction. In addition, there are 
requested changes to two park and ride projects and their associated work phases. These changes were 
originally recommended by the RPTA Board in May 2008; this is the administrative modification. 

On March 25,2009, the MAG Regional Council approved a merrlber agency allocation for the distribution 
of the MAG sub-allocated portion of the ARRA funds ($104,578,340) with a requirement that projects are 
defined and submitted to MAG by April 3, 2009. The projects submitted for the use of the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act sub-allocated funds were received, reviewed and compiled for the 
necessary TIP amendments and modifications on April 3 and 6, 2009. There is a total of $101,415,692 
of MAG sub-allocated ARRA Funds identified for projects in the MAG region, which are shown in 
Table C. MAG staff and the Federal Highway Administration are still working with three MAG member 
agencies to identify eligible projects. Once projects are identified for the remaining funds, they will be 
included in a subsequent project change request. 

In addition, the City of Chandler has requested to modify reimbursements related to two arterial life cycle 
program (ALCP) projects, as shown in Table D. MAG is the agency in charge of managing the ALCP 
and the requested modifications do not affect the fiscal balance of the program. 

All of the projects to be amended may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations and an 
administrative modification does not require a conformity determination. 

Please refer to the Attachments: Table A includes projects that were recommended for approval at the 
MAG Transportation Review Committee (TRC); Table B explains requests for project changes that were 
not heard at TRC and are not funded with ARRA funds; Table C identifies projects to be programmed 
with funds from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009; and Table D identifies ALCP 
projects that are requesting to modify the regional reimbursements. Tables A, B, and C were 
recommended for approval by the MAG Management Committee. All Tables will be reviewed at the 
Transportation Policy Committee on April 15, 2009. 

PUBLIC INPUT: 
None. 

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

CONS: None. 

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS: 
TECHNICAL: Projects that wish to utilize transportation federal funds need to be shown in the TIP in the 
year that they expect to commence and may need to undergo an air quality conformity analysis or 
consultation. 
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POLICY: This amendment request is in accord with MAG guidelines. 

ACTION NEEDED: 
Approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 Transportation 
Improvement Program, the FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program and as appropriate, to the Regional 
Transportation Plan 2007 Update as shown in the attached tables. 

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS: 
This item is on the April 15, 2009, agenda of the Transportation Policy Committee. An update will be 
provided on action taken by the Committee. 

On April 8, 2009, the Management Committee recommended approval of amendments and 
administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program, the FY 2009 
Arterial Life Cycle Program and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Chair Christopher Brady, Mesa 
Mark Pentz, Chandler, Vice Chair Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley 
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Carl Swenson, Peoria 
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix 
Jon Pearson, Carefree John Kross, Queen Creek 

*	 Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage Indian Community 
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester, John Little, Scottsdale 

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation Michael Celaya for Randy Oliver, Surprise 
Rick Davis, Fountain Hills Charlie Meyer, Tempe 

+ Rick Buss, Gila Bend Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson 
David White, Gila River Indian Community Gary Edwards, Wickenburg 
George Pettit, Gilbert Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown 
Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale John Halikowski, ADOT 
Romina Korkes for John Fischbach, Goodyear Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa Co. 

*	 RoseMary Arellano, Guadalupe David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA 
Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park 

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

MAG Transportation Review Committee: On March 26, 2009, the MAG Transportation Review 
Committee recommended approval of the amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 
2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program, the FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program and as 
appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update as shown in Table A. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Peoria: David Moody, Chair Maricopa County: John Hauskins 
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich Mesa: Scott Butler 
Avondale: David Fitzhugh * Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli 

* Buckeye: Scott Lowe	 Phoenix: Vacant 
Chandler: Patrice Kraus Queen Creek: Mark Young 
EI Mirage: Lance Calvert RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth 
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for 

* Gila Bend: Rick Buss	 Mary O'Connor 
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Gila River: Sreedevi Samudrala for David 
White
 

Gilbert: Michelle Gramley for Tami Ryall
 
Glendale: Terry Johnson
 
Goodyear: luke Albert for Cato Esquivel
 

* Guadalupe: Jim Ricker 
* litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis 

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Regional Bicycle Task Force: Jim Hash 

* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman 
* ITS Committee: Mike Mah 

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy. 

Surprise: Randy Overmyer
 
Tempe: Carlos de leon
 
Valley Metro Rail: John Farry
 

# Wickenburg: Gary Edwards 
Youngtown: Grant Anderson for lloyce 

Robinson 

Pedestrian Working Group: Brandon Forrey 
* Transportation Safety Committee: Kerry 

Wilcoxon 

+ - Attended by Videoconference 
# - Attended by Audioconference 

MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee: On February 26,2009, the MAG Air Quality Technical
 
Advisory Committee una,nimously recommended approval to the change the amounts of funding for
 
projects PHX07-741 and PHX07-740. 

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
John Kross, Town of Queen Creek, Chairman 
Sue McDermott, Avondale 
Elizabeth Biggins-Ramer, Buckeye 

# Jim Weiss, Chandler 
# Jamie McCullough, EI Mirage 

Kurt Sharp for Tami Ryall, Gilbert 
Doug Kukino, Glendale 
James Nichols, Goodyear 

# Greg, Edwards for Scott Bouchie, Mesa 
Joe Gibbs for Gaye Knight, Phoenix 

* larry Person, Scottsdale 
# Antonio DelaCruz, Surprise 

Oddvar Tveit, Tempe 
* Mark Hannah, Youngtown 
* Walter Bouchard, Citizen Representative 
* Corey Woods, American lung Association of AZ 
* Barbara Sprungl, Salt River Project 
* Brian O'Donnell, Southwest Gas Corporation 

Mark Hajduk, Arizona Public Service Company 
* Gina Grey, Western States Petroleum Association 
* Valley Metro/RPTA 

Dave Berry, Arizona Motor Transport Association 
Jeannette Fish, Maricopa County Farm Bureau 
Russell Bowers, Arizona Rock Products Assn. 

* Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce 

*Members neither present nor represented by proxy. 

Amanda McGennis, Associated General 
Contractors 

*Spencer Kamps, Homebuilders Association 
of Central Arizona 

* Mannie Carpenter, Valley Forward 
Kai Umeda, University of Arizona 

Cooperative Extension 
Beverly Chenausky, Arizona Department of 

Transportation 
Diane Arnst, 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 Admin. 
* Judi Nelson, Arizona State University 
# Christopher Horan, Salt River 

Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 
* David Rueckert, Citizen Representative 

#Participated via telephone conference call. +Participated via video conference call. 

CONTACT PERSON: 
Eileen O. Yazzie (602) 254-6300. 
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Request for Project Change
 
Amendments and Administrative Modifications to the FY08-12 TIP, and Administrative Modifications to the FY09 January 28,2009 ALCP
 

MAG Regional Council - April 2009
 

PHX07­
741 Phoenix Various Locations Pave dirt shoulders 2009 11.9 CMAQ $ 875,000 $ 875,000 $ 1,750,000 

PHX07­
740 Phoenix Various Locations Pave dirt roads 2009 8.25 CMAQ $ 2,628,954 $ 2,628,954 $ 5,257,908 

PE0100-1 
07AC 1 Peoria 

Beardsley Rd 
Connection: Loop 101 
(Agua Fria Fwy) to 

IBeardSley Rd at 83rd 
Av/Lake Pleasant Pkwy 

Advance construct 
Beardsley Road 
extension and bridge 
over New River I 2009 I 2 

IARRA, STP 
MAG & 
Local I $ 2,647,762 I $ 2,850,401 I $ 5,991,524 I $ 11,489,687 

PE0100-1 
07AC2 Peoria 

DOT12­
840 ADOT 
MMA09­ Maricopa 
916 County 

MMA09- IMaricopa 
913 County 

Beard sl ey Rd 
Connection: Loop 101 Advance construct new 
(Agua Fria Fwy) to frontage road and Texas IBeardsley Rd at 83rd U-Turn structure over 
Av/Lake Pleasant Pkwy L101 

interchange, construct 
101 (Agua Fria Fwy) at new frontage road and 
Union Hills Dr/Beardsley Texas U-Turn structure 
Rd over L101 
Northern Parkway: way for roadway 
Sarival to Dysart widening 

Northern Parkway: way for roadway 
Icorridorwide ROW widening and 

IProtection intersection 

2009 

2009 

2010 

2010 1 

2 

2.2 

4 

12.5 

Local & 
STP-MAG $ 24,928,000 $ 

ARRA, STP 
MAG & 
Local $ 1,571,173 $ 

STP-MAG 
& Local $ 7,066,000 

ISTP-MAG I 
112,000 I& Local $ 

Amend: Delete Project as it is 
a duplicate project. Project 
DOT12-840 is the same 

$ 24,928,000 project. 

$ 27,564,446 
Admin Mod: Change local 
funding costs to STP-MAG 

9,100,000 $16,893,273 and Local. 
Admin Mod:Defer project from 

$ 16,485,000 $ 23,551,000 2009 to 2010 

1$ 261,000 1$ 
IAdmin Mod: Defer project 

373,000 from 2009 to 2010 

April 13,2009 



IAdmin Mod: Modify project Joint Project with Peoria: 
GLN13- IOlive Ave: 75th Ave to 59th ITS Fiber and 1 CCTV location from 67th Avenue to 59th, 
903 IGlendale ave Camera $ 219,493 $ 449,450 $ 668,943 to 75th Avenue to 59th. 

Queen Creek Rd: 
CHN230-1 IArizona Avenue to 
08AC Chandler McQueen Rd 

name 
"Grand/Glendale Park and 
Ride" to the "Bell/L101 Park 

GLN10- IPre-design regional parki 5307 & land Ride", change funding 
804T IGlendale IBeli/L101 and-ride (Bell/L101 ) 2010 1 n/a 1 5309 I 1$ 40,7081 $ 162,8361 $ 203,544 type, and funding amount. 

name and location from 
"Grand/Glendale Park and 

Acquire right-of-way Ride" to the "Bell/L101 Park 
GLN11- regional park-and -ride 5307 &I and Ride", change funding 
809T IGlendale Beli/L101 (Bell/L101) I 53092011 n/a $ 671,958 type, and funding amount. 

name and location from 
"Grand/Glendale Park and 
Ride" to the "Bell/L101 Park 

GLN11- IDeSign regional park-an-I 5307 & land Ride", change funding 
808T IGlendale IBeli/L101 ride (Bell/L101) 2011 1 n/a 1 5309 1 1 $ 118,2641 $473,0601 $ 591,324 type, and funding amount. 

name and location from 
"Grand/Glendale Park and 
Ride" to the "Bell/L101 Park 

GLN12- Construct regional park- 5307 & and Ride", change funding 
812T Glendale Bell/L101 and-ride (Bell/L101 ) 2012 n/a 5309 $ 1,229,880 $ 4,919,524 $ 6,149,404 type, and funding amount. 
PE010- Pre-design regional park Admin Mod: Change project 
802T Peoria Grand/Peoria and-ride (Grand/Peoria) 2010 n/a Local $ 101,772 $ 101,772 costs from federal to local. 
PE011- Design regional park- Admin Mod: Change project 
803T Peoria Grand/Peoria and-ride (Grand/Peoria) 2011 n/a Local $ 295,662 $ 295,662 costs from federal to local. 

Acquire right of way 
PE011- regional park-and-ride 

$ 2,687,832 $ 3,359,790 

Admin Mod: Change project 
804T Peoria Grand/Peoria (Grand/Peoria) 2011 n/a Local $ 1,679,895 $ 1,679,895 costs from federal to local. 
PE012- Construct regional park- Admin Mod: Change project 
806T Peoria Grand/Peoria and-ride (Grand/Peoria) 2012 n/a Local $ 3,074,702 $ 3,074,702 costs from federal to local. 

April 13, 2009 



DOT07­
IADOT 

199th Ave from 1-10 to MC­
323 85 Road Widening I 2009 I $ 652,890 I $ 2,357,500 I I $ 400,000 I $ 3,410,390 I 1 I 5 I 6 

US 60: 99th Ave to 
DOT09­ Thunderbird Rd (within the Transporatation 
801 IADOT city limits of EI Mirage) Landscaping Enhancement 2009 

Apache Ironwood Drive: Southern Design and Reconstruction 
APJ09-801lJunction Avenue to 16th Avenue of Pavement 2009 

Preliminary engineering, 
AVN09­ IDysart Road-I-10 to Indian Idesign and construction for 
801 IAvondale School Road Mill & Replace 2009 

Preliminary engineering, 
AVN09­ IDysart Road -Van Buren to design and construction for 
802 IAvondale the 1-10 Mill & Replace 2009 

Various Locations Pre-engineer/Design and 
BKY09­ ITownwide - Functionally Pavement Rehabiliation 
801 IBuckeye Classified Roads and Preservation I 2009 

Intersection of Tom Pre-engineer/Design 

CFR09­ IDarlington Drive and and construct 
801 ICarefree Ridgeview Place Pedestrian crossing 1 2009 

Pre-engineer/Design 

Cave Creek Road: and construct, repair 

CFR09- Scopa Trail to Carefree and restoration of Cave 
802 Carefree Eastern Border Creek Road 2009 
CHN120- Chandler Chandler Blvd/Dobson Intersection and Capacity 2009 
07C Road Intersection, and Improvement 

Dobson Road from 
Chandler Blvd to Frye 
Road 

CHN08- IChandler Widen roadway to add 1 2008 
702 IDobson Rd: Chandler through lane in each 

Blvd to Frye Rd direction 
CHN09- IChandler IPrice Road from Germann 2009 
801 Road south to Queen Design and reconstruction 

Creek Road of pavement 

Construct regional park-I 
GDY06- land-ride (1/10­
204T IGOOdyear 11-10 at Litchfield Road Litchfield) 2009 

GDY08- ~CqUire land- regional 
800T 1Goodyear 11-10 at Litchfield Road park and ride I 2009 

April 13, 2009 

$ 300,000 

$ 1,348,343 

$ 2,035,200 

$ 179,699 

I $ 1,621,8781 

1$ 35,000 I 

$ 553,340 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ ­

$ $ 300,000 

$ $ 1,348,343 0.5 5-6 5-6 

$ $ 2,035,200 2.5 6 6 

Amend: New Project with 
$ 222,094 $ 401,793 0.5 3 3 ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funding 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funding. 

Amend: New Project with 
ARRA Funding 

IAmend: New Project with 
I I I $ 1,621,8781 3.45 I n/a I n/a ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project with 

I I 1$ 35,000 In/a In/a In/a ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project
$ 553,340 3.5 4 4 with ARRA Funds 

$ 2,288,700 $ $ 3,629,000 $ 1,711,300 $ 7,629,000 0.5 4/6 6/6 Admin Mod & Amend: 
Adjust costs for ARRA 
Funding and combine 
project CHN08-702 into 
CHN120-07C 

0.5 4 6 Amend: Delete project, 
project is now included in 

$1,680,000 $1,680,000 CHN120-07C 
$ 3,678,899 $ $ $ 3,678,899 1 6 6 

IAmend: New Project with 
ARRA Funds 

Admin Mod: Adjust project 
costs for ARRA Funds. 
The project will be 
programmed with 

rransit(1,083,602) & MAG 
Sub-allocated ARRA funds 

1 $ 1,592,2681 $ 2,034,6651 1$ 165,7141 $ 3,792,6471 n/a n/a I n/a ($508,666).1 

IAdmin Mod: Adjust project 
I $ 186,500I $ 746,000 I I I $ 932,500 I I I costs for ARRA Funds 



GDY05­
202T IGoodyear 

ELM09­
801 

FTH07­
301 
GBD09­
801 

GBD09­

lEI Mirage 

1-10 and Dysart Road 
I(ADOT Basin between Park and Ride Land 
Litchfield and Dysart) Acquisition 
Various Locations Citywide Pre-Engineer/Design and 

IFUnCtiOnallYClassified 
Roadways 

Shea Blvd. (Palisades 
Blvd. to Fountain Hills 

Fountain Hill Blvd.) 
Pima StreetlSR-85 

Gila Bend Various Locations 

Pima StreetlSR-85 
802 IGiia Bend Various Locations 

Gila River Various Locations ­
Functionally Classified GRC09- Iindian 
Roadways801 Community 

Various Locations ­
Functionally Classified 
Roadways 

Various Locations Citywide 
IFunctionally Classified 
Roadways 

Various Locations Citywide 
IFunctionally Classified 
Roadways 

Various Locations Citywide 
IFunctionally Classified 
Roadways 

Icamelback Rd. - 47th to 
83rd Aves. 

Mill and Replace Existing 
Road. 

Widen for 3rd 
(westbound) lane, bike 
lane, sidewalk, and turn 
pockets. 2009 $ 1,081,614 $ 1,076,000 $ 546,764 $ 2,704,764 1 4 5 
Design and Construct $ $ 
Signage Improvements 2009 $33,000 - - $33,000 
Design and Construct 
Pedestrian and 
Landscape 
Improvements I 2009 I $339,4971-$ I 1-$ I $358,3491 1 1 

Pre-Engineer/Design and 
Construct Pavement 
Rehab projects 1 

Pre-Engineer/Design and 
Construct Nova Chip I 
Overlays- arterial roadways 

New traffic signal cabinets I 
and controllers 

Modernize traffic signals 1 

CCTV Camera Installations 

Install wireless 
communication with traffic 
signals 

Install wireless 
IBethany Home Rd. - 63rd Icommunication with traffic 
to 83rd Aves. signals 

IGlendale Ave. - 51 st to IPre-Engineer/Design and 
66th Aves. construct pavement overlay 

Pre-Engineer/Design and 
Litchfield Rd. - Missouri to construct pavement 
Northern Ave. surface treatment 

Install thermoplastic 
25 Miles on Arterial Streets pavement markings 

Design and construct multi­
use overpass over Loop 

63rd Avenue at Loop 101 101 (Agua Fria Fwy) 

IAdmin Mod: Adjust project 
2009 I $ 352,2161 $ 1,409,6781 I $ 1,409,6781 I I costs for ARRA Funds 

I 2010 1 $ 952,8051 $ - 1 1 $ - 1 $ 952,8051 1.5 I 2 I 

1 1 

2 

2009 $561,3491 $561,3491 1.51 n/a 1 

Admin Mod: Adjust 
project costs for ARRA 
Funds. 
Amend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 

Expressway (Phase 2) 1 2009 1$ 1,850,0001 $ 3,557,3751 1 $ -I $ 5,407,3751 290 feet 1 n/a 1 n/a costs for ARRA Funds 

1 1 1 1 n/a with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
2009 I $ 5,306,3131 $ 1 1 $ 1$ 5,306,3131 14.881 1 with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
2009 1$ 1,100,0001 $ - 1 1 $ -I $ 1,100,0001 n/a 1 n/a I n/a with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
2009 1$ 550,0001 $ -I 1 $ -I $ 550,0001 n/a 1 n/a 1 n/a with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
2009 $ 90,000 $ 90,000$ $ with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
2009 

n/a n/a n/a 

$ 230,000 $ 230,000$ $ with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
2009 

4.5 2 2 

$ 200,000 $ 200,000$$ with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
2009 

2.5 2 2 

$ 1,170,000 $ 1,170,000$ $ with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
2009 

2 2 2 

$ 510,000 $ 510,000 with ARRA Funds 
Amend: New Project 

2009 

$ $ 2 2 2 

$ 358,413 $ 358,413$ $ with ARRA Funds 25 n/a n/a 

IAdmin Mod: Adjust project 

GLB09­
801 

GLN09­
801 

GLN09­
802 

GLN09­
803 

GLN09­
804 

GLN09­
805 

GLN09­
806 

GLN09­
807 

GLN09­
808 

GLN08­
604 

IGilbert 

IGlendale 

IGlendale 

IGlendale 

IGlendale 

IGlendale 

IGlendale 

Glendale
 

Glendale
 

IGlendale
 

April 13, 2009 



Various Locations Citywide Pre-Engineer/Design and 
GDY09- Functionally Classified construct mill, patch and 
801 IGoodyear Roadways replace 2009 

Various Locations 
GDL09- Townwide - Functionally Replace existing street 
801 IGUadalUpe Classified Roadways lights to improve safety 2009 

Mill & Asphalt overlay, 
ADA Sidewalk 

GDL09­ Calle Guadalupe: 1-10 to Improvements and 
803 IGUadalUpe Tempe City Limits landscaping. 1 2009 

Various Locations Citywide Pre-Engineer/Design and 
Functionally Classified mill and replace pavement 1 

LPK09-8011 Litchfield Parkl Roadways resurfacing/ reconstruction 

Various Locations 
MMA09- ICountywide - Functionally Pre-Engineer/Design and 
801 IMCDOT Classified Roadways construct AR Overlay 

Pre-Engineer/Design 

Various Locations Citywide and pavement 
MES09- IFunctionally Classified reconstruct and ADA 
801 IMesa Roadways upgrades 

Various Locations Citywide Pre-Engineer/Design 

MES09- IFunctionally Classified 
802 IMesa 

PVY09- IParadise 
801 Valley 

PE009­
801 Ipeoria 

PHX07­

Roadways 
Various Locations 
Townwide - Functionally 
Classified Roadways 

Beardsley Rd; Lake 
Pleasant Rd to 83rd Av 

316 IphoeniX 17th St & McDowell Rd 

Various Locations (North 
PHX09- IArea) - Functionally 
801 IphoeniX Classified Roadways 

and construct mill and 

replace pavement 
Pre-Engineer/Design and 
construct pavement 
resurface projects 

Major Arterial mill, overlay 
and re-striping to include 5 
lanes and bike lanes 

Design & Construction of 
Intersection Improvements 

Design & Construction of 
Pavement Preservation 

Various Locations (Central 
PHX09- IArea) - Functionally IDesign & Construction of 
802 Iphoenix Classified Roadways Pavement Preservation 

Various Locations (South 
PHX09- IArea) - Functionally Design & Construction of 
803 IphoeniX Classified Roadways Pavement Preservation 

Desig n & Construction of 
Removal/Replacement of 
Existing ADA Ramps or 

PHX09- Various Locations - (North Iconstruction of New ADA 
804 IphoeniX Area) Ramps 

April 13, 2009 

2009 

I 2009 

1 2009 

1 2009 

1 2009 

2009 

2009 

1 2009 

1 2009 

2009 

I 
2009 

$ $ 15,980 $ 798,395 

$ 366,000$ $ 

$ -I 1 $ -I $ 268,0221 

$ -I $ -I I$ 613,9581 

$ -I 1$ 8,9381 $ 5,959,6951 

$ 1 1 $ I$ 9,196,0451 

$ 1 I $ -I $ 1,588,7341 

$ -I I$ 5861 $ 823,7601 

2.5 

1.42 

0.25 1 

0.74 1 

30.09 I 

7.5 1 

3.5 1 

3.68 1 

2.4 1 

0.25 I 

16 1 

16 1 

16 1 

N/A I 

n/a 

n/a 

n/a 1 

4 1 

n/a 1 

1 

1 

n/a 1 

5 I 

6 I 

N/A I 

N/A 1 

N/A 1 

N/A I 

n/a 

n/a 

n/a 

4 

n/a 

n/a 

5 

7 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Amend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAdmin Mod: Adjust project 
costs for ARRA Funds. 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

$ 

$ 

1$ 

1 $ 

782,415 

366,000 

268,0221 

613,9581 

I$ 5,950,7571 

1 $ 

1 $ 

I $ 

$ 

$ 

1 $ 

1 $ 

1 $ 

1$ 

9,196,0451 

1,588,7341 

823,1741 

1,130,050 

1,000,000 

7,136,1811 

7,150,0001 

7,150,0001 

1,750,0001 

$ 

$ 1,256,000 

$ 266,220 

$ 

$ 1,396,2701 

$ 2,256,000 I 

$ -I 1 $ -I $ 7,136,1811 

$ -I 1 $ -I $ 7,150,0001 

$ -I 1 $ -I $ 7,150,0001 

$ -I 1 $ -I $ 1,750,0001 



Design & Construction of 
Removal/Replacement of 
Existing ADA Ramps or 

PHX09­ /various Locations - (South Construction of New ADA 
805 /Phoenix Area) Ramps 

PHX09­ Design & Costruct Bridge 
806 /Phoenix /11 Locations Citywide Deck Rehabilitations 

PHX09­ Design & Costruct Bridge 
807 /Phoenix 16 Locations Citywide Joint Rehabilitations 

Inventory / Programming & 
PHX09­ Procure / Install Traffic
 
808 /Phoenix /Citywide Corridors Control Signs
 

Design & Procure/Install
 
PHX09- Fiber Optic Backbone
 
809 Phoenix Citywide Corridors System
 

PHX09- Design &Procure/lnstall
 
810 Phoenix Citywide Corridors CCTV
 

PHX09-	 Design &Procure/lnstall 
811 /Phoenix /Citywide Corridors Wireless Communications 

Combs Rd: 
UPRR/Rittenhouse Rd to Pre-Engineer/Design and 

QNC09- / lapprox. 1,000 ft west of	 construct resurfacing 
801 Queen Creek Gantzel Rd	 roadway
 

Pre-Engineer/Design and
 
construct resurfacing
 

QNC09- I Ivarious Locations on Iroa~way and shoulder
 
802 Queen Creek Rittenhouse Rd paving
 

Install new bike lanes and 
Scottsdale Road from lenhanced pedestrian
 

SCT09- /Roosevelt Street to Earll facilities, transit shelters,
 
611 /scottsdale Road and streetscape
 

Construct new 
Crosscut Canal from Ipedestrian/bicycle bridge 

SCT09- IThomas Road to Indian and multi-use path 

703 IScottsdale School Road 

SCT12- Ivarious Locations in IReplace traffic signal 
813 IScottsdale Southern Scottsdale	 controllers and cabinets
 

Pre-Engineer/Design and
 
construct pavement
 

SUR09- 1Bell Road-Parkview to Reconstruction and ITS 
801 Isurprise West City Limit 

I
Conduit Installation 

Baseline Road between 
Kyrene Road and the Construct replacement 

TMP09- Union Pacific Railroad, bridge over the Western 
801 ITempe over the Western Canal Canal 

2009 

2009 

2009 

1 2009 

2009 

2009 

1 

2009 

1 2009 

1 2009 

2009 

2009 

1 2009 

1 2009 

$ 

$ 

1 $ 

1$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

1$ 

1$ 

$ 

$ 

1$ 

1 $ 

1,750,000 

2,250,000 

1,250,0001 

3,000,0001 

1,500,000 

1,000,000 

500,000 

227,2821 

805,8161 

4,600,000 

882,333 

2,933,3741 

4,362,6191 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

-I 

- 1 

$ 

$ 

1 $ 

1 $ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

-I $ 

-I $ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

1,750,000 

2,250,000 

1,250,000 

3,000,0001 

1,500,000 

1,000,000 

500,000 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

$ -I 1 $ -I $ 227,2821 1.00 

$ -I 1 $ -I $ 805,8161 1.70 

$ 2,458,415 

$ 500,000 

$ 686,906 

$ 348,667 

$ 7,745,321 

$ 1,731,000 

1.8 

0.75 

500,000 Ina 

$ -I I $ -I $ 2,933,3741 4.25 

$ -I 1$ 1,637,381 1$ 6,000,0001 0.25 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

1 N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

1 2 

1 2 

6 

0 

Ina 

1 3 

I 6 

Amend: New Project 
N/A with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
N/A with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
N/A with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project
1 N/A with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
N/A with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
N/A with ARRA Funds 

Amend: New Project 
N/A with ARRA Funds 

IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds1 2 

IAmend: New Project 
1 2 

6 

0 

with ARRA Funds 

Admin Mod: Adjust 
project costs for ARRA 
Funds. 

Admin Mod: Adjust 
project costs for ARRA 
Funds. 
Admin Mod: Adjust 

Ina 
Iproject costs for ARRA 
Funds. 

1 3 
IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

1 6 
IAmend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

April 13, 2009 



YTN09­
801 IYoungtown 

Peoria Ave: 111th Avenue 
west by 1950 feeUapprox. 
115th Avenue 

Pre-Engineer/Design and 
construct mill and replace ­
pavement resurfacing 2009 $ 645,926 $ 645,926 1950LF 2 2 

Amend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

WKN09­
801 IWickenbUrg 

North Vulture Mine Rd: US 
60 to Northern Town Limits 

Design and Complete 
Pavement Mill and Replace 2009 $ 644,140 $ - $ $ $ 644,140 1.6 2 2 

Amend: New Project 
with ARRA Funds 

April 13, 2009 



ACI-QNC1 
10-03-8 Chandler 

IQueen Creek Rd: McQueen 
Rd to Lindsay Design roadway widening 1 20091 20111 3.0 1 RARF 1$ 2,448,000 1$ 415,000 1$ 2,863,000 

ACI-QNC1 
10-03-8 Chandler 

IQueen Creek Rd: McQueen 
Rd to Lindsay Right-of-way acquisition 1 20091 20111 3.0 1 RARF 1 $ 2,511,000 I $ 3,065,000 1$ 5,576,000 

ACI-QNC1 
10-03-8 Chandler 

IQueen Creek Rd: McQueen Advance construction of 
Rd to Lindsay roadway widening 

ACI-QNC1 
10-03-A Chandler 

IQueen Creek Rd: Arizona 
Avenue to McQueen Rd IDeSign roadway widening 

ALCP Admin Mod: Increased total 
costs by $79,000 and regional 
reimbursement by $192,000. 

ACI-QNC1 
10-03-A Chandler 

IQueen Creek Rd: Arizona 
Avenue to McQueen Rd IRight-of-way acquisition 

ALCP Admin Mod: Increased local 
costs by $160,000 and regional 
reimbursement by $373,000. 

ACI-QNC1 
10-03-A Chandler 

IQueen Creek Rd: Arizona 
Avenue to McQueen Rd 

IAdvance construction of 
roadway widening I 20091 20121 1.0 I RARF 1$ 

I 
1,933,000 $ 

I 
4,509,000 $ 

ALCP Admin Mod: Increased local 

Icosts by $334,000 and regional 
6,442,000 reimbursement by $1,194,000. 

April 13, 2009 



Agenda Item #8
 

City of Phoenix 
To:	 Frank Fairbanks Date: April 7, 2009 

City Manager 

From:	 Karen Peters 
Government Relations Director 

Subject:	 PHOENIX SKY HARBOR INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT - PHX SKY TRAIN 
PROGRAM 

Project Description 

The PHX Sky Train project is a fully automated, grade separated transit system that will 
connect the major facilities at Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport with the METRO 
light rail system. PHX Sky Train will replace buses that currently shuttle passengers 
and employees between METRO, terminals, parking facilities and the Rental Car 
Center. The need for the PHX Sky Train is due to constraints with the roadway and 
curbs at the Airport and the inability to expand them to meet the growth projections for 
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport. The Sky Train will serve passengers, 
visitors, and employees with frequent, convenient, and reliable service and will be an 
integral part of the airport's transportation infrastructure and an important link to the 
regional transportation system. 

The PHX Sky Train project has received National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
approvals and construction has started on Phase One. Train system procurement 
approvals are expected within the next two months. 

PHX Sky Train's Stage One will consist of three stations: 
• 44th and Washington Streets with passenger walkway to the METRO station 
• East Economy Parking 
• Terminal4 

Stage One is estimated to cost $562 million and is fully funded with local revenue 
sources. This first segment is estimated to be operational by the end of 2013. 

PHX Sky Train's Stage Two is currently planned to link the remaining terminals and the 
Rental Car Center by 2020. The Airport would prefer that the system be completed in 
one phase; however funding limitations have required a two phase construction plan. 



Phx Sky Train Program 
Page 2 of 2 

Current Efforts 

City Staff has been working to advance PHX Sky Train to Terminals 2 and 3 so all 
Passenger Terminals are connected by 2013. This portion of Stage Two is estimated to 
cost $200 million. 

Staff has been reviewing a federal credit program called the Transportation 
Infrastructure Financing Innovation Act of 1998 (TIFIA) for this portion of the PHX Sky 
Train project. TIFIA was established as a federal credit program for eligible 
transportation projects with a national or regional significance, including transit and rail 
systems. Their assistance is provided as direct loans, loan guarantees, or lines of 
credit. This program requires that a project be on the State Transportation Plan before 
the project can apply for the program. Because these TIFIA applications are allocated 
on a rolling application schedule, City of Phoenix is requesting this amendment to be 
eligible to apply for this loan program as early as this summer. 



I Agenda Item #9 

BROOKINGS
 
1775 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20036 

telephone 202.797.6000 

fax 202.797.6004 

web brookings.edu 

Metropolitan Policy 
Program 

Getting Into the Game: 
Facilitating the Assertion of a Shared Federal-Mega Policy Vision for the Intermountain West 

A Brookings/Mountain Megas Partnership 
February 2009 

Project Overview: The Brookings Metropolitan Policy program proposes a partnership with 
leading Intermountain West institutions and leaders to work out specific collaborative steps 
among the five "Mountain Megas" (and their states) to advance prosperity in their region 
through the achievement of specific, catalyzing federal policy reforms. This partnership will 
identify and pursue opportunities for targeted inter-state collaboration aimed at sharpening and 
augmenting the region's voice and relevance in particular federal policy discussions that tend to 
overlook the distinctive needs of America's new Heartland in the West. 

Working closely with a network of political, civic, and corporate leaders in the five-state region, 
Brookings has for two years been developing an ambitious but realistic agenda for federal policy 
reform as it pertains to the Intermountain region. 

Released in July 2008, for example, the major Brookings report "Mountain Megas: America's 
Newest Metropolitan Places and a Federal Partnership to Help Them Prosper" identified five 
supersized "megapolitan" urban areas in the five southern Intermountain states; assessed 
emerging economic, environmental, and social opportunities and challenges; and proposed a 
more helpful role for the federal government in empowering regional leaders' efforts to build a 
uniquely Western brand of prosperity. Subsequent to that, major well-attended forums in four 
of the five concerned states generated significant media coverage that dwelt heavily on the 
need for regional, multi-state cooperation in obtaining needed federal policy reforms. During 
these meetings, three governors, two university presidents, and the majority leader of the u.S. 
Senate all affirmed the need for such cooperation. 

Now, leaders in the region have expressed a desire to drill down-in collaboration with a 
trusted, neutral, and national intermediary-to seek specific common cause among the states, 
and "get in the game" at a time of great flux and opportunity in Washington policy debates. 

Along these lines, and in consultation with key regional leaders, we at the Brookings Institution 
propose such an action-oriented collaboration. Specifically, we see significant convergence 
around three arenas of engagement: short-term work to identify the five megas' common 
recommendations on the use of federal infrastructure investment as "economic recovery" 
stimulus; medium-term work to sharpen the megas' shared recommendations on the 2009­



2010 reauthorization of the federal transportation bill; and exploration of the possible form of 
ongoing institutions or forums for longer-term inter-state collaboration on the Mountain Mega 
agenda. 

Engagements: Three near- and medium-term engagements stand out: 

Engagement 1: Identify and develop the Mountain Megas' shared recommendations on the 
continued implementation of the infrastructure portions of the American Reinvestment and 
Recovery Act (ARRA)-the "stimulus" package. 

Pursuant to this goal, we propose to: 

•	 Convene a small work group of infrastructure practitioners and experts across the five 
states to confer by conference call to develop a shared perspective on the 
implementation of federal infrastructure investment through the stimulus 

•	 Identify over time principles and specific Mountain Megas policy recommendations for 
the recovery package's implementation 

•	 Produce, and transmit to key Obama administration transition, White House, and 
congressional leaders, memos or letters as needed listing specific five-state consensus 
"asks" on the further implementation of the package 

•	 Pursue regional media coverage of those recommendations 

Engagement 2: Identify and sharpen the megas' shared recommendations on the 2009-2010 
reauthorization of the federal transportation bill. 

Pursuant to this goal, we expect to: 

•	 Convene a work group of relevant infrastructure practitioners and experts across the 
five states to confer in one of the megas to develop shared perspective on federal policy 
reform, particularly as regards the nation's current transportation policy 

•	 Research administrative and legislative context for the 2009-2010 reauthorization of 
the federal transportation bill 

•	 Identify principles and specific Mountain Megas policy recommendations for the 
reauthorization 

•	 Link the Mountain Mega agenda to other relevant national transportation agendas 

•	 Produce compact policy memo conveying policy priorities 

•	 Hold Capitol Hill briefing with relevant Hill staff on the Mountain Megas' shared
 
priorities
 

•	 Pursue regional media coverage of those recommendations 

Engagement 3: Explore the utility, possible design, and possible organization and operation of 
ongoing institutions or forums for longer-term inter-state collaboration on the Mountain Mega 
agenda across multiple policy areas. 

Pursuant to this goal, we expect to: 



•	 Convene a work group of relevant megapolitan, state, and university practitioners, 
experts, and business, civic, and philanthropic leaders across the five states to confer in 
one of the megas on the utility, mission and scope, and possible design of ongoing 
institutions or forums for longer-term inter-state collaboration on the Mountain Megas 
agenda across multiple policy areas, including: water and energy infrastructure, regional 
innovation and cleantech industries, human capital development, health care provision, 
and immigration policy 

•	 Research existing multi-state and even international models for inter-state collaboration 
on key policy issues 

•	 Develop a menu of organization design options if requested 

•	 Produce a compact memo exploring implementation options 

Project Funding and Details: To carry out this plan of work, Brookings is actively seeking 
$100,000 in project-support funding. 

Over the next year or 18 months, Brookings would deploy project funding to support: the 
continued engagement of the initial "Mountain Megas" project team in the region; the 
engagement of a Brookings "external affairs" officer for key activities; necessary air travel and 
hotel stays for Brookings staff; necessary convening costs, including air travel and hotel stays for 
regional leaders' gatherings at central points or in Washington; and internal research, 
publishing, communications, and staff work. 

Leading the Brookings team will be Mark Muro, a Brookings fellow and the policy director of the 
Metropolitan Policy Program at Brookings. A co-author and the project director of "Mountain 
Megas," Muro brings significant experience with Intermountain West issues from his previous 
work as a senior policy analyst at the Morrison Institute for Public Policy at Arizona State 
University. Also significantly involved in the proposed work will be Robert E. Lang, a nonresident 
senior fellow of the Metro Program and the director of the Metropolitan Institute at Virginia 
Tech. Lang, who was the lead author of "Mountain Megas," is a leading expert on the 
Intermountain region and the author of many books and articles on its development trajectory, 
including Boomburbs: The Rise ofAmerica's Accidental Cities. Additional expertise will be 
contributed by Robert Puentes, a Brookings fellow who directs the Metro Program's 
Metropolitan Infrastructure Initiative. 

* 

For more information, please contact: Mark Muro, 202.797.6315, mmuro@brookings.edu 



Agenda Item #9 
North American Center 
for Transborder Studies 

ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Statement of Work 

Objective:
 
The Maricopa Association of Governments desires a document wllich motivates
 
adjoining COGs/MPOs (CAAG and PAG) to join forces in further developing the SUIl
 
Corridor as an economic entity by describing the global and North American forces that
 
impact MAG and vice versa.. The paper would be the first iteration of attempts by MAG
 
and others to conduct the planning and analysis necessary to develop Maricopa County,
 
the Sun Corridor, then the Intermountain West (and eventually the entire NAFTA
 
corridor) with more than just infrastructure and transportation, but as a job creation and
 
econonlic development "cluster".
 

Background:
 
Many, but most recently The Brookings Institute, have demonstrated the immense
 
pressure from allticipated, startlillg fast denlographic growth that will impact the Arizona,
 
Nevada, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico region (the sOllthem half of the Intermountaill
 
West). Among the challenges will be staying ahead of the job, infrastructure,
 
environment, and education curves.
 

Visionary planners see the value in thinkillg outside their boxes and overcoming the
 
"white map syndrome" where planning stops at tIle jurisdiction boundary. MAG has had
 
initial discussions with adjoining planners, but has been unable to date to move them to
 
actively collaborate on ultures. MAG also correctly realizes that forces outside
 
Maricopa, Arizona, even North America affect them.
 

Much is known about the local, state and regional influences and a bit even abollt projects
 
being developed in Mexico that affect MAG, but less is known and much sought to be
 
understood about North American (Port of Prince Rupert for example) and global
 
(Panama Canal expansion for example) factors impacting MAG today and in the future.
 

Elements:
 
MAG requests development of a paper which describes outer forces/drivers affecting
 
MAG to include but not be limited to:
 

• Current actual and projected freight shipments through Arizona by modality, 
• Regional (the greater binational southwest) transportation scenarios, 
• Economic "cluster" hypotheses, 
• Political and economic climate and outlook 
• Air, sea and lalld ports of entry potentials, 
• Natural competitive advantage (clinlate, universities, location, etc.), 
• Sustainability challenges, and 
• Public-private partnership options. 

The report will take the form of a SWOT analysis. 
The North American Center for Transborder Studies
 

Arizona State University
 
P.O. Box 878105
 

Tempe, AZ 85287-8105
 
Phone: (480) 965-1846 Fax: (480) 965-6149
 



North American Center
 
for Transborder Studies
 

ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Partners:
 
The following sources will be consulted and their information, insights and innovations
 
synthesized:
 

• Arizona-Canada Business Council 
• Arizona Mexico Commission 
• Canadian Transport Research Forum 
• CanaMex Corridor 
• Consejo de MexicallO de Asuntos Internacionales 
• North American Competitiveness Transportation Research COllllCil 
• States of Arizona, Baja California, California, and Sonora 

As well as experts at ASU UofA, NACTS ulliversities, and from our Board and Faculty 
Council 

Period of Performance and Milestones:
 
Feb 6-April 6, 2009 as Phase I of several plalmed research projects.
 
Kick Off Feb 6
 
Outline by Feb 13
 
Consultation MarcIl 6
 
Draft March 27
 
Final April 6
 

Budget:
 
Staff, consulting, and associated (production, travel, etc.) expenses total $12,000
 
including all fringe and indirect costs.
 

Contact;
 
D. Rick Van Schoik, Director 
nacts@asu.edu, 480 965-1846 

The North American Center for Transborder Studies
 
Arizona State University
 

P.O. Box 878105
 
Tempe, AZ 85287-8105
 

Phone: (480) 965-1846 Fax: (480) 965-6149
 



Agenda Item #11 
MARICOPA 

ASSOCIATION af 
.GOVERNMENTS 302 North 1st Avenue. Suite 300 ~. Phoenix. Arizona 85003 

Phone [602] 254-6300 ~ FAX (602] 254-6490 

Approved at the September 25, 1996 
Regional Council meeting and modified at 
the April 24, 2002 Regional Council meeting. 

MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL
 
NOMINATION PROCESS
 

I .	 At the April Regional Council meeting, the Chairman will appoint a five member Nominating 
Committee from the Regional Council. The past Chairman of the Regional Council, if still a 
current member of the Council, will serve as committee Chairman. If the past Chairman is not a 
current member of the Council, the Chairman has the authority to appoint a Nominating 
Committee Chairman. 

2.	 Regional Council members interested in serving on the Executive Committee should submit their 
names to the Chairman of the Nominating Committee. 

3.	 The Nominating Committee will develop a slate of seven candidates. These candidates shall 
include a Chairman, Vice Chairman, Treasurer, the past Chairman, and three members at-large. 
If the past Chairman is not a current member of the Council, the Nominating Committee shall 
nominate an additional at-large member. 

4.	 The Nominating Committee will provide a balanced slate of candidates. 

5.	 This slate will be forwarded to all Regional Council members at least two weeks prior to the 
annual meeting Oune). 




